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THE NEOLITHIC OF THE GREAT HUNGARIAN PLAIN
AND THE VINCA COMPLEX

NEW ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCES FOR THE RELATIONS

Abstract. - The Great Hungarian Plain has always been closely connected to the
prehistoric development of Southeast Europe because of its geographic-climatic
characteristics. These connections were especially well expressed during the
Neolithic when several cultural phenomena of the territory display obvious Southern
origins.

The new archacological finds of the Tisza region hint at the partial contemporaneity
of the Kdrds culture, the Alfdld Linear Pottery and the Vinéa A. These results offer
a possibility for the rethinking of the "Proto-Vinca" problem.

Important evidences about the contacts extending into deeper spheres are the sacrifi-
cial pits from the Hungarian Plain (sites of Tiszaug-Vasutdllom4s and Tiszaigar-
Homokb4anya) in which traces of Vinéa cultural phenomena may be detected.

The diffusion of the Tisza and Herpély culture tells and their geographical distribu-
tion, suggest essential cultural links with the relevant settlements in Transylvania and
the Banat. The material results of the Tisza and the Vinéa exchange networks and the
strong connections of the two cultural entities have been described by several authors.
The Vinéa import wares from the site of Ocséd-Kovashalom enrich the earlier pic-
ture.

The Great Hungarian Plain has always been closely connected to the
prehistoric development of Southeast Europe because of its geographic-
climatic characteristics. These connections were especially well expressed
during the Neolithic when several cultural phenomena of the territory dis-
play obvious Southern origins. At the same time, these very features often
define the Northernmost zone of Balkan-Aegean cultural influence. For
this reason, the Neolithic of the Great Hungarian Plain and its contacts
have lain at the centre of interest of international archaeological research.
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It was among others, G. Childe,! F. Tompa,> Banner,® S. Gallus,* F.
Holste,* J. Banner - M. Parducz,® V. Miloj¢ié,” F. Schachermeyr,® and I. Kutziin,®
who dealt first with the archaeological contacts between the Tisza region and the
Balkans, knowing the results of the excavations at Vin¢a.!"” These pioneering
works drew attention, as early as the beginning of the century, to the definitive
role of the Vinda culture in the Neolithic of the Hungarian Plain. Another fact
recognized early on was the relationship between the material of the Koros cul-
ture and that of the site of Starevo.!

Parallel to these results emerged the problem of the interpretation of
Vin¢a forms in the artifact assemblages of the Kros culture, for which the pub-
lication of the excavation at the site of Oszentivan VIII provided the basis."
Later, J. Makkay and O. Trogmayer isolated the Proto—Vin¢a phase or type
group inside the Kor6s culture, deduced from analogies to finds from Maroslele—
Pana 3. g. and Dévavénya-Atyaszeg." This theory supposed an internal develop-
ment within the K6rds culture of the Tisza region, similar to the neighbouring
Staréevo complex, culminating in the Vinga culture." This problem was later re-
lated to that of the Szatmar group located in the upper reaches of the Tisza.! It
has turned out that the Szatmar I group was related to the Transylvanian Kords—
Cris culture, especially with regard to the Méhtelek finds.!® On the other hand,
the Szatmér II group is actually the earliest phase of the Alfld Linear Pottery,
(ALP) as charaterized by idols with triangular faces culturally typical of the ALP,
special face-pots with bow-like engraved decoration, Vin¢a A-type bone soopns,
and especially by incised and painted decoration.”” The same incised ceramic

! Childe, 1927, 79-87; Childe, 1929, 26-35; Childe, 1930, 255-262.

2 Tompa, 1934-35, 46-47.

3 Banner, 1936, 271; Banner, 1937, 32.

4 Gallus, 1938, 525-530.

5 Holste, 1939, 6.

¢ Banner-Parducz, 1946-1948, 17—41.

7 Milojei¢, 1949, 79-81, 91-92; Milojei¢, 1950, 108-118.

s Schachermeyr, 1953, 273-278; Schachermeyr, 1953-54, 15-24.

9 Kutzidn, 194447, 99-148.

10 vasi¢, 1932-36, passim.

' Fewkes-Goldman-Ehrich, 1933, 48-51; Banner, 1935, 121-125; Banner, 1936, 271;
Tompa, 1934-35, 46; Kutzi4n, 194447, 99-102.

12 Banner-Pirducz, 1946-1948, 23-30, 35-41; Bognar-Kutzian, 1966, 263-264.

B Makkay, 1965, 10; Makkay, 1982, 26-31 and note 28. with further literature; Trogmayer,
1964, 67-86.

14 Srejovi¢, 1963, 7; Brukner, 1968, 93.

15 Kalicz-Makkay, 1972, 77-92; Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 18-29; Kalicz, 1980, 97-103; Kalicz,
1983, 108-109; Makkay, 1982, 42-54.

16 Kalicz-Makkay, 1974; Kalicz-Makkay, 1976, 22-23; Kalicz, 1980, 102-103; Makkay, 1982,
note 91.

17 Kalicz-Makkay, 1972, 79-81; Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 22-26; Kalicz, 1980, 120-122; Makkay,
1982, 26-31; Raczky, 1989, 234-235, figs. 2-5.
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decorations can be found on several Koros sites, earlier assigned to the Proto-
Vin¢a period, on the Southern part of the Hungarian Plain (e. g. Ocsdd—Kirito)."8
This is the very moment when the connection between Szatmdr group and the
early Vin¢a comlex can be established. Since the Szatmar I1, i. e. the earliest ALP
runs paralelly with the Ciumesti-Piscolt-Vin¢a A, the Kords find complexes of
the Central and Southern part of the Alf6ld, earlier called Proto-Vin¢a, may be
considered contemporary to Vin¢a A. The next logical step is that the end phase
of the Kords is parallel with the beginning of the Vin¢a A which means that the
name "Proto-Vin¢a" becomes anachronistic.' This relative chronological system
explains why the Transdanubian Linear Pottery (TLP) displays typological af-
finity towards both the earliest Alfdld Linear Pottery ~ALP) and the latest
Koros.? The supposed partial contemporaneity of the Koros culture, the ALP
and the Vin¢a A in the Tisza region corresponds to G. Lazarovici’s theory con-
cerning the Banat.?! Divergencies may occur in the different territories as far as
the longevity of the coexistence of the various cultural groups is concerned. The
problems of Proto-Vin¢a and the different views of it have been discussed
several times in detail by N. Kalicz, J. Makkay and J. Chapman.?2

Contact between the Alfold Linear Pottery and the Vin¢a culture was es-
tablished, curiously enough, through the marshy area of the Korés rivers, the
Maros, the Aranka and the Temes. It is also important to note that there are
more imported ALP fragments on Banat sites than vice versa.? It may perhaps
hint at the special direction and content of cultural relations. The early contacts
are convincingly described by G. Lazarovici, based on the sites of Gornea and
Fratelia, among others, which belong to the Vin¢a A period.? The other end-
point of the connections is illustrated by the Vadna grave, belonging to the
sphere of influence of classical ALP, where one of the grave goods was a solid
pedestal, red painted Vinéa bowl.” To judge from scattered examples, the con-
tacts reconstructed during the classical phase of the ALP and the Vin¢a A could
not have been very intensive. With the disappearance of the Korés culture, a new
economy and settlement type forms, better adapted to the circumstances of the
Tisza region, was manifested by ALP occupation of the whole Hungarian Plain.
In this development, the main dynamic related to inner forces within the context
of an adaptational process. (As a result of this change a new form of animal hus-

¥ Raczky, 1988, 28, figs. 2-9.; Raczky, 1989, 234-235, fig. 7.
1 Raczky, 1983, 187-190; Raczky, 1988, 27-29; Raczky, 1989, 234-235.
2 Kalicz, 1978-79, 13-46; Makkay, 1978, 9-60; Paviik, 1980, 7-90.

U Lazarovici, 1979a, 29-31; Lazarovici, 1983, 135-141; Lazarovici, 1984, 70-71;
Lazarovici-Németi, 1983, 26, 37.

zzSumaty of the opinions: Kalicz, 1985, 22-23; Makkay, 1987, 15-24; Makkay, 1990, 113-122;
Chapman, 1981, 33-38.

B Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 94; Lazarovici, 1976, 211; Lazarovici, 1979, 142; Szénészky, 1983,
244-246; Trogmaver, 1982, 279-283; Makkay, 1982, 30-31 and notes 36-37.

2 Lazarovici, 1983, 135-141 and fig. 1: 1-4, fig. 2: 1-17.

3 Korek, 1957, 15, 24, pl. 1: 2.
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bandry with the leading elements of cattle and pig emerged in this territory).%
That is, the direct effect of the Vinéa culture cannot be observed on the
developed economic strategy of the ALP.

Contrary to the previous period, the intensification of Vinéa contacts may
be observed during the later phase of the ALP, together with the appearance of
the Biikk, Szilmeg, Esztér, and Szakalh4t cultural groups.?” This change can be
demonstrated by the quantitative growth of prestige import goods. The most il-
lustrative example, however, is the Southern spread of Biikk and Szakélhét pot-
tery.? One of the most important manifestations of cultural interrelationships
is the mixed material culture of the Bukovat group, which according to G.
Lazarovici’s research, occupied the territory between the Maros and the Temes
rivers.® In this group the decorative elements of the ALP-Szakélhét pottery can
be found together with omamental styles from the Vin¢a. All these cohere in a
new cultural synthesis approximately from the beginning of Vin¢a B1, according
to the majority of specialist. The proofs of Szak4lhét-Tisza—Vinéa contacts were
not long ago recognized at the sites of Battonya-Pardzs tanya, Battonya-
Vidapart and Battonya-G6dr6sok with data indicating contemporaneity with
Vin¢a B1 and the very beginning of B2.%

Further important evidence about the contacts extending into deeper
spheres are the sacrificial pits from the Hungarian Plain in which traces of Vin¢a
cultural phenomena may be detected. At the site of Tiszaug-Vasitéllomés, the
neck fragment from a big face-pot together with the characteristic engraved M
motive of the Szakélhat group (Fig. 1: 1) was found in a small cylindrical pit.}
The rest of the pot was missing, so it seems that the face was intentionally "buried’
in the pit. The same assemblage contained a small bowl with incised ornament
(Fig. 1: 2). This ornament in itself is alien to the Szak4lhét group, which is also
underlined by another special feature: there is, for example, a group of incised
symbols on its base.’ It is a well-known fact that similar symbols can be found
in the Vin¢a-Tordos period in the Balkans, although they rarely occur on the
Hungarian Plain.?® This fact means that an alien cultural element, a bowl with
incised marks on the base, appears in the Szak4lhét cultural context as part of a
sacred practise. It is a strikingly fresh contextual element in Szak4lh4t-Vinca cul-
tural relationships. Pottery fragments from the Vin¢a culture were found in

2 Bokanyi, 1969, 226-227; Bdkdnyi, 1975, 4-9; Bokdnyi, 1984, 28-32. etc.
06101 7 Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 15-17; Kosse, 1979, 134-135; Makkay, 1982, 31 and note 37, 42-60,

2 Kalicz, 1971, 105-155; Lichardus, 1974, 101-108; Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 45, 101-104,
84-85, 106-110; Lazarovici, 1979, 165; Lazarovici, 1983, 158; Sherratt, 1982a, 307.

P Lazarovici, 1976, 212-213; Lazarovici, 1979, 143-155; Lazarovici, 1983, 141-158.

X Szénsszky, 1977, 216-220; Szénkszky, 1978, 3-12; Szénsszky, 1979, 67-77; Szénsiszky, 1988,
5-29; Goldman, 1978, 13-60; Goldman, 1984, passim.

3! Raczky, 1982, 223-230, fig. 3: 1.

3 Raczky, 1982, fig. 3: 2-3. )

33 Makkay, 1969, 9-49; Makkay, 1990a, 20-81; Renfrew, 1976, 192-195; Winn, 1981, 11—40.
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another early Szak4lhét assemblage from the same site, where the ALP decora-
tive traditions are still characteristic. Both the material and the decoration of
these import goods fundamentally differ from the local ALP-Szakélh4t wares.3
On these fragments dots or stabs can be seen between incised double lines. The
most probable dating of the Tiszaug phenomena seems to be the very beginning
of Vin¢a B1.%

Another sacrificial pit has recently been unearthed in Tiszaigar-
Homokbénya; a hearth and traces of burning were found on the bottom of the
pit, emphasizing its special function. The fragment of an Eszt4r type face-pot was
found in it (Fig. 2: 1), displaying the vaulted decoration of the relevant face-pots
from the Tiszadob-Biikk group,* or rather its black-on-red painted varicty. The
nearest parallels from Esztir assemblages were published from the site of
Beretty6szentmérton-Morotva® and this new painting technic (painting before
firing) in the younger ALP contexts of the Beretty6 region has had the closest
connection with the wares of the Lumea-Nou4 complex in Transylvania.’

An astonishing find beside the face-pot in Tiszaigar was the 15x 13 cm clay
tablet (Fig. 2: 2). Geometric motifs in three parallel outlined vertical fields were
incised on it. The main ornament was completed by 3 single and 2 double engray-
ings outside the field frames. The first approach would suppose a highly stylized
human figure, which is best seen in the pentagonal face in the upper part of the
central vertical field and the hexagonal body under it. Other interpretations may,
of course, also arise, however the symbolic representations of standing (dancing
?) human figures have become very common in the local Late Neolithic and these
have always connected with special objects of the Tisza-Herpaly—Csoszhalom
cultural entities.¥®

The Tiszaigar clay tablet, nevertheless, remains unique in the Middle
Neolithic of the Hungarian Plain. The only phenomenon which may be related
to it is, perhaps, a small decorated clay disc from Battonya—-Vidpart, from an
early Szakilhét milieu.® The assemblage associated with the Tiszaigar find in-
cludes pottery fragments from the younger ALP, Esztir and early Szakélhat
periods. Accordingly, it can be related, with great certainty, to the end of Vin¢a
A or the beginning of Vin¢a B1.

The Tiszaigar clay tablet certainly belongs to the complex problem-circle
of Tordos~Tartaria which has recently been treated in detail by J. Makkay,* S

34 Raczky, 1982, fig. 5: 9-10.

35 Raczky, 1982, 226.

% Kalicz-Makkay, 1972a, 13-15; Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 61-64; Makkay, 1991, 321.

3 Mathe, 1979, pl. 1, fig. 1, fig. 3 (the latter is turned upside down).

38 Kalicz-Makkay, 1977, 52, 105-106; Comsa, 1974, 7-8; Paul 1981, 206; Lazarovici, 1991,
100-114; The best parallel for the Hungarian face-pots is from the site of Piscolt: Lazarovici-Németi,
1983, pL XXI: 1. ,

¥ ¢, g.in: Raczky (ed) 1987, Szegvér figs. 4, 22-24, Ocsdd figs. 19-20.

© Szénsszky, 1979, 75, fig. 2; some critical remarks: Makkay, 1990a, 73.

4! Makkay, 1969, 9-49; Makkay, 197475, 13-31; Makkay, 1990a, 28, 40-81.
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M. M. Winn,” E. Masson,* H. Todorova,* B. Nikolov* and M. Gimbutas* so
there is no need to discuss it here. It must, however, be emphasized that the
phenomena observed in Tiszaug and in Tiszaigar are highly similar. The Vin¢a
type elements appear in both sites within the sphere of sacred belief. It means
that during this period the cultural contacts between the Hungarian Plain and
the Balkans became stronger, also excercising influence on the ideological’
sphere. A good example of the reciprocal effect is provided by the Szakalh4t type
face-pot in the Bukovat group*’ and from Vin¢a itself.® Behind the standardized
anthropomorphic representations lies a similarity of transcendent ideas, i. €. a
relationship on the ideological background may be hypothesized. All these pro-
vide perhaps strong enough evidence to demonstrate the closer connection be-
tween the Tisza region and the territory of Banat-Transylvania beginning from
the end of Vinca A and developing through Vin¢a B1.

A dynamic settlement concentration started at the end of the Vin¢a Bl
period on the territory of the Szak4lhét group, especially in the Southern part
of the Plain.® This process of nucleation consequently appears on a certain level
of the Neolithic development throughout Europe too.%® Accordingly this re-or-
ganization, also touching economic and social spheres, resulted from a local
development on the Plain in just the same way as elsewhere. The emergence of
the tell settlements South of the Kéros rivers and the beginning of the Tisza cul-
ture has been considered the result of extended Southern influence from the end
of Vin¢a B1 and the beginning of Vin¢a B2.5! Earlier views, according to which
settlement nucleation and tell settlements were the manifestations of a single
event, inhibited research for a long time.52 The best argument against this view
is the existence of the great Tisza settlements North of the Koros rivers, which
are not tell-like settlements and attest to the phenomena of a different type of
settlement nucleation.* The early diffusion of the Tisza and Herpély culture tells
and their geographical distribution, suggest essential cultural links with the
relevant settlements in Transylvania and the Banat.* It is further underlined on

“2 Winn, 1981, 19-184,

3 Masson, 1984, 89-123.

“ Todorova, 1986, 207-212.

4 Nikolov, 1986, 166-184.

“ Gimbutas, 1991, 308-321.

7 Lazarovici, 1983, fig. 8: 17, fig. 15: 3,7, 9.

“ Vasié, 1932-1936, (1936) pls. 108-109 and on page 32, fig. 69; Kalicz, 1971, 150-153;
Kalicz-Makkay, 1972a, 9-13.

9 Makkay, 1982, 123-127; Makkay, 1991, 319-323; Sherratt, 1982, 17-20; Kalicz, 1986,
127-132; Raczky, 1987, 69.

% Starling, 1985, 41-57.

51 Kalicz-Raczky, 1987, 21, 25-27.

52 Makkay, 1982, 104-163.

53 Kalicz, 1986, 127-131; Kalicz-Riczky, 1987, 15-19; Raczky, 1987, 69-70; Makkay, 1991, 322.

% Kalicz, 1985, 128-130; Raczky, 1987, 70; Makkay, 1991, 322.



The Neolithic of the Great Hungarian Plain and the Vinda Complex 153

the Plain by the great wattle-and-daub houses with raised floors, with split trunk
reinforcing constructions and sometimes having a foundation trench structure 3
It seems probable that the tell settlement type associated with a settled way of
life came to the Hungarian Plain from the above mentioned direction. The cul-
tural changes in the Tisza region must have felt the Northern diffusion of the
developed intensive production economy of the Balkans. The changes appearing
in consequence of these effects were soon accepted as indicated in several studies
by A. Sherratt,* R. Tringham,” T. Kaiser — B. Voytek,*® B. Brukner® and J.
Chapman.® Thus at the turn of Vin¢a B1 and B2 a new economic form appears
on the Plain which indicates the beginning of the Late Neolithic in the Tisza
region.® This northwards extension of the tell-economy was greatly influenced
by the neighbouring Southeastern cultural area, namely the Vinéa culture. It rep-
resents an even more intensive phase of cultural contacts. At the same time, the
network of these contacts also spread, e. g. the relationship between Transyl-
vania-Banat and the Plain became more significant.

The material results of the Tisza and the Vin&a exchange networks and the
very strong connections of the two cultural entities have been described by
several authors. The best example seems to be the Cs6ka (Coka)-Kremenyék
settlement, where something like a symbiosis of the two cultural constituents may
be observed.* The other import goods only enrich the picture, compared to this
site. Thus it was no wonder that pottery fragments with channelling (Fig. 3: 1-4,
Fig. 4: 2-3), pattern-burnishing (Fig. 3: 5) solid pedestals (Fig. 5: 3, 5-7), red slip
(Fig. 5: 1,2, 4) and characteristic incised decoration (Fig. 4: 1), all certainly Vin¢a
import wares, have been found in H6dmez6vésarhely-Kokénydomb,* Bat-
tonya-Godrosok® and lately, in Ocséd-Kovéashalom.$” There are also some new
examples for the special pottery signs of Vinéa type in the Tisza culture (Fig. 3:
6-7).

The application of bitumen for the decoration of Tisza pottery presents the
clearest proof of the exchange contacts with Transylvania.®® Accumulation of

35 Kalicz-Raczky, 1987, 18-19; Horvéth, 1989, 88-90.

% Sherratt, 1983, 190-194.

57 Tringham, 1984, 16-18.

% Kalser-Voytek, 1983, 324-353.

® Brukner, 1986-87, 33—42.

% Chapman, 1989, 33-58.

¢! Kalicz-Riczky, 1987, 25-27.

€ Sherratt, 1982, 19-23; Raczky, 1986, 106; Kalicz, 1989, 105-106.

 Kalicz, 1970, 14-18; Kalicz, 1971, 153-156; Kalicz, 1989, 104~106; Chapman, 1981, 106~108.
 Banner, 1960, 1-56; Bognér-Kutzisn, 1966, 263-265.

% Banner, 1930, pl. XV: 7)

% Széndszky, 1978, figs. 1-5.

7 Raczky, 1986, fig. 6: 2, fig. 10 14, 15, 18, 20; Raczky, et al. 1985, pl. 25: 7-8; Raczky, 1987,

% Raczky, 1986, 104; Kalicz-Raczky, 1987, 22.
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prestige raw materials (Spondylus and copper) has been observed in the latest
excavations on the Late Neolithic sites of the Tisza region.® An obvious trace of
active contacts is the large amount of lithic raw material from distant sources.™

The finds suggest that the complex rites, connected to domestic shrines,
were established as the result of Balkan influence, especially in the Tisza culture.
Parallel phenomena at Vészto, Gorzsa and Parta should be considered.” Earlier,
J. Makkay pointed out similar connections concerning the male figures seated
on thrones, however his argumentation has had some problematic points.? An
increasing number of analogues to the bucrania of the Vin¢a culture, sum-
marized by J. Chapman,™ have been found on the Plain (Gorzsa, Herpély).™
Similarly, the altar or shrine depiction from Ocs6d decorated with double animal
heads, hints at Balkan origins.”

The above data show that contacts between the Neolithic cultures of the
Hungarian Plain and the Vinca culture were fully developed in the period be-
tween Vin¢a B2 and Vin¢a D1, when the development of the two cultural ter-
ritories was most strongly related. Later, with the disappearance of the tell set-
tlements in the Tisza region, the intensity of the contacts decreased.”

HEOJINT BEJIMKE MABAPCKE PABHHUIIE H BHHYAHCKH KOMIUIEKC
(HoBu apxeonomxu foKald O HHXOBHM Be3aMa)

Peaume

3axsamyjyhi cBojuM reorpacdCKO-KIMMATCKHM KapaKTCpPHCTHKaMa, BEJIHKa Mahapcka
PaBHHMIA yBeK je OMna TecHO moBe3aHa ca MPaHMCTOPHjCKHM palsojeM jyroucrouse Espoue.
Ose cy Beae Gune noceGHO H3paXeHEe TOKOM HCOMMTA, Kafia MHOIE KyJTYpHE NOjaBc y OBOj
obnacTu Hoce jacHa obeniexja jyXi-a9xor nopexna.

Jom noveTKOM OBOT' BeKa MHOHWUPCKH pazioBy Cy CKpCHY.TH NaXHy Ha KIbYTHH 3Hava)
BHHMAHCKE KYJATYpe 33 HCONMMT Mabapcke paBHHIIC. =10 Pano je OTKpHBEHa H NOBEIAHOCT HaMely
Matepujana Kdrds Kymrype W Matephjana HaheHor Ha Hanawurry Crapueso.!! Ynopeno ¢
OBMM pe3yNTaTHMa NojaBHo ce npobieM HWHTepnpeTanHje BHHYAHCKHX OONHKa Yy 3aTBOPEHHM
HanasuMa mpenMera Kords xym'ype.’z’" OO je nHTale KacCHHjC AOBCACHO Y, ey a
npoGneMoM rpyne Szatmir, Koja ce pacnpocTupana y obnacTi ropiser Toxa Thce.! 16 Hcnoc-
TaBMNO ce Aa je rpyna Szatmér I 6muna noseszaHa ca TPaHCHIBaHCKOM KyaTypoM Kords—Cris,

# Kalicz, 1989, 106.

™ Kaczanowska, 1985, 124-150; Bir6,1988, 271-272; Lech, 1991, 566-569.

n Hegedils-Makkay, 1987, 92-103; Horvi4th, 1987, 44; Lazarovici, 1985, 7-71; Lazarovici,
1986, 12-22; Lazarovici, 1989, 149-174.

™ Makkay, 1964, 3-64; Makkay, 1978, 164-183.

B Chapman, 1981, fig. 93.

™ Horvith, 1987, 45; Kalicz-Raczky, 1984, 135; Kalicz—Raczky, 1987, 121.

7 Raczky, 1986, 104-105, fig. 7: 2; Raczky, 1987, fig. 28.

™ Bognir-Kutzin, 1972, 183-186; Makkay, 1982, 158-159; Kalicz-Raczky, 1984, 133;
Kalicz-Raczky, 1987, 26-27.
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ImITO HAPOSHTO BaXH 3a Hanase u3 Méhteleka. C apyre crtpane, rpyna Szatmér II 3ampaso
NpeACTaRa HajpanKjy ady MHeaptie AlfSld xepaMHKe, Kojy KADAKTCPHINY HIOMH TPOYTIac-
TOr JHMIA, NIOHIH C IPTEXOM JIMIIA Ca JYTHOM NCKOpAlHjoOM, KOlITaHe KaummMke Tna Bumva
A H, npe cBera, ACKOpalMja ypeiHBameM H canxamen.!! Hera BpCTa ZeKopanmmje MOXe ce
HahH Ha HeKoNMKO Hanasumra Kords xyatype Ha jyry Mahapcke pasumuc, Koja Cy paHHje
OpPUITHCHBAHA NPOTO-BMHYAHCKOM NepHOAy (Ha MpHUMep -Kirit6).'" VYnpaso y ToM nepHoxy
Ce MOXE YCTAHOBHTH Be3a HiMehy rpyne Szatmir M paHor BHHYaHCKOr KOMiliexca. Byayhu
Ba ce xyaTypa Szatmir II, Tj. HajpaHMja nuHeapHa xepaMuka Ancbona, BpEMECHCKH noKananana
ca Ciumesti-Piscolt-Buiwa A, Hanau K51ds xoMmiexca y jyxHnun obnactima Ancdoun, paHnje
NO3HATH NOJ HaIMBOM NMpoTO-BHHYA, MOry ce CMaTpaTH CaBpCMCHMM Y ORHOCY Ha Bunyy A.
Tlpernocraska 0 ACTHMHYHOM mpexaanaiy Kords xyartype, imueapie Alfold xepamuxe u
Bunue A y Ilotucjy oarosapa cHTyammju y Baua'ryz'.

3a pauKy oA NPETXORHOr NEPHONA, jadal-c KOHTaKaTa ca BHHYOM BHIUBMBO je Y Kac-
HHjoj bam Jpucapiie Alf6ld xepamuxe, Kao W nojaBa KynTypHHX rypna Bilkk, Szilmeg, Esztér
u Szakilh4t™. 3Hadajla cBENROYAHCTBA O RyGULHM ROAMpHMA MPCACTAB/LAjy XPTBCHE jaMe ca
Mahapcke paBHMIE, Koje NOKalyjy Tparose BHHYAHCKMX KyaTypHEx mnojasa (Tiszaug-
Vasutéllomés u Tiszaigar-Homokbénya, C. 1-2).

PacopocTpalbeHOCT fienioBa KOjH mpumanajy notuckoj u Herpély xyntypn U muxos
reorpackH pacnopel HaBOAC Ha 3aK/by4ak O CYWITHHCKMM KyJATYpHMM Be3aMa ca
oarosapajyhuM HacemuMa y TpancunBanuju u BanaTy. Marepujamie nocnemume paiMecHe
HaMely NOTHCKE M BMHYAHCKE KYJAType M CHaXHe Bede HiMely HHX OMHCHBANO je BMIIE
ayropa”. Hosu Hanam numoprosatc Bunuancke xepamuxe i3 Ocssd-Kovishaloma oboratinu
Cy Hama gocamamisa casiawha (Cn. 3-5). HameneHu mopai noxasyjy na Ccy AOAMpH HaMely
HEOJIMTCKHX KyJITypa MahapcKe paBHHMIC H BHHYAHCKE KyJType GWIH y myHOj MepH pasBHjeHM
y nepuonry uaMely Bunve B2 u Bunve J12, xax je pa3soj aBejy KyATypHHX oGnacTH JOCTHrao
Hajachn CTynak NOBE3AHOCTH. Kachnje, ¢ HecraHkoM Tesiora y IToTHcjy, HHTEHIHTET KOHTaKaTa
je onamao™.
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Pi. 1 Tiszaug-Vasutdllomds, sacrificial pit. Face-pot: 1; bowl with incised decoration: 2.
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Pl 2 Tiszaigar-Homokbdnya, sacrificial pit. Fragment of a face-pot: 1; clay tablet with

incised ornament: 2,
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PL 3 Ocsdd-Kovdshalom, settlement of the Tisza culture. Imports of Vinéa type: 1-7.
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Pl 4 Ocsod-Kovdshalom, settlement of the Tisza culture. Imports of Vinéa type: 1-3.
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Pl 5 Ocsdd-Kovdshalom, settlement of the Tisza culture. Imports of Vinéa type: 1-7.
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