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EARLY COPPER AGE AND THE BEGINNING OF THE
MIDDLE COPPER AGE IN YUGOSLAVIA*

In order to sort out easily the particular chronological stages
of the early Eneolithic and the beginning of the middle Eneolithic
in Yugoslavia, as to lay down precisely the distribution area of
certain eneolithic gropus, we point to the followine: the early
Eneolithic and the beginning of the middle Eneolithic in Yugos-
lavia can be traced in the South Pannonia- and Danube area
(Tasi¢ 1982, 71—72; Brukner 1983, 16—26), Morava — North
Vardar — South Macedonia (Tasi¢ 1979, 87—114; Brukner 1985,
1—14; Tasi¢ 1990), Middle Balkan (Tasi¢ 1989), Pre-Alpine and
Alpine region (Dimitrijevi¢ 1979, 137—181; Budja 1983, 73—83)
and Adriatic coast (Tasié 1989; Govedarica 1990, 177—199). However
we should not accept these above mentioned regions as culturally
strictly isolated areas with autonomous developments and with
permanently defined borders (FIG. 1.). In the contrary, in certain
development phases the boundaries are changing and do even
surpass the certain geographical and cultural areas within Yugos-
lavia. The yugoslavien territory is specially interesting because
one can trace the boundaries between the Middle European,
Balkan and West Mediterranean cultural complex.

The establishment of the chronological timespan and civiliza-
tion characteristics of the Eneolithic in Yugoslavia beginns in
the early Eneolithic. This is a period which only in the last few
years has received a clear chronological and cultural frame
(Brukner 1983, 25; Tasi¢ 1989a, 128—131).

* A similar paper was held on the International Congress “L'etat
del rame in Eurovpa”, Viareggio, Italy, 1987.
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Because this is a period in which the late Neolithic tradi-
tions continue and new tendencies begin which are connected
with the exploaration of copper, the question of terminological
interpretation is not agreed with. This makes the problem still
more difficult, because the earliest copper mining and the
fabrication of the earliest copper ware can be traced only
within the Vinda culture (Jovanovi¢ 1988, 69—79), exept in one
single case (Chernych 1978). As known, comprises the genesis
of the Vin¢a culture the middle and late phase of the Neolithic
and the beginning of the Eneolithic. Because of social and
economical interaction in the Vinéa settlements, several authors
put the Vinéa culture into the neolithic period (Garasanin 1979,
198). Other authors take the copper mining and smelting as
proof that the Vinda group at the end of their life-span belongs
to the early Eneolithic (Jovanovié¢ 1979, 29 34). Whereas for
the first group the deciding proof that the Vin¢a group belongs
to the Neolithic is agriculture (Benac 1964, 160) the other
authors believe that at the end of the Vin¢a culture the process
of eneolithisation has begun and that the Vinéa group in its
endphase belong to the early Eneolithic (Brukner 1977, 12).

Transition Period from the Late Neolithic to the Early
Eneolithic/Early Eneolithic

The earliest beginnings of the older Eneolithic (begin of
eneolithisation) can be observed in the eastern parts of the
Central Balkan region (East Serbia) within the Vinéa group. On
the locality of Rudna Glava the earliest beginning of copper
exploration has been discovered. This site should be dated into
the Vin¢a-B2-C or Vinéa-Plo¢nik I—IIa phase (Jovanovi¢ 1980, 159,
163). This time actually belong to the transition period from for
coi)per mining from Yarmovac in West-Serbia most probably
belong also to the early eneolithic mining (Jovanovié 1976, 155).
One can consider the copper mine at Rudna Glava as the
chronologically oldest of its kind in Europe and may be in the
world (Sﬁle'pherd 1980, 1987). Comparing the finds at Rudna Glava
and the finds from the copper mine near Stara Zagora in South
Bulgaria (Ai Bunar) which gelong to the Gumelnita-Karanovo VI
cultural horizon (Cernych 1978, 124) or late Eneolithic (Sheperd
1980, 189) with the rich gold and copper finds from Varna
cemetary (Ivanov 1978) we come to this very important conclusion.
In South-east Europe we can trace the establishments of autoch-
tonous mining centres and first communities with almost pro-
tourban social hierarchy from the end of the 5th to the 4th
millennium. As mentioned above the earliest copper exploitation
and smelting appears in the Vinéa group at the beginning of the
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Vin¢a-Plo¢nik phase. At the very beginning of the copper age
the Vin¢a group includes South-Panonia-Danubian region, Morava
valley including Kosovo region and part of the Central Balkan/
/north-east of Bosnia (Gara3anin 1984, 58).

During the time of the Vin¢a C-D1 phase, which strictly
speaking covers the time from the end of the Neolithic to the
end of the early Eneolithic, we can follow a trend of general
prosperity in the settlements (Chapman 1981, 137; Srejovié 1984,
51—52.

The Yugoslav investigaters of the Vinda culture group M.
Vasi¢ (Vasi¢ 1932, 1936), M. Garasanin (Garasanin 1979), B. Jo-
vanovi¢ (Jovanovi¢ 1982), D. Srejovié¢ (Srejovié 1963), N. Tasié
(Tasi¢ 1989), and others (Chapman 1981; Tringham-Krsti¢;
McPherron-Srejovi¢ 1988) confirm that within the Vin¢a culture
settlements were mostly built on multi-stratified, so-called Tell
mounds and that they were also constructed mono-stratified
and in hilly regions on top of hills. To explore housing and
housemodels of the Vin¢a group it is important to find out
the causes for expansion of a village. The excavation at the
site of Vinta near Belgrade shows that the artefacts of the
settlement had been distributed over an area of ca. 6 ha. (Chapman
1981, 45). On the Gomolava by the river Sava the finds were
dispersed on over 5000 square meters (Brukner 1988, 20). This
site has for us a special meaning, because the whole area of
the preserved settlement up to the periphery has been explored.
The Vinéa cultural settlement in Opovo covers approximately ca.
5 ha. (Tringham-Brukner-Voytek 1985, 425). The area of settlement
of the villages near ObreZ an Jakovo consists of between 1 and
4 ha. (Brukner 1987, 34). It has proved that in the late Neolithic
and in the early Eneolithic people tried to achieve a rational use
of the places on which houses were built and the harmonius
conformity of the living place with other necessities. Most datas
about living places and institutions are obtained from the
villages of the Vin¢a culture of the Pannonian-Danubian and
Morava area (RuZié-Pavlovié 1988, 48—124).

There is a clear difference between the types of houses of
the late Neolithic and the early Eneolithic which shows that
there are close connections between social circumstances and
buildings. On Gomolava during the late Vin¢a B2-Vin¢a C phase
the houses were long and wide, ranging from 4-8 X 10—16 meters
(BRUKNER 1988, 23). In Banjica near Belgrade the houses were
8X5 — 5X16 meters (Todorovié-Cermanovié, 1961, 14, 76). The
dimensions of these houses and the distribution of the rooms
show that these villages were very likely settled by agriculturalists
in which large families were predominant.

9*
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The changes in the planing of villages in the early Eneolithic
are best to be observed in the Vin¢a group. The houses on
Gomolava are during the early Eneolithic generally narrower
and shorter than in the previous period. Their sizes lie by
cca. 4,3—5,2X7,5—8,3 meters (Brukner 1988, 25). Generally there
are three rooms which are very functional for living conditions
in the new clan organization scheme. Only small families live
now in the houses. The results of Todorovi¢ are very similar
to these on Gomolava. In Banjica he has laid open al almost
perfect preserved house of 5% 11 meters (Todorovié, 1977, 14).
In Kormadin there are two houses of 4,70%6,70 meters (Jova-
novié¢-Glisi¢ 1960, 113, 142). Other examples are the houses in
Vin¢a from the youngest building horizon. One house of 6x14
meters was found in the depth od 3,62 meters (Vasi¢ 1932,
13, Big. 15) and another one of almost 4Xx6,5 meters in the
depth of 1,55 meters (Vasié, 1932, 11, Fig. 7). In Opovo near
Pan¢evo a small and narrow house of 5,5x8 meters was found,
which belongs to the Vin¢a D1 phase (Tringham-Brukner-Voytek
1985, 430). There are numerous other examples which confirm
that within the settlements of the late Vinéa group small houses
were generally built. The rooms differ now also within the
village. These differences mark the beginning of a stratified
society.

About the interior of these houses we know very little and
therefore it is specially interesting to mention that a yougoslav/
/american team has, in summer 1987, found a piece of textil
made of flax on the floor of one of the houses of the Vinda
C phase in Opovo (FIG. 2.). Besides the ruins of that same
house a piece of painted wall was discovered. On the white
background there is a clear triangled red ornament (FIG. 3.).
Up to now such findings are very rare in the Vinca culture
(Garasanin 1979, 158). The piece of textil should be the oldest in
South-Pannonia and the Central Balkan area (Hundt 1987).

Because movable objects in general are very well described and
published I shall just shortly mention the most important finds.
Special values are given to the copper objects. Especially
important is one object found in grave no. 12 on Gomolava,
which possibly can be put into the Vin¢a D2 phase (Brukner
1988, Abb. 4, 27). It is this a copper bracelet, which helps greatly
to date the whole necropole into the early Eneolithic. Copper
beads were found in early Eneolithic building horizons in Vinéa,
Divostin, Gomolava. Copper implements were discovered in Gornja
Tuzla and near Stapari, as well as on Gomolava (Jovanovi¢ 1979,
33—34; Brukner 1977, Fig. I, no. 1—5). All these objects and
other indications belong into the Vin¢a C-D phase and they
cover the time from the early Eneolithic to the first half of the
middle Eneolithic. As important proof of the fact that the
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Vinéa culture belongs into the early Eneolithic are probably
the four hoards with copper tools from Plo¢nik in Serbia
(Jovanovié 1979, 34).

What separates the Vinéa culture from other cultures of the
same ‘time, is the fact that a great number of anthropomorphical
and zoomorphical statuettes are found. In the early Eneolithic
the quality of workmanship, as well as the quantity of statuettes
drop drastically. Stylistically these figures are schematized, that
means they are flat shaped with a so-called bird face (Gara$anin
1979, 177—180). One could say that the Vin¢a group is the only
one in the early Eneolithic in Yugoslavia in which prehistoric
people use figurines to solve abstract questions in their interac-
tion with the environment. In the pottery industry are dominant
the various rough and finely polished black or grey vessels which
are usually provided with canelled ornaments. In the early
Eneolithic less and less tools of stone and flint are used (Ga-
rasanin 1979, 175). All this shows us that in the early Eneolithic
the general decline of the Vin¢a group has began.

In other parts of Yugoslavia are the neolitic traditions still
very strong while in the South-Pannonia-Danube area and the
Morava valley early eneolithic conditions already prevail (FIG. 1.).
This paper is specially concentrated on eneolithic cultures, there-
fore I shall only briefly mention some neolithic cultures. In the
western part of the South-Pannonian-Danube region the Sopot
group (Sopot III phase) is lasting during the late Neolithic. One
gets the impression that the Sopot group, according to their
civilization characteristics stands on a lower cultural development
phase than the Vinéa group. Perhaps one reason for this fact are
the ecological, geographical circumstances. Not only one example
shows that in the Sopot II and III phase small tell settlements
were built, mostly in swamps or partly flooded areas (Dimitrijevi¢
1979, 270). This lower level of cultural development can be
observed in the typology of the pottery. Copper ware was not
found and antropomorhical figurines are very seldom (Dimitrije-
vié 1979, 273—297). However in the hungarian part of the
Pannonian plain copper objects were found in the Tisza-Herpaly-
Cs6szhalom and Lengyel settlements (Kalicz 1970, 51; Kalicz-
-Raczky 1987, 20—21). Despite these several findings of copper
objects, the Tisza-Herpaly-Cs6szhalom and Lengyel groups stay
in their structures neolithic (Kutzidn-Bognar 1963, 506—508). For
the Alpine region we have no information about the eneolithisa-
tion process and for the beginning of the Early Eneolithic. In
the Pre-Alpine region (north-west part of Croatia) one can only
draw parallels chronologically between the Brezovljani variant
of the Sopot cultural group (Sopot II/III) and the very early
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Eneolithic in the Pannonia-Danube zone. In these regions the
neolithic traditions are very strong and long lasting (Dimitrijevi¢
1979a, 168).

In the middle part of the Central Balkan we can follow
the Butmir III phase in the transition period from the Neolithic
to the Eneolithic. The settlement pattern and the whole material
culture still belongs to the neolithic way of life. As an example
according to Benac, can be mentioned the developments of large
settlements in this area at the end of the Neolithic, such as Obre
IT which covered an area of 19 000 to 21 000 square meters (BENAC
1979, 413—423). Through the stylistical analysis of the anthropo-
morphical statuettes, we can make a conclusion that the terracots
have not been made under the influence of the Vin¢a group
(Benac 1979, 443). The typology of the pottery show close connec-
tion with the late neolithic cultures of the adriatic coast (Benac
1979, 452; Batovié¢ 1979, 621).

At the end of the Neolithic and on the beginning of the
Eneolithic the Hvar III phase endures on the Adriatic coast. One
can follow the territory ot this group along the adriatic coast.
In the last few years rather much research has been done about
this group, so that good information exists about the material
and cultural characteristics (Dimitrijevi¢ 1979, 574—633). The
fact that people lived in caves, subterranean, oval and rectangular
huts: Danilo, Lisi¢iéi, Smil¢ié¢i and Bribir (Batovi¢ 1979, 579—582)
gives proof that the neolithic populations on the dalmatic coast
lived on a more primitiv level than the people in the Pannonian-
Danube and Central Balkan.regions. The ornamented ware shows
the continuance of the neolithic traditions. The stone implement
industry and other movable materials complete the picture of
neolithic traditions of the Hvar III phase (Batovié, 1979, 574; 607).
The economical basis of this group depends less on farming and
more on cattle breeding and fishing on the coast and on the
islands and on hunting in the inland mountains (Batovi¢ 1979,
607—611).

Batovi¢ stresses the connections of the Hvar culture with the
italian late Neolithic. He proposes that the Hvar III phase
corresponds to the Diana phase in southern Itally, Ripoli III
phase (Atiggio di Fabriano I) in middle Italy and Rivoli Castelnovo
in northern Italy (Batovié¢ 1979, 630). We propose the general
synchronical relationship from the end of the Neolithic to the
end of the early Eneolithic: Vin¢éa C-D1 — and of Tisza-Herpaly-
Cs6szhalom — Sopot III — Lengyel (Zeng6varkony) — Butmir
III — Hvar III. The chronological sequences cover the time from
approximately 4900 to approximately 4600 CalBC according to C
14 dates from Gomolava (Waterbolk 1988, 120).
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EARLY COPPER AGE IN YUGOSLAVIA

il Hvar

W Sopot Iy
O Proto-Nakovan Phase (1)

Figure 1. Geographical distribution of Late Neolithic and Early Eneolithic
culture groups in Yugoslavia

Figure 2. Opovo. Piece of flax textile, older building horizon (Vinda—
—Platnik C-1 phase)
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Figure 3. Opovo. Piece of painted wall, older building horizon (Vinéa—
—Ploénik C-1 phase)

PAHH EHEOAHT H IIOYETAK CPEAIEI EHEOAHTA
Y JYTOCAABHJH

Pe3uMme

PaHH EHEOAHT M IOYETAK CPEAIEI E€HEOAHTAa HajjacHHje ce H3ABajajv
Y TOAYHAaBCKOM @POCTOpPY H VY jykHOj IlaHOHHMjH, Yy AOAHHHM Mopase
ceBepHo 0A Cxomma, jykHOj MakeaoHmjH, cpeAmwenm baakany (bocna H
XepLerosuHa), NPEA-AAIICKOM H aANCKOM IIPOCTOpY.

HajpaHHju mnoueuM CTapHjer eHEOAHTa (MOYeTaK eHEOAMTH3auuje)
opate Ce YV HCTOYHHM AeAoBHMa llentpaaHor bBaAkana, y OKBHpY BHH-
yaHCKe rpyme. 3HauajaH AOKa3 paHe €HEOAHTH3alMje jecTe DYAHHK Ga;ga
Ha Pyanoj lraBH KxojH ce AaTyje Ha mnpeaa3s H3 T3B. CTapHje y Maaby

BHHUYaHCKE KYATYpHe TIpyIe.

EHeoAMTH3aIMja Yy BHHYAHCKOj rpymu obyxBaTa, CTPOrO Y3€BIIH pPaHH
CHEOAHT M TIOYETAK ITIO3HOI EHEOAMTa, OAHOCHO Bunua II—A dase. Ba-
KapHH HaAa3y CY PEAaTHBHO YeCTH — YTAQBHOM C€ PaAH O HAKHTY.

IIpouec eHEOAHMTH3aLHje MOXKEMO Aa NPETNOCTaBHMO H Kl MO3HHM
aasaua notuicke H Xepnasy-YomxaroM rpynama HCTOYHE abapcke.

ebyTHM, Ha NMPOCTOPHMA 3aNaAHO OA BHHYAHCKe TpyIie, Y CONOTCKOj IpynH
H Aade Ha 3anaA Yy NPEA-aAIICKOM H 8ANCKOM IPOCTOPY, 33 CaAa, HeMaMo
TparoBe paHe da3ze eHeoamTnsamuje (BpesoBranu THm). Y Bochu (GyTmmp-
cka rpyna) H y AaAMauujn (XBapcka rpyna) 3a CaAa He MOCTOje NOAALM
O paHOj EHEOAMTH3AlIHjH, OAHOCHO O YynoTpe6u Gakpa Yy BpeMe BHHYaH-

CKO-IAOYHHYKe da3se. -
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OpHIrHHaAHU HAYYHH paA

Hukoaa TACHR
baakaHoAouks HHCTHTYT CAHY
Beorpaa

BE3E IIOAVYHABJbA H IIEJIATOHHJE YV EHEOJIHTCKOM
IHEPHOOY

HuTepecoBale 3a HCTPa)KHBamba KYJITYPHHX H XPOHOJOLIKHX
onHoca uameby crunosa, rpyna u kynatypa y Ilonynasmy, HcrouHoj
CpOuju U OHHMX Koje cy ce pasBujane Ha jyry, v Ilosapapjy, Ile-
naroHuju ma M jyKHuje cse mo Tecanmuje u erejcke obaie, Huje
HOBO Y apXeololIKoj juTeparypu. OHo je, 6ap Kana ce THYe paHHX
NPaHCTOPHjCKHX KYJITypa, MOTHBHCAHO JKElbOM 3a JOOHjame
yppwhux oclioHana y peliaBamy XPOHOJNOIIKHX npobieMma, jep ce
cMarpa Ha Cy NojauH Ha jyry curypHHju Beh camMoM YHHEHHLIOM
Aa je pey O OOMAacCTHMa Ca BHILUHM CTENEHOM KYJITYPHOHCTOPHjCKOT
pa3Boja. MebyTuM, KyJATYpHO jEOIHHCTBO OBHX, Mla YaK H VYXXHX
peruja HHje TOKOM HEOJIHTCKOr M E€HEOJHUTCKOr mepHoaa OHio yBek
TaKBO A2 OM mpy’)Kajyio noysnaHe MofaTKe y TOM mpaBlly. Y HEOJIHTy,
VY BpeMe CIIHKaHe KepaMHKe (CTapyeBauykor KOMIUIEKCA) TO jedHH-
CTBO omjiefano ce Ha uejoM noapydjy on IlogyHaBba no Hanasu-
wta v IloBapaapjy. Y BHHYaHCKOj KYJNTYpH jEAHHCTBO Ce NIpeKHIA
H rpaHHIla ce NMOBJlayH nmpeMma ceBepy no KocoBa u Jy>kHe Mopase.
Y eHeonuTy, Be3e NOHOBO OXKHB/haBajy Tako ja ce Behum nemnom
OBOT' fleDHOJa MOry VTBPIHTH TNPELH3HH PeIaTHBHO XPOHOJIOLLIKH
ogHOCH KynTypa of jykHux Kapnara Ha ceBepy mo Ilenaronuje Ha
jyry u mame cBe Oo erejcke MakenoHuje, jy>kHe Tpakuje u Teca-
nmuie. KpajeM eneonMTa Bese ce NMOHOBO Tame, Aa OM ce ca KOCTO-
JaYKOM M BYYEJOJICKOM Kyiarypom y IloayHaBiby HOTIVHO INpEKH-
Hyne. IIpBH, He Gaul Tako KpaTKOTpajaH MEPHOA Y E€HEOIMTY, V
KOMEe CY MmocTojalid OMHMCKH OXHOCH Hu3Meby KyiTypa ceBepa H
jyra, OMO je HApOYHTO y HOBHje BpeMe NpPEAMET HHTEPEcOBaiba Be-
her Opoja ucTpakHBaua noHeka; H ca Pa3NUYHTHX MOJIA3HHX MO-
sunuja. Mu hemMo Hx oBle caMO NOMEHYTH M MPOKOMEHTAapHCATH
Kako GucMo no6uiau MorvhHoOCT 1uHper yBuaa y nojase koje Kapak-
TEPHILY jeHO HM3Pa3HTO JHHAMHYHO Bpe€Me Y MPaUCTOPHjCKOM Iie-
PHOIY Y KOME Ce ONBHjajy IUIHPM TIOKpPeTH IUIEMEHa U Hapoaa, IMo-
Mepamwe KYITypa, Talllehe CTapHX LIeHTapa M CTBapalke HOBHX.
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IojaBa 138. lllnyp (Schnur) xepammuke Ha npocropy on Ilo-
AyHaBba no Ilenaronuje H name N0 cpenmwe I'puxke je npsBH 3Haya-
jan enemeHar kojuM ce GaBHO Behm Opoj HcTpakuBauya, IOYEB OJ
B. Munojuuha, P. Romana, M. l'apamanmna npeko E. Hanschmann,
B. JoBanosuha no ayropa oBor pana.! Ha Hanasumrruma y Ilena-
rouuju u I'pukoj, kako je To Beh KOHcTaroBaHO, OBa moOjaBa je
HECYMIHbHBO CTPaHH eJIEMEHAT a Bedyje ce 3a IpoJop CTENCKHX ILIe-
MEHa Yy TPpBOj MOJIOBHHM eHeonuTcKor nepuwopga. Ha Hamasminruma

Ienaronuju oHa je v jenHoj cBojoj BapujantH (Hajuemhe Win-
ckelschnur Texsuke) mosnata us Illymmesua u ILlpHoGykuja? YV
Tecanuju U erejckoj MakenoHHjH OHa ce NMOMHIe Ca HaJla3HILTa
Argisa Magula, Pavkakia, Kozani, Dikili Tasch u apyrux, u xako
je 1o yrepauna E. Hanschmann, Mory ce u3mBOjUTH iBa XOPH3OHTA:
CTapHjU M3 BpeMeHa paHor Tecanckor Gpousanor noba (FTh I) u
minabu koju npunana kpajy osor mepuoga (FTh IIT).3 ITocebHo cy
3HayajHH OHM NOOpo cTpaTudHUHpPaHH MonauHd paHe d¢a3de H3 Ar-
gissa-Magule, Dikili Tasch-a, Kanalli Koprii (tTypcku neo Tpakwuje)
Kao M Haja3u oBe Kepamuke H3 IllyrupeBna KOjU ce BpPEMEHCKH
craBpajy oko 2 500/2400 ronuHe, nok Ou miabu Hamasu oprosa-
panu BpeMeHy oko 2 100 roguHe mpe H.e.t

IIponop Schnur xepaMuke npema jyry 3aXBaTHO je jeIHHM
JejoM M Haiua Hanaspmra y Cpobuju. IlosHara mocynma u3 Kosu-
noBa y Hcrounoj CpOuju mpunana Hewro Miaabem xopusoHty (Coto-
feni) xao mTo je TO ciyyaj M ca ¢pparMeHTHMA YKpallEeHMM OBHM
opHameHToM H3 3norcke nehwxe wm Kpusesa® V Byrapckoj Ha
Hanasumty E3epo oBa kepamuka je Habena y Behem Opojy u
nobpo je crparurpadpcku oapebena (Esepo VII—VI).®

Hpyru mopgarak, KOjH Ce Yy NHTepaTypH Takobe 4yecTo HaBOAH,
ONHOCH ce Ha jemaH cneuHdHYaH NPEOMET Ol NEYeHEe 3eMIbe HITH
3naTta KOju ce nomume Kao JjeHrep (Ancker). Ha mHXxOBy mnojaBy
Ha umpeM npocropy on Kapnara no Ereja ykasuBao je Behu Gpoj

t V. Milojei¢, Zur Frage der Schnurkeramik in der Griechenland,
Germania 33, 1955, 151 i d.; P. Roman, Schnurferzierte Keramik SO-
Europas, Jahresschrift 58, Halle 1977, 157 i d.;, M. Gara3anin, ITonrcxu
u crencxu yruyaju y Oorbem IloOynasny u na Baaxany na np u3
neoaura y Meraano 0oba, T'aacHHK 3emasckor My3seja (ISBM y Aanrem)
XV—XVI, 1961, u. A; E. Hanschmann &) Der Friihe und Beginnende
mittlere Bronzezeit, Argissa-Magula 1II, H 1976, 231 u A.; B. JoBano-
Buh vy: ITpaucropuja jy:ocaoeercxiux 3emanva, Tom III, Capajeso 1979,
414; H. Tacuh, Jywocaoeercko ITodyHasme 00 undoeeponcxe ceobe 00 npo-
oopa Cxura, Beorpaa 1983, 19 u A.

¢ M. lapamanua—A. Cumocka, Kourpoanu ucxonyearsa na llynaesey
u Hexoju npobaemu 00 pynara lllynaeeey—bBaxapno zymmo, Macedoniae
Acta Archaeologia 2, 1976, 14 u A.

3 E. H ann, Op. cit., 233.

s B Toomosnhite, Bykossh, O 00

s 'VXOB . oBHh, XPOHONOULKOM HOCY JaoOxaaurera
fgzuo;_ ‘6,xfou3anoz ooba y #ezaruncncoi Kpajuru, Crapunap XVII, 1967,

T 22; E3epo, panobpomsano ceautuue, (rpyna ayropa), Coduja 1979, 409,
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cTpyuymaka noyes of J. D. Evansa npeko B. Munojunha, D. Berciu-a
no jenmHe Behe crymmje nocBelieHe oBUM mpeaMeTHMa kKoOjy je ypa-
mio H. J. Weisshar.” Hanasu us Salcute, Govore-Sat, E3epa, 3atum
n3 3norcke nehinne, KpuBelba H ApYruX HalasHINTa IpHIAnajy
kpajy Salcuta, omnocHo Cotofeni kyiaTypH, Ha KOjH HayMH ce
yKJIanajy y HCTH XOPHM3OHT Kao H NOMEHYTH Hanasd Schnur ke-
pamMuke.®

Hajsan, Tpehu eneMeHT xoju je y nmuteparypu aocra KopuiuheH
a KOjH ce cMaTpa THIIHYHMM IIPHMEPOM CTeNCKe KYJITYpe jyXKHO
on JlyHaBa, npeacraBba NO3HAaTH OOJNMK KaMeHOr ckumrpa. Hbe-
rOoBO HECYMIBHBO CTENCKO IIOPEKJIO NOKA3aHO je IIyTEM aHAJIOTHja
ca Haja3suMa H3 jy>kHMX oOnactH Cosjerckor Case3a (Tepeknn
MexkTeb 61 Kacrjckor jesepa), saruM mu3 VYkpajune u Jomer
Nonynasmwa (Fedeleseni, Salcuta, Kacumue). Hamasu jyxHO of
AyHaBa mpmanajy yriaBHOM apealy HCTOYHODAJIKaHCKe rpadpuTH-
paHe KepaMHKe, 3allpaBO caMOM Kpajy oBHX Kyiartypa (KjymeBua—
—IMlymen-PexxeBo kxonm IlnoBauBa, lllynnesen y Ilenarommjm). V
obuMHOj nuTEepaTypu O OBOj BpcTH Hanasza (D. Berciu, M. Iapa-
manuH, B. JoaHoBuh, V. Dumitrescu, H. Tacuh u np.)* penarusxo
je nobpo oppebeHo Mecro ckumTapa Kako Y XPOHOJOIIKOM IO-
Mely TaKo ¥ Yy OKBHPY OMUTHX KpeTawma KyITypa Y APYroj Io-
NIOBHHH EHEOJIHTCKOI TIEPHOJA Ha MPOCTOPY Of, jY>KHOPYCKHMX CTeMna
o ceBepHe I'puke. Cxumrpu ce naryjy uameby 2300 u 2 100 (mo
D. Berciu)!® a moBe3yjy ce ca KpeTameM ,CTETCKHX NacTHpa’,
HH0EBPOTICKOI' CTAHOBHMILITBA.

OBo cy Omna TpH uecTo NOMHIbaHa NOAATKA Koja roBope Y
npunor Be3ama H3Meby Kkyarypa Jomwer IlogyHaB/ba M OHHX KOje
ce pa3BHjajy jykHO on JlyHaBa cBe HO erejcke obane. MebyTum,
3a TeMy OBOI' pajia MHOIO CY 3HAyajHHjH OHH Malbe Ppelnpe3eHTa-
THBHH NpMMEpH, aJii THIIHYHH, KOjH rOBOpE O YBPCTOM KYJITYPHOM
jemsHCTBY Ha mpocropy on OnreHuje po IlenaroHuje y eHeonMT-
ckoM nepuomy. Ipeba yKa3aTH Ha HEKe €JIeMEHTe MaTepHjaliHe
KYJITYpe KOjH Cy Ofi Ba’KHOCTH 32 pa3yMeBam-e OBe IpodjieMaTHKe:
Ha TMIIOBe Hace/ba, Ha OOJHK MOCyAa, MOKJoIaua, TeroBa M Iula-
ctuke. Jlakie, Ha OHe ejleMeHTe KOjH Cy X0 caaa Mano KopuiuheHH
opu oppebuBalkby KyJITYpHHX H XPOHONOLIKHX oxHoca u3meby By-

7 H. J. Weisshaar, Agdische Tonanker, Mitteilungen des DAI (Ath.
Abteilung) 95, Berlin 1980, 38 m IMT. AHWT.

8 N. Tasié, Der Jugoslawische Donauraum und Agda im Eneolithikum,
Archaeologia Iugoslavica XIX, Beograd 1978 (1979), 4 u A.

* O xaMeHMM CKMOTPHMA YIODEAH OCHOBHY AHMTepatypy: D. Berciu,
A Zoomorphic “Sceptre” Discovered in the PR Bul ar’z?a and its Cultural
and Chronological Position, Dacia VI, 1962, 397 i d. Fig. 1—3; M. lapa-
wanuH, ITpaucropuja na tay CP Cpbuje, BeorpaA 1973, 187 u A.; V. Dumi-
trescu, Un sceptru de piatrd in formd de ca;;( de cal descoperit in Iugo-
stavia, Studii si Cercetari de Istora Veche XIII, 1, 1962, H. ToaopoBa,
KameHo-mednara enoxa 6 bBawapuja, Codua 1986, 224 u A. Puc 118—119.
N. Tasié, Der jugoslawische Donauraum und Agda... 5 u A.

1 D. Berciu, A Zoomorphic »Sceptre«... 408—409.
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G6am-Salcuta kynrype y IloayHaBiby, HcTouHOj CpOuju M Ha Ko-
coBy ca jemHe H w0j cponHe bakapho-T'ymuo-lllyruieBen (win LipHo-
OykH) kyiarype y Ilenaronuju ca apyre crpade.l!

1. TMlopen nehunckux Hacema y OnreHuju u McrouwHoj CpOuju,
v ByOam-Salcuta kynTypH nojaBmbyje ce mMpBH INYT THI, YCIOBHO
peueHo yTBpbeHnx Haceba. D. Berciu momume na je Haceme Piskul
Komnisului kox Salcute Guno ,Bewrauku yrBpbeHo'.’? Enemenre
yTBpbHBalka Hajla3MMO M Ha HEKHM HaJla3UIITHMA Y HCTOYHO]j
Cpbuju. Ha npumep, nopen npupoaHo Ge3begHor mojoskaja Haia-
sumrra kopg KpuBeba Ha jeauMHO NpHIAa3HOj CTPaHH Hajla3HoO ce
cyxo3un.’ ByGan je Takobe Haja3ulITe KOje MO CBOjUM IIPHPOIHHM
OIMKaMa cnaja y yTBpbeHa Hace/ba: y MHTAamy jeé CTPM, NOMH-
HaHTaH, TEIIKO TNPHCTynayaH Ope)Xy/baK MNorofaH 3a oadpaHy H
ocMmarpama, Kako Hctuye M. lapamanuwn.!* OH je cimyaH nojo-
’kajy Haceiba ByOam-Salcuta-KpHBomonm KoMiuliekca Kao IUTO Cy
Oxon I'masa kox Coduje, KpuBonon kxoxm Bpaua, Ckoncko Kane
v Maxkenonuju. OBne 6u TpeGano nojaTH jolLI M ABa Hacelba Koja
uMajy oBakaB Kapakrep. To cy lagumme kop Jlmmwpana Ha Ko-
coBy 3a Kkoje J. I'mmmmh cmaTtpa na je 6uno yrBpbeHo poBoMm jouu
YV €HEeOJIMTCKOM BpeMeHy M Haj3an lllymreBen vy IlenaroHuju koju
npuMIaia HCTOM THIIY Hace/ba, Kao M MNOMEHyTa Hamasumura y Cp-
ouju, Byrapckoj u Pymynuju.'® Hapasho, v IlenaroHHjH, CXOmHO
TPaJHLHjH jOLI M3 HEOJNHTCKOr IepHoaa, mojaBmyjy ce ,Tell’ Ha-
cesba (TyMOe€) LITO je KapaKTEPHCTHKA jy>KHMX OOJIaCTH He CaMo
ByGam-Salcuta-KpuBonon kommiexca Beh ¢ 1mpe HeonHTa M eHeo-
nura Tpakuje u erejcke MakenoHuje.

2. YV kepaMHIH, OCeOHO KOX OOJHKA CyJOBa, INOCTOjH YHTAB
HH3 HCTHX WIH CIHMYHMX GOpPMH KOje ce YecTo MOojaB/byjy Ha Ha-
nasmutiMa y IlonyHaBby anu H vy MakenoHHjH, noceOHO Ha
MeJIarOHHjCKHM HacebuMma. OBle OHCMO, H3 [JOCTa IUMPOKOr pe-
meproapa HaBelH OONHK 3[ejie Ca YHYTpa IOBHjeHHM OGOAOM Y
Pa3HHM BapHjaHTaMa (ca ApuIkamMa WM OpajaBHLlaMa Ha Mpejasy
V HOHH KOHYC), 3aTHM 3Jejla ca 3aneb/baiuM OoOOIOM, nexapa Ha

11 3a TEpMHH OBe KYA H 3a NOAATKE O HOj VIO ™™: M. Ga-
rasanin, Neolithikum und Bronzezeit in Serbien und Makedonien, 39.
Bericht der RGK 1958, 118—120; M. I'apamannH—A. Cumocka, Macedoniae
Acta Archaeologia 2, 1976, 9 u A.; A. Cumocka— B. Kuranocku—J. Toao-
posuh, Haceabara Llpno6yxu, Macedoniae Acta Archaeologica 2, 1976,
43 u A.

12 D. Berciu, Contributii la problemele neoliticului in Romina in
lumina noilor cercetdri, Bucarest 1961, 564—565, Fig. 24.

13 H. Tacuh, Hacema 6axaprnor Ooba l’y ucrouroj Cpbuju, 3GOPHHK
pasoBa Myseja pyAapctBa M Meraaypruje 2, 1982, 23.

W M. Tapawannu y: By6amw, Beauxa Xymcxa uyxa, Katasor n3AoxGe,
Hum 1983, 11, ca. 1; Hcru, Hpaucropuja na tay CP Cpbuje, 1973, 168.

15 Pe3yATaTH ca MCKomaBaia Ha ['aauMamy KOA Amummana (J. Famuuh)
KOja pacrnioAa)ky BpAO AOGPOM AOKYMEHTallMjoM H GoraTMM HaAa3uMa
CAHKaHe M rpadHTHpaHe KepaMHKe, MAACTHKE M CA., HHCY ny0AMKOBaHH.
Marepujaa ce Harasu y Myasejy Kocosa y Ilpumrtumu. 3axBamyjem Ap Jo-
BaHy T'anmmihy Ha MoryhiHocTH Aa ce ca HBHMa YIIO3HAM.
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HO3H WM IOCyJa ca ABe HacnpaMHe JpLIKe KOje WAy Yy TIpymy
,kaHTapoc“ nexapa. OBH 0OOnuuUH cy y MaKenOHHjH YecTH y eHe-
ONHMTCKOM cJiojy TyMOe LIpHoOykuM M Ha Hanasuiuty Kopn llyrnes-
uHa.!'* He mame 3HavajHe cy TeXHHKe M MOTHBHM YyKpalllaBama Ha
nocynamMa y OKkBHpy bByOam-Salouta koMrulekca M €HEONMTCKHX
Hanasumara y Ilenaronuju. Ilopen INIMTKMX KaHellypa Koje ce Ha-
nNase Ha 3hejlaMa ca YHYTpa INOBHjeHHMM O0OOIOM, OBAE Ce MOxe
HaBeCTH H VKpalllaBalbe IJIavyameM, CIHKAkeM WIM rpadpuTHUM
TpakamMa. OBa crneuudpHyHa M OOCTa PpacIpoCTpameHa TeXHHKa
nojaBlbyje ce Y PaHOM €HEONMTY Kao jeJHA OJ OCHOBHHX CTHII-
CKHX, KYJITYPHHX H XPOHOJIOLIKMX oapenHuna. OHa ce mojaBmbyje
HapounTo 4yecto y Salcuta Ila< ¢asu (nomemu no D. Berciu), 3a-
tHM Yy ByOmwy (Bybaw Ia mo M. lapamanuHy), Ha HaJasHIUTHMA Y
Byrapckoj kxoja mnpunamajy TI'ymenusua-KapawoBo VI kyarypu
Ha HalasHIUTHMa y erejckoj Tpakuju, Makenouuju, Tecanuju (Si-
tagrod, Dikili Ta-sc¥|, Argissa Magula u np.). Y Ilenaronuju ce Ha-
nasu, Maga pebe, Ha noMeHyTum TymGama kop Buroma (LpHOGy-
KH), 3aTHM Ha bBakapHoM ryMHy H [pYrHM HajasuiITHMa. 3a
ucroudy CpOHjy KapaKTepHCTHYHO je Aa ce CIMKaHa KepaMHKa,
Ha npuMep, nojaBbyje y 3n0Tckoj nehuHM nok Ha cycegHOM Ha-
nasminry, KpuBomon tuna, kon KpuBema rpadpuTHpaHa kepaMmka
Y NOTNIYHOCTH HelocCTaje IiTO OH Morno ma Oyae H jemaH on ene-
MeHaTa 3a ¢$HHHMja XPOHOJOILIKA pa3MaTpamba.!’” CiiHyaH je OmHOC
u3meby IIpHoGykuja u IlymieBua. Cnukana U rpaduTHpaHa Kepa-
MHKa je nmocra yecra Ha TymMOu LipHOOyku a Hemocraje (ceM Heko-
JHKO Oeno ciukaHux ¢pparmenara) Ha Illyrubesuy. CnHuHe noaarke
MOXK€eMO JOOHTH M mnocMarTpameM crpatdrpaduje U cagpKaja Ky
TypHOr cioja Ha BamapHoM rymHy. Y cnojesuma la-b, u II xoju
6u no, B. KuraHoBckoM, onroBapasm LIpHOOyKH rpyn, Hanasu ce
cIMKaHa M rpadpuTHpaHa KepaMmMMKa, AOK OHa y ciojy III Henmo-
craje.!® HapaBHO, npeypameHO je, mpe NyOIMKOBalkba MaTepHjaia,
y LE/IHHM XOHOCHTH neduHHTHBHe 3aKkbydyke. Hpak, uuHH ce, aHa-
JIOTHO CHUTyalMjH y ucToyHOj CpOuju u OnTeHHjH, na ce CIHKaHa
u rpapuTHpaHa KepaMHKa MoOjaB/kyje y ¢asH NyHOr npouBara
Bybamw-Salcuta kynType a ma KacHMje [07a3d OO OCHpOMALIEHA
H HBEHOr TMOTIMVHOTI HIIYe3aBama.

3. Ha Be3e u3meby eHeonuTckux Haceba y IlonyHaBiby, HCTOY-
Hoj Cpbuju, KocoBy u Ilenarounju ynyhyjy jomn u Heku apyru
€IEMEHTH H3 Kpyra KepaMHYKHX Hajia3a, o4 KOjux OH oBae Io-
ceOHO HaBelH MNOKJIONLE Ca PaBHO 3aCEYEHHM TEMEHOM, 3aTHM Te-
rose (npeknane) u obmmke aHTpofniomMoppHux ¢urypuna. Konm Te-
roBa cy noceGHO 3HayajHH OHH H3Iy’>KEHOr OOJIHKA KOjH Cce Ha Kpa-

18 A, Cumocka—b. Kuranocku—1J. ToAOfomh, Op cit, T. X, 2, 3;
M Tapawanun—A. Cumocka, Op. cit, T. VI, 21.
v H. Tacuh vy: ITpaucropuja jytocaoeenckux 3emama, III, CapajeBo
1979, 97; Hctu, 36opuuk Myseja pyAapcTtBa M Meraayprije 2, Bop 1982, 27.
18 B. Kitanovski, Bakarno gumno a Cepigovo prés de Prilep, Epoque
préhistorique et protohistorigue en Yugoslavie, Beograd 1971, 139—140.
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jeBHMa mNOBHjajy Harope M Ha KOjHMa ce Haja3e XOPH3OHTaJHe
pyne. OBakBH TEroBH Cy Ha necerHHe HabeHu y jemHOj jamy kxpaj
ormuara v Salcuti (jama 4) xojy D. Berciu crasma y ¢asy III
oBe rpyne.l® MebyTHMm, OHHM Cy NOAjeAHAKO YECTH H Y jaMaMa Koje
mpunanajy Hewro paHMjem BpemeHy Salcuta II ¢asu. Ha noppyujy
MaxkenoHHje OBH TeroBH cy nosHaru ca Cxomnckor xasea u Ilyrobes-
1a, rae je noceGHO Ha OBOM JAPYTOM HAJa3HIUTy jeaH Ter NOTIYHO
HACHTHYaH H No OOMMKY M IO BeJHUYMHH Hajnasuma 3 Salcute.?®

Hajsan, Hemwrro heMo ce ayke 3aapkaTH Ha NOjaBH aHTPOTIO-
Mopdue mnacTHke Ha HajasmiuTuma ByGam-Salouta-KpuBomon koM-
mekca ¥ y Ilenaronuju, Koju cy onx 3Hauaja 3a yrspbuBame oape-
besx penaTHBHO-XpOHOJIOLUKHX pellanuja u3Meby CeBepHHX H jyxK-
HHX OOJIaCTH OBOI' KYJITYPHOT KOMIUIeKca. Y ocHOBH je Moryhe mo
CBOjUM y30pHMa H3IBOjUTH TPH THIIA TEPAaKOTa: MPBY Ipyny 4YHHE
OHH KOje ce pa3BHjajy NOJ jaKHM YTHIIajeM BHHYAHCKe TpajHLHje,
apyry, koje 6u morim aa moBesxeMo Gumelnita-KapanoBo VI kyn-
TYPHHM KpyroM H Tpehy, koja Ou npumanana caMoM Kpajy €HEeOoIHT-
CKOI' nepHoja a noBe3yje ce ca yTHuajuma u3 Jlower IlonyHasmka,
YepHaBopa III u GameHcke KyiaType. Y mpBy rpymy cnanajy HeKH
Hanasu u3 ucroyne CpOuje (Kosunoso, 3norcka nehuHa) u jemna
Tepakora u3 lllywseBua.?* Jipvry rpyny, uije y3ope Tpeba TpakKHTH
HCTOYHO, Ha HajasymTHMa Gumelnita xyiaType, uHHe Hama3u H3
Kpusema, Tagumma 4 1IpHOOykHja. OBOe ce pasnukyjy Asa THna
TepakoTa: npeH je crojeha ¢mrypa us Kpusema Koja je ykpameHa
Ha IyTejHMa CIIMpalloOM Y TEXHHIM KaHelype, Kako ce TO BpJO
yecTo Hanmasd Ha miactHud y Gumelnita-Kapanoso VI xkyatypw,
Iie cé OHa jaBjba M Y CJIHMKAHOj TEXHHMLH;?? OpyrH TN, II HO
KapaKTepHCTHYHHX TEpaKoTa, YHHe ¢Hrype pabeHe y pealHCTHU-
HOM CTHJIy ajld ca INIaBoM 0e3 Ha3HaueHOr JIHIa, KOja ce Kymnacro
3aBpuiaBa. OHe cy uecro y noinycenehem craBy.® V Tagumipy je
Hnp. J. Tnunmh Hamwao jenHy cepujy osux durypuHa (Ha mony jen-
He kyhe), Bpio Onuckux Hamasuma u3 LlpHOoOykMja M jemHoj mort-
nyHo ouyBaHoj cenehoj ¢urypu us Ilpmiena koja ce morpeiuHo,
npema J. Kopoumy, crasma y Iloponux rpyny.2¢ AHanornja 3a oBaj
THII ¥I0J1a Hala3suMOo y BelieM 6pojy Ha HanasmTHMa y Byrapckoj,
rie O Ha OBOM MECTYy NOCeOHO HCTAKIH ,KYJITHH aHcaMOn' H3
OsBuapoBa.?® MHoOro je ciioxeHHju mpobneM Tpehier THma Tepakora

18 D. Berciu, Contributii..., 237 u A. Fiq. 76—19; H. Tacuh vy: Ilpa-
ucropuja jyiocaoeencxux 3emana 1II, ca. 3/16.

» M. l'apamanua—A. Cumocka, Op. cit., 20.

21 JIpaucropuja jyrocaoeercxux 3emana III, T.* XIII, 2, 6, 8.

2 H. Tacuh, 360pnux My3seja pydapcrea u meraaypeuuje 2, 1982, T.
II1, 2: T. IV, 1, 2.

B [Ipaucropuja jyzocaoeencxux 3emana III, T. XIII, 4, M. Gara
$anin, 39. Bericht RGK, 1958, 119 Abb. 24: Taf. 25/1.

% J. Kopowmen, I'aacHux mysejcxo-xousepearopcxo: Opywrea HPM 1,
1954, ca. 1; M. M. Garasanin, 39. Bericht RGK, 1958, 116 Abb. 24.

% H. ToaopoBa, Kamerno-medunara enoxa e bawapuja, Coduja 1986,
204 u A. Puc. 112 Ta6. 122.



H. Tacuhi, Bese IloayHaBAsa 1 Ileaaronumje 145

KOju HIYCTPYjy IUBOCHaTe ¢HrypHHe, ca pynoM 3a yOamuBame
rnave (Kopflosidole). One ce jaBmajy #Ha Hamasumrry kom LipHo-
6ykuja u mpencTaBibajy, y3 Hanase u3 Maliga, Hajjyxmujy mojaBy
vy okBupy ByGam-Salcuta-Kpusomon xomruiekca.?® V IlomyHaBiby
HIONH OBOT THIIA Npumanajy Hemrro wiabem BpeMmesty, YepHa-
pona III u panoj dasm Oamericke Kyiarype. 3a TyMauene
GsieMa HACTaHKA OBOT OOJIMKA Y E€HEOJHTCKOj IUIACTHLH [OCEeOHO
cy 3Hauajuu Hanmasu u3 Yepsasone (Dealul Sofia) xoje D. Berciu
3ajeHO ca OCTAJHM KepaMHM4YKHM MaTepHjalioM cTaBba y Yep-
HaBona KyaTypy.r” KapakrepucTHuHO je Ja ca OBOr HajlasHINTa
NOTHYY fABAa THIIA HOONA: jeJaH KOjH CTWICKH OJroBapa TIpYIH
nomycenehnux mmola ca CTHJIH30BaHOM IJIaBOM KOja ce Kynacro
3aBpmaBa ¥ mpHmaga curypHo BybGam-Salcuta-Kpusomon u Gu-
melnita-KapatoBo VI xopusoxty. Ca gpyre cTpaHe, y HCTOj Tex-
HuIH pabeH je u jeman rbocHaTH uaon 6e3 rnase Tna Kopflossidole
(ca pynomM 3a yrnaBmbuBame riiaBe) KojH npunajga Uepnasopa III u
panoj Gapmesickoj KyatypH. Ilo cBOj MpHIHIM, HA OBOM HAJIA3HINTY
HMaMO HapajieliHy ynorpeOy oba THna TepakoTa of Kojux he oBy
nggy MPHXBATHTH HOcHOuHM OajeHcke kyiarype.?® Hanasu Kopflossi-
dola u3 IlpHoOykuja npumapgajy HajpaHujoj ¢dasu, BpeMeHy Kaja
ce, KAKO TO YOCTAaJIOM NOKasyje U crpaturpadHja OBOr HAIA3MILTA,
napanesHo uspabyjy u nonycenehe Tepakore ca KymacToM riiaBoM
H TepakoTe ca pymoOM 3a VYIJaB/bHBalke IjaBe. Y OCHOBH HAEjHOT
KOHIleNITa OBa ABA THMIA TEPAKOTa MMajy AOCTa 3ajeJJHHYKOr: Hak-
HaQHO CTaB/balbe, VINAB/bHBAIE [JlaBe M MOJEIOBaHe TIiiaBe
HasHaKe JIMIIA TIOTHYY M3 MCTOr CXBaTalka O NMPHKA3UBawy GoxKaH-
CTBa Koje HeMa cBOj oapebetin Mk, rae ce jHue He MpeAcTaBlba,
HaCyIpOT PEaJIHICTHYHOM MOJEOBalky OCTalor Aejia Teja (racTHy-
He TPYAH, ype3aHu TPOYIJIOBH, MHTBHHAIIHE JIHHHje H CIL.).

*

Ha HaBeneHMM NpHMEpHMa NOKa3aHO je Ja cy H3Meby moay-
HaBCKHX KYJTypa ca jeaHe M EHEeONHTCKHX Kyirypa Ilemaroumje
ca Apyre CTpaHe IOCTOjajle uBpcTe KOMyHHKauuje. Y Bpeme By-
6am-Salcuta-KpuBonon koMiuiekca BeJIMKH Aeo MakenoHuje, yKiby-
gyjyhin 1 sanasmmnra y Ilenaronuju, ose obnactu npumanajy jen-
HOM KyJATYpHOM Kpyry. MebyTtuM, ako OucMo Xenenn ga mamo
TaYHHMjH peJaTHBHO-XPOHOJIOLIKH OXHOC OBHX NOjaBa, YHYTap jeaHor
KYJITYPHOT KOMIUIEKCA TOTpeOHO je Hajnge VTBPAMTH HHXOBE HH-
TepHe ¢a3le pasBoja a 3aTHM HX ymopebuBarH u3sMesy cebe. 3a

* M. Garadanin, 39. Bericht RGK, 1958, Taf. 25, 2; M. IapamanuH—
—A. Cumocka, Op. cit.

7 D. Berciu—S. Morintz—P. Roman, Sdpdturile de la Cernavoda,
Materiale §i cercetari arheologice VI, 1959, 95 i d. Fig. 2/4; V. Dumitrescu,
New Statuette od Thessalian Type discovered at Gumelnita, Dacia 1V,
1960, 448, Fig. 2/7.

® N. Tasié, Die Idole der Baden-Kultur in Vinéa, Archaeologia Iugo-
slavica XX—XXI, 1980—1981, 27 u A. Abb. 1—3.
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uctouny CpGujy Morne 6u na ce npuxsate ciiefiehie KOHcTaTauuje:
1. V ucrounoj Cp6uju, nonuun Humase u Ha KocoBy HHCY OTKpH-
BeHa Hacelba ca MaTepHjaloM Hajpanuje ¢ase Salcuta kyarype,
Salcuta I, no D. Berciu. H3 oBora GH ce Morao u3ByhH 3akibyyak
ma je Gybamcka rpyna mnaba on Hajcrapuje dase Salcuta kynrype
y Pymynujn.? :

2. Cnojesu u3 ByOwa u 3norcke nehune ca Salcuta martepujanom
oaroBapasii OM BpeMEHy NYHOT pa3Boja OBE KYJITYpeE, NEPHOAY
IIac a moxpa u III, momene D. Berciu-a.

3. Ha HajmasumruMa jy>xkHo on JlyHaBa, ceM MOjeIHHAYHHX Hajasa,
HHje OTKpPHBEH MaTepujan Koju OH npumagao Salcuta IV xopmu-
3oHTYy. OBOe OHCMO MOpanH OHTH ONpEe3HH IpeMa H3JBajaly OBE
dase on crpane D. Berciu-a Ha pyMyHCKHMM HanasHiutuma. Haume,
oBaj cnoj y Salcuti je mocra M3MellaH ca MaTepHjaJloM KOjH He
npunaga Salcuta Beh npe Cotofeni kynrypu. Ilopex Tora, moceGHo
cy Mabapcku apxeosiosH u3pa3swiM CyMmy aa Ou T3B. Scheiben-
henckel xopusonr (Salcuta IVa) mpumanao oBoj kyarypu. Y Ho-
BHje BpeMe OH Ce CBe jacHHMje H3[Baja Kao jeJHa AOCTa pacnpo-
cTpaleHa nojasa Ha mnpocropy on Kapmara mo Anma u Yexocio-
Bayke Ha cene6py Koja je BesaHa 3a Hunyadi-Bajcka kynrypy.3® Ha
oBaj HauMH OucMo enuMuHHcanu ¢a3dy IV Salcuta kyarype u3
HEHOT KYJITYPHOMCTOPHjCKOr pa3Boja. OHa Ou crtora y PymyHHju
MMala TpM pa3BojHe dasze a y HcrouHoj CpOHju aBe, O KOjHX je
jemHa ca rpadutupaHoM kepamukoMm (BybGam, 3norcka nehuna) a
Ipyra, Ha Kojoj oBaj matepujan Hemocraje (Kpmeemn-KoBunoso).

4. V Ilenaronuju ce Takobe MOy H3JABOJHTH [ABa XOPHM3OHTa Y
okBupy IllymneBen-bBakapHo ryMHO KyJIType Kao Jella BeJHMKOr
Byb6am-Salcuta-KpuBogon komrutekca. M. lapamasuH je To npo-
TYMayHoO ITOCJIEJHMIIOM ,IpOJHpalka HHIOEBPONCKMX CTOYapa oOf
PYCKHX crena goauHoM JlyHaBa' mpema jyry. OH U3aBaja ABa Taksa
Tanaca y Ilenaromsju: npBH, KOjH npeacraspa rpyny llymneseu-ba-
kapHo rymHo (Maliq II Rakhmani) u apyru, xoju onroBapa BpeMe-
Hy Armenohori rpyne (xopusonr Bybam-Xym III, Esepo, Maliq
III).3* Crparurpaduja Bakapuor rymua, Illymnesua u IlpHoGyxuja
ca jengﬂe crpae H Xucapa u l'agumba ca apyre, 6una O6u morspaa
nocrojama e ¢ase y pa3sojy IlymieBen-bakapHo ryMHO KyiaType.
IIpnooyku (ctpatym I, II), Ha npuUMep, Ha OCHOBY OOM/ba CIIMKaHe
H rpaduTHpaHe KepaMHKe, [0jaBe IUIMTKHX TAlHpa ca 3a1e6/haHM
obonoM M Ha OCHOBY ymopenHe crpaturpaduje Ipnobyxu-BakapHo
TYMHO, npunanao 6u crapujoj, nox 6u crpatym III npunagao mua-
boj (l_)asn ose Kyirype. Crparym IV, nmak, M3nasu M3 OKBHpa €BO-
JylIMje oBe KyJType M npumnana OponsaHoM noOy. Illennesen 6m,

® M. Tapamanun, ITpaucropuja na tay CP Cpbuje, 190 u A. (Tabeaa
Ha ctp. 191).
® IIpaucropuja jyzocaoeerckux 3emama III, 129 u A.

3 M. Tapamanun, Hexou npobaemu Ha maxedoHcKkara npaucropuja,
Macedoniae Acta Archaeologica 1, Ilpuaen 1975, 12—13.
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ca pyre crpaHe, nejlom O6mo napanenaH ca LlpaoGyku (crparym II)
anmu ¥ Hewrto Mnabu. Ha oo ymyhyje npe cBera perka mojasa ciu-
KaHe M rpapuTHpaHe KepaMHKe a 3aTHMM M ItojaBa Beher Opoja
elleMeHaTa ,cTernickor nopexia’ — IIlHyp kepamMHKa H KaMeHH
ckunrap. IlocMaTpaHo Ha nmpeM mpocropy, BehuHa onx oBux cren-
ckux eneMeHara (IInyp, AHKep Np#BecUH, CKHITAap) NPHNajaad OH
BpeMeHy kpaja Ilymnesen-bakapHo ryMHO KYJITYpe, ONHOCHO KOM-
mnekcy ByOam-Salcuta-Kpusogon. To je Bpeme ¢popmupama UepHa-
popa III, satum u Cotofeni kynaType y HCTOuHHM, a GajgeHCKe Kyil-
Type YV 3amagHUM [eJIOBHMAa KapnaTCKO-TIoAyHaBcKke 3oHe. Hanasu
vy I'puxoj 6u moTBpbHBanu fga ,,CTeNcKH eleMEeHTH‘ mamajy y BpeMe
noyeTka OponsaHor noba Tecanuje H MakemoHHMje M MOTIy ce Haj-
panuje craButH y Rakhmani I — Kritsana I xopu3onr. Ha oBo
ynyhyjy Hanasu us Dikili Tash-a, Argissa-Magule, Pevkakie, Agaia
Mamas, Sitagroe ura.

V OKBHpY jemHOr KpaTKOT pe3uMea H3aBojuheMo TpH XopH-
30HTa Y pa3BOjy €HEONUTCKHX KyJITypa Ha mpocropy op Kapnara
Ha ceBepy no Tecanuje u erejcke Maxkemonuje Ha jyry:

I Salcuta IIa< — BybGamw Ia (3mor) — lagumme I (Xucap Ia) —
Bakapao rymuo I (Ipuobyku I—II crparym) — Dikili Tash.

II Salcuta III — Kpuses — Xucap Ib — Bakapuo rymuo II
(OyrureBen, LpHoGyku III) — Rachmani I — Kritsana 1.

IV Uepnasona III/Cotofeni I — By6aw Ib — Xucap Ila — LlpHo-
6yku IV (Kapamanu III/IV) — Armenohori.

3. Mapt 1990.

CONNECTIONS BETWEEN THE DANUBE BASIN AND PELAGONIA
IN THE ENEOLITHIC PERIOD

The mutual connections between the Danube Basin and southern
gg.:ts all the way to Pelagonia and the Aegean coast, have not always
n the same in Prehistoric times. Sometimes they were stable, when
cultures were composed of one -cultural comi):‘l)ex (e.g. the Neolithic
painted ceramics — (Starcevo, Anzabegovo, Zelenikovo types), subsequently
t.he( were severed (the Vinca culture), only to reestablish unity in
stiy;e and culture in the Eneolithic Period. This was particularly manifest
when the “Eastern Balkan graphitized ceramics” flourished in the age
of the Bubanj—Salcuta—Krivodol culture on the one hand, and Gumel-
nica—Kodza—dermen and Dikili Tash on the other. The topic of this
paper exhibits interest only in the relations between the Bubanj—Salcuta
group in the Danube Basin, Eastern Serbia, in Kosovo and Metohia,
and the Pelagonian Eneolithic settlements. Moving southward, from the
Romanian and Serbian Danube Basin, down the valley of the Nisava
river throu%h Kosovo and the ravines of Skoplje to Pelagonia, the
f%lloyvgljg relatively chronological and culturally historical relations were
obtained®
1. In Eastern Serbia, the valley of the Nisava and in Kosovo,
settlements with materials dating from the earliest phase of the Salcuta
cutlure, Salcuta I according to D. Berciu, were not discovered. One could

10*
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thus conclude that the Bubanj group is younger than the oldest phase
of the Salcuta culture in Romania.

2. Layers from Bubanj and the Zlot cave with the Salcuta material
would correspond to the time of the time of the culture’s full development,
the Ila-<c, perhaps even the III, division by D. Berciu.

3. On sights south of the Danube, excepting individual finds, no
material belonging to the Salcuta IV horizon was discovered. We should
express reservation to the manner in which D. Berciu divided this
phase on Romanian sights. Namely, this layer in Salcuta is considerably
admixed with material that does not belong to the Salcuta but the
Cotofeni culture. Aside to this, H ian archeologists doubt that the
socalled Scheibenhenckel horizon (Iggfcuta IVa) belonged to this culture.
In more recent times it appears more clearly as a considerably widespread
phenomena on expanses stretching from the Carpathians to the Al
and Czechoslovakia to the north in connection with the Hunyadi-—Vagi
culture. We would thus eliminate the IV Salcuta culture phase from
its cultural and historical development. It would then consist of three
phases of development in Romania and two in Serbia, one of which
i1s with the graphitic ceramics (Bubajn, Zlot cave) and the other where
the material is missing (Krivelj—Kovilovo). L.

4. Two horizons can also be singled out in Pelagonia within the
Suplevac—Bakarno treshing culture as part of the large Bubanj—Sal-
cuta—Krivodol complex. M. Garasanin interpreted it as cosequential to
the “penetration of Indo-European cattle-breeders from the Russian
steppes along the Danube valley” southward. He singled out two such
waves in Pelagonia: the first represented the Suplevac—Bakarno thresh-
ing (Maliq II, Rahkmani) and the other corresponds to the times of
the Armenohori gmt:ﬁ (horizon Bubanj— Hum III, Ezero, Maliq I1I).
The stratigraphy of the Bakarno threshing, Suplevac and Crnobukija on
the one hand and Hisar and Godimlja on the other, would confirm the
existence of two Ehases in the development of the Suplevac—Bakarno
thresing culture. Crnobuki (strata I, II) for instance, based on_ the
abundance of painted and graphitic ceramics, the appearance of dinner
plates with thicker rims and according to a comparative stratigraphy
of the Crnobuki—Bakarno threshing would belong to an older phase of
this culture, whereas stratum III would belong to a younger one. Stratum
1V, however, egresses the evolutive framework of this culture and belongs
to the Bronze Age. Suplevec is, on the other, hand, partly parallel to
Crnobuki (stratum II) but somewhat younger. A rare appearance of
painted and hitic ceramics leads to this conclusion, and the appe-
arance of a %r number of elements of the “steppe origin” — Snur
ceramics and stone scepter. Observed on a wider area, most of
these step elements (Snur, Anker charms, scepter) would belong to
the end of the Suplevac—Bakarno threshgaga culture, i. e. the Bubanj—
—Salcuta—Krivodol complex. The Cernav III and subsequently the
Cotofeni cultures in the eastern, and Baden cultures in the western
Earts of the Carpathian — Danube Basin zone were formed at the time.

inds in Greece would confirm that the “steppe elements” belong to the
beginni of the Bronze Age of Thessaly and Macedonia and could be
laced the earliest in Rah il — itsana I horizont. Finds from
ikili Tash, Argissa-Magule, Pevkakie, Agaia Mamas, Sitagroe etc.

In the framework of a short summary we will set aside three hor-
izons in the development of the Eneolithic cultures on the ex|
stretching from the Carpathians on the north to Thessaly and Aegean
Macedonia to the south:

1. Salcuta IIlac — Bubanj Ia (Zlot) — Gadimllj(ﬁll (Hisar Ia) — Bakarno
threshing I (Crnobuki I—II stratum) — Dikili Tash

2. Salcuta III Krivelj — Hisar Ib — Bakarno threshing II (Suplevec,
Crnobuki III) — hmani I — Kritsana I

3. Cernavoda III/Cotofeni I — Bubanj Ib Hisar Ila — Crnobuki IV

(Karamani III/IV) — Armenohori
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