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Abstract. — In this paper, new sites are presented which were explored throughout the protective excavations conducted along
the E 75 motorway, as well as new indicative finds from the sites in north-eastern Macedonia. These results will complete
the picture of life in the Early Bronze Age communities of the territory of Southern Pomoravlje and Gornja P¢inja, as well as
that of their relationship with the neighbouring populations. Of particular importance are the results of the investigation of this
territory’s first explored necropolis from this period, which enriched our knowledge of the spiritual life of these communities.
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he south-eastern part of Serbia, comprising the

basin of the upper course and middle course

of the South Morava was, for a long time, con-
sidered to be a mainly unexplored area, at least in terms
of sites from the Early Bronze Age. A small number of
explored sites were known, such as Bubanj in Novo
Selo, Velika Humska Cuka in Hum and Cesma in
Vrtiste, whilst the majority of the finds from this period
consisted of accidental or individual finds registered at
unexplored sites, or at unmarked or unreliable locati-
ons.! Only in recent years, by investigating the wider
area of the E 75 and E 80 motorways and by resuming
the explorations at Bubanj and in Hum, along with
other archaeological research, has the number of sites
from this period increased and, thereby, the knowledge
of this period has been enhanced. All these results,
including the results of older research, were combined

into one monograph, as well as in a number of articles.
Shortly after that, however, during the protective explo-
rations of the sites endangered by the construction of
the E 75 motorway, a few very significant sites were
discovered on the Leskovac—Bujanovac section of the
road,> which offer extremely important information
about the material and spiritual culture of the communi-
ties who, in the Early Bronze Age, populated the South
Morava basin and the P¢inja valley, as well as their

! Tapamanun, Ajauh, Oejanosuh 1971, kar. 6p. 226; Tapa-
manuH 1973, 164-206 and quoted literature; Crojuh, Joruh 2006,
67-71.

2 Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012; Bulatovic 2011, 1-14; Bula-
tovi¢ 2013, 1-14.

3 Bynatosuh, Kanypan 2013, 70-79.

* The article results from the project: Archaeology of Serbia: cultural identity, integration factors, technological processes and the role of the
Central Balkans in the development of European prehistory (no OI177020) funded by the Ministry of Education, Science and Technological

development of the Republic of Serbia.
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List of sites:

1. Meaniste site, Ranutovac;

2. Golo Rebro site, Donji Neradovac;

3. Kovacke Njive site, Pavlovac;

4. Gradiste site, Davidovac;

5. Taticev kamen site, Kokino Selo,
Republic of Macedonia;

. Tri Kruske site, Klinovac;

. Dve Mogili site, Pelince,
Republic of Macedonia;

. Banjka—Kaldrma site, Miratovac;

. Pribovce site, Lopate,
Republic of Macedonia.
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Map 1. Early Bronze Age sites in the upper course of the South Morava and in Gornja Pcinja

Kapiua 1. Jlokaauimeimiu panoi 6pousanol gooba y iopwem moky Jyxcne Mopase u'y F'opwoj ITuurwu

relationships with the neighbouring populations.*

After these explorations, which gave rise to new indi-
cative information about this period, a need to write a
study that would integrate all the available data arose,
with its focus on the new, unpublished sites and finds,
allowing a comprehensive insight into the problems of
the origins and development of the Early Bronze Age
culture in the south of the central Balkans.

SITES AND FINDS

1. Ranutovac, Meaniste site, Vranje’

The site of Meaniste is situated around 5 km north
of Vranje, on the southern outskirts of the village of
Ranutovac (Map 1/1). From a geological perspective,
the site is positioned partially in the alluvial plain (the
eastern part of the Iron Age settlement and the Early
Bronze Age necropolis), and partially in the area with
moderate washout and gullies (the western part of the
Iron Age settlement). The necropolis is at a distance of
around 600 m west of the current South Morava river
bed. It consisted of two parts, the northern and the
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southern, about 20 m apart. No burial traces have been
discovered between the two parts. The northern part is
poorly preserved, since the graves were dug to a very
small relative depth (less than 0.2 m in places), and the
upper part of the necropolis was destroyed by agricul-
tural and other ground works. In the southern part of
the necropolis (Fig. 1), with a surface area of around
100 m? which was much better preserved, cremated
human remains were interred in shallow pits, approxi-
mately 0.5 m in diameter, into which, in most cases,
one or more round stones or large pebbles were placed.
In some graves the remains of the deceased were cove-
red with a vessel, most usually a cup or a bowl. In all
the graves offerings were noted, such as one or more

4 Explorations were conducted by teams from the Institute of
Archaeology in Belgrade and the Department of Archaeology of the
Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade, during the period of August 2011
—July 2013.

3 The site was explored by a team from the Institute of Archae-
ology in Belgrade (under the leadership of A. Bulatovic) in the period
of April —July 2012. The publication detailing the results of the site
explorations is being prepared.



Aleksandar P. BULATOVIC, New finds as a contribution to the study of the Early Bronze Age... (57-75)

CTAPUHAP LXIV/2014

Fig. 1. Necropolis in Ranutovac, southern part, view from the south.

Ca. 1. Hekpotioaa y Panyiiosuy, jyjchu geo, oiaeg ca jyia

whole vessels (Figs. 2, 3) or fragments of vessels, whilst
in grave 2, in the northern part of the necropolis, along
with the vessels there was a perforated axe made of
polished grey stone of a compact structure. The graves
were then covered with a circular construction 1-2 m
in diameter, which was made of broken stone, whilst
some graves were encircled with a stone ring 1.5-3 m
in diameter. According to the quantity of stone from
the destroyed grave constructions and the appearance
of the few preserved whole ones, it is assumed that the
northern (destroyed) part of the necropolis had similar
stone constructions above the graves, whilst the re-
mains of the deceased had the same ritual treatment as
in the southern part. 13 graves in the northern part of
the necropolis and 10 in the southern part were dis-
covered and explored.

The only difference between these two parts of the
necropolis, from the aspect of grave ritual, was that in
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the southern part of the necropolis, burnt vessels were
not noted, whilst in the northern part, several burnt
vessels were discovered. That is to say, in grave 3 in
the northern part of the necropolis, vitrified vessels
(two bowls, a dual vessel, an oven model and an askos)
were discovered with the remains of a deceased male of
between 20 and 29 years of age which had, apparently,
been burnt on a funeral pyre at a very high temperature
together with the deceased and then, with the remains
of the deceased, interred in the glrave.6 Near the grave,
on its south-eastern side, an area of scorched earth of
an irregular shape, almost 2 m long, around 1 m wide and

6 For the information regarding the temperature of burning of
the deceased, as well as for the anthropological analyses, I thank H.
Miladinovi¢ and D. Bizjak who performed a complete anthropo-
logical analysis.
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Fig. 2 and 3. Necropolis in Ranutovac, northern part, grave 7 and 10

Ca. 2 u 3. Hexpotioaa y Panymiosuy, cesepru geo, ipob 7 u 10

1—4 cm thick, onto which the still hot remains from the
pyre were laid before being placed in the pit, was noted.

Other differences in the ritual, the grave construc-
tions and the manner of burial in these two parts of the
necropolis, were not discerned. However, certain dif-
ferences in the stylistic-typological characteristics of
the ceramics were recorded. In the southern part of the
necropolis (grave 21) was, for example, noted a beaker
of a sharper profile, whilst that kind of profile was not
evident in vessels in the northern part. In addition, in
the southern part of the necropolis, on several cups and
bowls (grave 17) were noted plastic triangular exten-
sions on the rim, which were also not present on the
vessels in graves in the northern part of the necropolis.
A much larger number of vessels from both parts of the
necropolis, however, have similar stylistic-typological
characteristics. The most prevalent type of vessels in
the necropolis is that of the pear-shaped beakers with
two handles, with a ribbon-like cross section that exceed
the rim (P1. I/5-7, 12-14), followed by hemispherical
or, more rarely, biconical cups (P1. I/2) also with a han-
dle, with a ribbon-like cross section that exceeds the
rim (P1. I/3, 11) and bowls. The bowls are of a hemi-
spherical or S profile (more rarely conical), with ribbon-
shaped handles that exceed the rim, decorated with small
button-like motifs with an indentation in the middle on
the belly (PIL. I/1) or with triangular plastic extensions
on the rim (P1. I/10). Along with the globular amphorae
with a cylindrical neck and four ribbon-shaped handles
on the belly (P1. 1I/15), which appear relatively often,
a vessel was noted with four tunnel-like handles on the
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belly, standing on a tall bell-shaped hollow foot, with
four elongated oval perforations (Pl. 1/9), as well as a
dual vessel that had been burnt at a high temperature
(P1. 1/4). Besides the plastic decorations, an ornament
resembling an incised hanging triangle combined with
small circular pricks was noted on one fragment (Pl.
I/17). Very indicative are the finds of baked clay which
represent stylised oven models.” Four oven models have
been discovered in total, three of which have a similar
shape, with a vertical cylinder and a horizontal part with
a small handle on the back of it, and whose front end
has the shape of a shovel (PI. 1/8), whilst one example
was modelled into a bird shape, with small circular
perforations on its body (Pl. II/16). The vessels from
the necropolis mostly have a polished exterior either
brown, ochre or dark brown in colour.

2. Donji Neradovac, Golo Rebro site, Vranje®

We are actually only discussing one fragment of a
sharp profiled belly, with a triangular plastic handle
(P1. 1I/18), which was noted in a layer of river sediment
above the Roman cultural layer.® Clearly, the fragment
reached this place in the runoff from the nearby hill, or it
drifted there in the South Morava, whose current river

7 Bulatovi¢ 2013, 1-13, fig. 1-4.

8 The site was explored by a team from the Institute of Archae-
ology in Belgrade (under the leadership of V. Filipovi¢) in September
2011.

9 ®ununosuh, J epemuh, Bynatosuh 2012, 136-137.
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bed is around 500 m south-east of the site (Map 1/2).
The fragment is grey in colour and with a smooth finish.

3. Pavlovac, Kovacke Njive site, Vranje!?

The village of Pavlovac is situated around 7 km
south of Vranje (Map 1/3), whilst the site of Kovacke
Njive comprises the south-eastern outskirts of Donji
Pavlovac. The site is located outside the alluvial plain,
on a terrain with moderate washout and gullies, around
250 m north of the current South Morava river bed. At
this site were noted the remains of Middle and Late
Neolithic settlements, along with Early Bronze Age
finds, as well as pits from the Iron Age and the Middle
Ages. The Early Bronze Age finds were discovered in a
pit from the Iron Age with a more or less circular base,
approximately 1.5 m in diameter and around 1.2 m
deep. It would appear that we are dealing here with the
remains of the cultural layer from the Early Bronze Age,
which was destroyed by this pit. The pit was registered
in the northernmost square of the explored sector, thus
it is assumed that the cultural layer (settlement?) from
the Early Bronze Age is located north of the explored
part of the site, in the area which was not threatened by
the building of the motorway.

The finds from the pit comprise a fragment of a
shallow conical vessel with semicircular plastic exten-
sions on the rim (P1. II/19), a fragment of a pear-shaped
beaker with an arched handle of a ribbon-like cross sec-
tion (PL. II/Fig. 22), fragments of deeper vessels with
plastic extensions on the rim (PI. 11/20, 21), as well as
rough textured vessels of larger dimensions, decorated
with imprints made with a fingertip on the fresh surface
of the vessel (P1. 11/23), and rectangular handles with a
split in the middle (P1. 1I/24). The ceramics were mostly
dark brown or dark in colour, with a polished surface.

4. Davidovac, Gradiste site, Bujanovac!!

Davidovac is situated around 10 km south-west of
Vranje, on the widest part of the Vranje—Bujanovac val-
ley (Map 1/4). The Gradiste site is located in the north-
western outskirts of the village, on top of the hill to the
west of the motorway, as well as on the southern, north-
ern and eastern slopes of the hill. This is a terrain that
passes from the alluvial plain to the plateau, and is ideal
for building a settlement. On the south-western edge of
the site, not far from the Roman thermae, a shallow,
circular, Early Bronze Age pit was explored (Fig. 4)
which was approximately 0.2 m deep and 0.7 m in dia-
meter, in which a drum (tarabuka) made of baked clay,
three larger and two smaller fragments of different bowls,
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Fig. 4. Ritual pit in Davidovac

Ca. 4. Putityaana jama y Jasugosuyy

as well as a larger fragment of an amphora (almost a half)
were found. The belly of the amphora is elongated, with
one vertically and one horizontally placed handle of
ribbon-like cross section, and a small and slightly
everted rim (PL III/29). The drum is modelled into an
hourglass shape, with four oval perforations on each
cone, which were probably used for attaching and
tightening the skin (Pl. I1I/30). The height of the drum
is 16.5 cm, with almost the same diameter at both open
ends. The dimensions of the perforations on the lower
cone are 4 x 2 cm, whilst on the upper cone they are
slightly smaller at 3 x 1.5 cm. The bowls have a hemi-
spherical shape with a short, oblique, everted rim or a
rim with a slight S profile, and handles with a ribbon-
like cross section which exceed the level of the rim (PI.
[1/25-28). One of the bowls is decorated with a plastic
ornament on the rim, which resembles two joined horn-
like extensions (P1. II/25). The bowls are baked and have
a black-ochre colour, the amphora is grey and dark
brown in colour, whilst the drum is black. The ceramics
have semi polished or polished surfaces. Although the
majority of the area of this site was explored, aside

10 The site was explored by a team from the Institute of
Archaeology in Belgrade and the Department of Archaeology of the
Faculty of Philosophy in Belgrade (under the leadership of J. Vuko-
vi¢ and A. Bulatovic) in the period October — December 2011.

11" The site was explored by a team from the Institute of Archae-
ology in Belgrade in the period of August — December 2011. The
leaders were S. Petkovic¢ (Antiquity) and A. Bulatovi¢ (prehistory).
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from this pit there were no other finds from this period.
It is assumed that the settlement which this pit, of a
probably ritual character, belongs to (at least based on
its content and context), is situated west of the explored
part of the site, on the vast plateau outside the endan-
gered zone.

5. Kokino Selo, Taticev kamen site, Kumanovo

The site is located on a dominant mountain eleva-
tion, at an altitude of about 1000 m, on the left side of
the Kumano—Arbanasko road, around 35 km north-
east of Kumanovo (Map 1/5).1% The site has been pre-
viously published, but the finds presented in this paper
have not yet been published. They are significant be-
cause they illustrate some characteristic stylistic ele-
ments of ceramics from the Early Bronze Age in this
territory.'3 The site comprises two distinct areas, both
sacral complexes — the megalithic observatory and a
ritual space.!* The megalithic observatory is situated
on the top of the site and consists of a lower flattened
plateau on a rock, with four stone chairs facing east,
and some higher rocks on the eastern horizon, approxi-
mately 20 m from the plateau, on which some triangular
and rectangular notches are marked for tracking the
movement of the sun. The ritual space is located on the
northern slope of the site, below the peak and is appro-
ximately 80 m long and 50 m wide. Pits were noted
there, sometimes with circular stone constructions over
and around them, in which were stored offerings such
as whole vessels or fragments of vessels (Fig. 5), stone
tools, parts of anthropomorphic and zoomorphic fig-
urines, fragments of house daub and other items. Since
the terrain drops very steeply towards the north, it was
retained with several layers of dry stone wall. It was
noted that the rituals related to the sacrificial pits were
in use over a longer period, from the Early to the Late
Bronze Age, and that the oldest pits were located in the
eastern part of the ritual space.

The most numerous finds from the ritual space are
the ceramic vessels. Certainly, the most common types
of vessels from the Early Bronze Age are the beakers
with two handles, mostly of a ribbon-like cross section,
and bowls with rounded shoulders and inverted rims.
On rare examples of beakers the handles exceed the level
of the rim, but more numerous are examples with hand-
les at the same level as the rim or slightly exceeding it
(P1. 111/38).15 The bowls with inverted rims often have
them decorated with plastic extensions of different
shapes (rectangular, hornlike or trapezoidal), by far the
most numerous of which are the extensions of triangular
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Fig. 5. Shrine in Kokino Selo, ritual pit with offerings
of beakers and a funnel, detail.

Ca. 5. Ceemnauwitie y Kokurnom Ceny, obpegna jama
ca gaposuma y eugy mexapa u 1eékd, gemiab

shape (PI. I11/32, 33, 35).1¢ These bowls often have one
or two ribbon-shaped handles on the rim (Pl. I1I/31),
but there are examples with horizontally or obliquely
placed handles of an oval cross-section which exceed
the level of the rim (Pl. 11I/34). Besides the aforemen-
tioned vessels, globular amphorae with a cylindrical
neck, hemispherical vessels on a hollow conical foot,
bowls with an S profile and others were also noted at
this site. The ornaments are rare and consist of plastic
decorations such as button-like motifs with an indent
in the middle, plastic vertical ribs, horseshoe shaped
handles and the already mentioned plastic extensions
on the rims of the vessels. Decorations such as incised
triangles, zigzag or wavy lines, which usually follow
the small circular indentations, are scarce (Pl I11/36).17

12 Crankoscku 2002, 29-48; Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012,
85-95 and quoted literature.

13 The site of Taticev kamen has been explored since 2001,
under the leadership of J. Stankovski, to whom I am grateful for the
provided material.

14 For further details regarding the observatory and the ritual
space see: bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012, 269-277.

15 Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012, T. LIX/4, LX/15, 16, LX1/20,
LXI1/36.

16 Bynartosuh, Crankoscku 2012, T. LX/9-11, LXI/18, 21,
22,24-28.

17 Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012, T. LIX/1, 6, 7, LX/13, 14,
LX1/20, 23, LX11/32-44.
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Apart from the vessels, two oven models, of a simpler
form than the examples from the necropolis in Ranu-
tovac, were also noted as offerings in the ritual space.

* ok ok

The sites that were discovered during the protective
archaeological campaign, conducted along the E 75
motorway, especially the necropolis in Ranutovac,
provided important information about the life of the
Early Bronze Age communities in the territory of south-
eastern Serbia. First of all, the location of the sites of
Kovacke Njive in Pavlovac and Gradiste in Davidovac
confirmed that, in the Early Bronze Age, in Southern
Pomoravlje, the settlements were formed mainly on the
terraces of larger rivers,'® assuming the cultural layer
noted in Pavlovac and the pit in Davidovac actually
belong to the settlements. From a geological perspec-
tive, these settlements were formed on the edge of the
alluvial plain, in places where they pass into a terrain
of moderate washout and gullies, an area where the
configuration of the terrain gently rises. They appear,
at least based on current information, exclusively on
the left bank of the South Morava.'® Certainly, one of
the most significant results obtained throughout the
exploration of these sites was the large number of dif-
ferent types of vessels, which significantly added to the
knowledge of the material culture of the Early Bronze
Age communities in this territory. Previous researchers
were understandably cautious throughout the cultural
determination of the Early Bronze Age communities
around the upper and middle course of the South Mora-
va, since finds with characteristic features were lacking.
Based on the small number of existing finds, it was
assumed that the Bubanj—Hum III culture stretched to
the Skopje Valley in the south, where it came into con-
tact with the Armenochori culture.?0 Just a few years
ago, findings were published which indicate that this
territory belonged to a border area where the influ-
ences of Bubanj—Hum III culture?! from the north and
Armenochori culture from the south were combined,
which more or less confirmed these assumptions. How-
ever, what remained were the problems of delimitation
and the chronological relationship between these two
cultures, which were again made topical with explora-
tions of the Early Bronze Age sites in north-eastern
Macedonia. Specifically, ceramic production from the
sites in Kokino Selo and Pelince pointed to much stron-
ger cultural links with the north, the Bubanj—Hum III
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culture, as well as with the sites in western Bulgaria,
rather than with the Armenochori culture in the south,?2
whilst on the other hand, at the site in Lopate, not far
from Kumanovo, ceramics exclusively from the Arme-
nochori culture were noted.2 The only certain thing is
that, at least for a brief period, these cultures were con-
current, given that, at the sites in Kokino Selo and Pelin-
ce, the finds with visible influences from the Armeno-
chori culture were noted.2* Unfortunately, since we still
do not have at our disposal any absolute dates, the
question of the exact mutual relationship between the
communities from these cultures remains open. The ne-
cropolis discovered in Ranutovac, as well as the finds
from the other sites presented in this paper have, how-
ever, served to supplement our current understanding,
at least in the sense of the interpretation of the material
and spiritual culture in this region in the Early Bronze
Age, which will be further discussed later in this paper.

The most indicative type of vessel from this period,
characteristic of both cultures, is a pear-shaped beaker
with two handles. It was noted, however, that these
beakers in Armenochori culture are mostly of a slimmer
shape, and that the handles considerably exceed the
level of the rim of the vessel, whilst in Bubanj—Hum III
culture they are mainly stocky, with handles predomi-
nantly at the same level as the rim, or only slightly
above it.2> The fact that a large number of these vessels
of a recognisable appearance was noted in a wide area
of the central Balkans in the Early Bronze Age, led
some authors to define a specific culture named after

18 Bynatosuh, Crankoscku 2012, 197-198.

19" A possible reason for this is the motorway which passes
along the left bank of the river, whilst the right bank remains unex-
plored. However, it is more likely that the left bank was more suit-
able for living, since it faces east and, as such, has a more favourable
position regarding the cardinal points, which was an important
parameter in choosing a place for a settlement in prehistory.

20 The finds from Armenochori and neighbouring sites were
singled out and classified into the Early Bronze Age by W. Heurtley
(19309, 85), however, the Armenochori culture was ultimately defined
by M. Garasanin (1958, 122—-123). About the prevalence of the cul-
ture see: Garasanin 1983, 720. Macedonian authors for this culture
in the territory of Pelagonia and southern Macedonia use the name
Karamani or Pelagonian cultural group (Kuranocku 1978, 51;
Mitrevski 2003, 44).

21 Bynarosuh 2007, 35.

22 Mitrevski 2003, 45; Alexandrov 2007, 229; Bulatovic
2011, 8.

23 Sanev 1999, 130, 133-134.

e Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012, 341.

25 Bulatovi¢ 2011, 4.
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them — the culture (horizon) of two handled beakers.2°
It is interesting that, at the necropolis in Ranutovac,
even though it is located more than 50 km north of the
northernmost site of the Armenochori culture (Lopate
near Kumanovo), finds characteristic of the Armeno-
chori culture were noted in the largest number. These
are mainly beakers with handles that exceed the level
of the rim (PL. I/5, 12, 14), although the shape of some
of these beakers actually represents a variant of both
the Armenochori and Bubanj—Hum III type of beakers
(PL. 1/6-7, 13). The finds also included a dual vessel
(PL. 1/4), a globular amphora with a cylindrical neck
(P1. 1I/15), cups with a handle that greatly exceeds the
level of the rim (P1. I/2, 3, 11), a vessel on a tall foot
(P1.1/9), an askos and others. The aforementioned type
of beaker with handles that exceed the level of the rim
appear in a wide area from eastern Albania (Maliq I1I,
Tren I11a),2” to Thrace (Ezero I-11I, Junacite I1I, Razko-
panica V),?8 and from northern Greece (Armenochori,
Kastanas — from layer 26, Xeropigado, Archontiko,
Sitagroi Vb),%? through Macedonia (Bukri, Kravari,
Suvodol, Karamani, Lopate),30 to Southern Pomoravlje
(Ranutovac), also sporadically in the homeland of the
Bubanj-Hum III cultural group (Bubanj),3! and in the
south of Greece.? Similar beakers, with handles placed
on the vessel’s shoulder, have already appeared in a
larger number from the settlement Troy II1.33 Along
with these beakers, in the southern part of the necropo-
lis in Ranutovac, were noted globular amphorae with a
cylindrical neck, also characteristic of the Early Bronze
Age in the territory of Troy (starting from the settlement
of Troy II),3* through Thrace and northern Greece, to
Macedonia.?> An askos was found in the southern part
of the necropolis, and these vessels are characteristic of
Early Bronze Age Thrace and the northern Aegean,3¢
although they are also known from previous periods.3’
A classic shape of askos, as is the case of the example
from Ranutovac, appears in Troy only from settlement
IV, which chronologically coincides with the EH III
period, that is the EBA III period, to which settlements
in south-eastern Serbia belong.3® As well as in Troy,
askoi of the Early Bronze Age (EH II/III) were noted
in the previously mentioned territory that comprises
Thrace (Bereketskata Mogila, Djadovo — II stratum,
Karanovo VII),3? northern Greece (Agios Mamas)*? and
eastern Albania (Maliq ITla).*! The dual vessel (P1. 1/4),
noted in grave 1 in the northern part of the necropolis in
Ranutovac, however, is not characteristic of the mate-
rial culture of the communities in this territory. These
vessels appear here only sporadically, and mostly with
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ceramic inventory characteristic of this territory (Raz-
kopanica VI, the oldest stratum at Donja Brnjica,
Novacka Cuprija and Star Karaorman).*? These kinds
of vessels, however, very often occur in the Middle
and Late Bronze Age in the northern and central part of
the Balkans.

The vessel that stands out, by virtue of its appear-
ance, is most certainly the one on a tall hollow bell-
shaped foot (drum?), found in grave 6 in the northern
part of the necropolis (PI. 1/9). The vessels on tall feet,
but without perforations, were noted at the sites of
Tsoungiza and Zygouries,*> whilst those on shorter feet,
with similar perforations to those on the vessel from
Ranutovac, were also noted at Zygouries and Troy I,**
which points to a southern origin of the tall bell-shaped
feet.®

The finds that unambiguously connect the necrop-
olis in Ranutovac with the communities that lived in
the south, in the territory of the Armenochori culture,
are the stylised oven models (PI. I/8, PI. 1I/16). These
models were noted solely in the territory of northern

26 Stoji¢ 1996, 248-250; Nikolova 1999, 233-234.
27 Prendi, Bunguri 2008, T. VII, XXXIV/3, XLVII/6.

28 Jlemakos 1992, 18, 44, 006p. 4/m, 17/e; Nikolova 1999, 227,
fig. 10. 2; Detev 1981, fig. 37.

29 Heurtley 1939, cat. no. 318-349; Aslanis 1985, Taf. V/15;
Maniatis, Ziota 2011, fig. 8; Papaefthymiou-Papanthimou, Pilali-
Papasteriou 1997, 152, fig. 4; Rutter 1982, fig. 1/1; Renfrew et al.
1986, fig. 13. 20, 13. 20/25.

30" Cumocka, Canes 1976, kar. op. 239, 242; Cumocka 1984,
ci. 8, 13; Cumocka 1984a, ci. 4; Sanev 1999, P1. VI.

31 Tapamauun, Bypuh 1983, kat. 6p. 162, 164. This type of
beaker, together with a dual vessel, was noted in the oldest stratum
at D. Brnjica (Cpejosuh 2002, 169, ca. 25).

32 Rutter 1982, fig. 1/1; Rutter 2008, fig. 15.

33 Blegen et al. 1950, type A43, fig. 370a.

34 Blegen et al. 1950, fig. 389/35. 485, 395/35. 521.

35 Jlemakos 1992, 00p. 17/n, 26/al; Aslanis 1985, T. 111/9;
Blegen 1928, fig. 95-97; Bynarosuh, Crankoscku 2012, T. LIX/1.
36 Blegen et al. 1951, fig. 154b/D29.
Teoprues et al. 1979, obr. 174/x, 3.
Kokowski 2010, 66.
Jlemakos 1992, o6p. 11/a, 6, 18/, 26/1.
Heurtley 1939, cat. no. 191, 192; Aslanis 1985, Taf. 110/11,

37
38
39
40

119/8.
41

42

Prendi, Bunguri 2008, T. XXII/7.
Detev 1981, fig. 37; Cpejouh 2002, 169, ca. 25; Kpcruh
et al. 1986, T. XVI/1-3; Hanes 2009, kart. 6p. 65.

43 Pullen 2011, fig. 6. 75-6. 76; Blegen 1928, fig. 116.

44 Blegen et al. 1950, fig. 262/27; Blegen 1928, fig. 117.

45 Regarding the possibility that this object actually represents
a drum will be discussed further in the text.
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Greece, eastern Albania and Macedonia, and, chrono-
logically, they are tied to the Early Bronze Age and the
beginning of the Middle Bronze Age.*® In Ranutovac,
as many as four such examples were found which, con-
sidering also the stylistic-typological features of other
ceramics from the necropolis, confirms that the necro-
polis belongs to the Armenochori cultural circle and
excludes the possibility that they are only culturally
influenced or imported from the south.

The ceramics from the other sites, on the whole, also
resemble the ceramics of the Early Bronze Age (EBA
III) from the territory of northern Greece, although
they also have elements of the Bubanj—Hum III culture
(Davidovac, Pavlovac). The vessel with the globular
belly and large ribbon-shaped, obliquely placed han-
dles, from the pit in Davidovac, is reminiscent of those
from Kastanas (strata 22 and 23).*” The bowls with a
slight S profile, or with an inverted rim with plastic
decorations were noted at all the sites presented in this
paper, with the exception of Golo Rebro. These deco-
rations are one of the main characteristics of the Early
Bronze Age in Southern Pomoravlje and, judging by the
analogies, also in north-eastern Macedonia (Kokino,
Pelince) and western Bulgaria,*® with sporadic appear-
ances in Pelagonia (Bukri) as well.*? According to some
authors, these decorations survived from the previous
period (Bubanj—Hum II, or Glina IV in western Bulga-
ria),>? and they are of an autochthonous origin.>! There
is, however, also the possibility that they originated
from the Aegean Early Bronze Age, since these types
of decorations (identical to the one on the bowl from
Pavlovac — PL. 11I/35) were frequently present on the
bowls from the settlement of Troy I, although some
examples from Troy were decorated with engraved
representations of the human face.>®> This second
assumption is less likely since the chronological peri-
od between Troy I and the Early Bronze Age (EBA III)
in the interior of the Balkans is quite long, and within
that period similar decorations on ceramics, which could
possibly link these two cultures, have not been seen,
meaning they obviously originate from the north and
east, from the Bubanj—Hum II culture, or from the cul-
ture of the Early Bronze Age (EBA III) of western
Bulgaria. The bowls with an inverted rim and short rib-
bon-shaped handles that exceed the level of the rim
(Pl. ITI/31) or with either horizontally or obliquely
placed handles on the rim (Pl. 11I/34) are, on the other
hand, a typical occurrence of the Early Bronze Age in
Thrace and the northern Aegean. The bowls with ver-
tical handles were noted at Kastanas from stratum 263
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and Ezero (strata II-1II), * and the earliest examples
date back to Troy 1.3 The bowls with horizontal hand-
les were discovered at Sitagroi (stratum Vb),>® Agios
Mamas (pit D28), Kritsana (stratum IV), Kastanas
(stratum 24),>7 Karanovo VII,?® as well as many other
sites throughout this territory.

Another interesting find is a ceramic, hourglass
shaped, bottomless object, found in the pit in Davido-
vac which, according to analogies with other prehistoric
sites, represents a drum (tarabuka). Similar items are
known in prehistoric cultures all over Europe>® and,
based on the shape and dimensions of these drums, the
vessel on a tall, hollow, bell-shaped foot from the ne-
cropolis in Ranutovac could also be interpreted as a
drum (P1. 1/9), except that the skin on the example from
Ranutovac was pulled tight by tunnel-like handles,®0
and on the example from Davidovac using the oval
perforations.®!

The spiritual life of the communities of the Early
Bronze Age in this area is already well-known, pri-
marily due to the ritual places in Pelince and Kokino,
as well as the observatory in Kokino. The custom of
storing offerings, in the form of whole or parts of ves-
sels, or objects of stone, bone, ceramics and the like,
either in the ground or on a rock with circular stone
constructions around and above the pits, as noted in
Kokino (Fig. 5) and Pelince has, for now, no analogy in
the immediate vicinity. A similar ritual place, where the
ritual pits with gifts were surrounded by a large trench,
was discovered in Kazanlak, near Stara Zagora.62 The

46 For detail regarding the purpose, chronology, distribution
and cultural affiliation of these oven models see: Bulatovi¢ 2013,
1-13, with quoted literature.
47 Aslanis 1985, Taf. 40/8, 57/16.
Alexandrov 1998, fig. 3/8, fig. 5.
Cumocka 1984, ci1. 6.
Alexandrov 2007, 228-229, P1. VIIIL.
Bulatovic 2011, 8-9.
Blegen et al. 1950, fig. 253/18.
Aslanis 1985, Taf. 8/18.
JlemakoB 1992, o6p. 4/a.
Blegen et al. 1950, fig. 266/1.
Renfrew et al. 1986, fig. 13. 27/16, 19.
Aslanis 1985, Taf. 12/12, 106/4, 111/3, 112/3.
JlemrakoB 1992, 06p. 26/0.
Tepros 2011, 269-273; Wyatt 2008, 1-22; Aiano 2006,

43
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59

31-42.
60

6
62

Tepros 2011, 06p. 4; Aiano 2006, fig. 1-8; Wyatt 2008, fig. 1.
Tepros 2011, o6p. 1, 2.
Hukonos 2008, 23-32.
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Sites of the Bubanj—Hum III —
Pelince — Pernik culture

Jlokamretu Bybam—Xym III —
Ilenunue — [lepHuk kyaType

Sites of the Armenochori culture
JlokanureT ApMEHOXOPU KYJType

Sites with elements of both cultures

JlokanureTy ca eJleMeHTUMa
00e KyJIType

Map 2. More significant sites of Bubanj—Hum III — Pelince — Pernik culture and Armenochori culture

Kapiua 2. Baxcuuju aokaautmieiiu bybar—Xym I — Heaunye — Iepruk kyaiype u Apmenoxopu Kyaiype

finds from these pits belong to the Early Bronze Age
III of Thrace,% which chronologically corresponds to
the sites in Kokino Selo and Pelince. Pits from the
Bronze Age containing different offerings are charac-
teristic of shrines in the region of the Southern
Rhodopes, but they also appear in western Bulgaria,®*
which could point to the direction through which this
custom arrived in the southern parts of the central
Balkans as well. Some similarities with these rituals
have been observed in Cretan mountain shrines, from
the beginning of the MMII period, in which a circular
space was formed using river stones, where offerings
were deposited, similar to those from Kokino Selo and
Pelince.%> The shallow pit discovered in Davidovac
probably belongs to that sacral idea of storing offer-
ings in the ground, into the bosom of the Great Mother,
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the goddess of fertility and protector of crops, where-
by several, almost whole vessels and one drum were
deposited, although around this pit a stone construc-
tion was not noted (Fig. 4). These customs which,
according to the analogies of finds and the distribution
of the sites, belong to the Aegean—Thracian cultural
circle, later expanded into the interior region of the
Balkans.%® The necropolises from the Early Bronze Age
with exclusively cremated deceased, as in Ranutovac,

63 Huwkosos 2008, 32.

64 Kocrosa 2006, 2.

%5 Nowicki 1994, 34.

66 Tlexosuh, Jesrth 2007, 125-140.
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have, so far, not been noted, either in these areas, or in
any distant regions.%” In this period the deceased were
usually inhumed, very rarely cremated, and only then
in the biritual necropolises in which inhumation dom-
inated. At the Xeropigado necropolis, in the north-west
of Greece, for example, where more than 200 graves
with inhumation have been discovered, only 12 were
cremations, or around 5%.%% Necropolises with only
inhumed deceased were noted in Thrace. In Albania,
tumuli with inhumed deceased are prevalent, whilst
graves with cremated deceased are extremely rare and
appear solely in the north of Albania in the Early Bronze
Age, whereas in the Middle Bronze Age they also
appear in the south of Albania.% In the area of the cen-
tral Balkans, in the Early Bronze Age, the custom of
solely cremation burials has not been noted, but there
are numerous necropolises with biritual burials. In the
area of the Belotic—Bela Crkva culture, several graves
with cremated deceased were noted,’? and at the ne-
cropolises under the tumuli in the West Morava valley,
both rituals were more or less equally present.”! The
closest territory in which, around this time, the almost
exclusive ritual of cremation burials was noted is Olte-
nia.”> However, due to the large distance between the
regions, it cannot be linked with this custom in the far
south-east of Serbia.

For now, the necropolis in Ranutovac, where exclu-
sively cremated deceased were noted, remains the only
one of its kind in the territory of the central Balkans,
and it is possible that the reason for this sole ritual is
social, micro regional, sacral, economic or some other
in nature, and it does not necessarily have to be linked
with the cultural affiliation of the communities that
practiced it. Nevertheless, it has to be mentioned that the
spiritual concept of storing offerings in shallow pits
with circular stone constructions at the necropolis of
Ranutovac closely resembles the rituals noted in near-
by Kokino Selo, Pelince and Davidovac, as well as the
other sacred places which belong to the Aegean—Thra-
cian sacral area.

The necropolis in Ranutovac can, at this time, only
be chronologically determined by relative dates.
Closest to this necropolis, according to both the burial
custom (both inhumation and cremation) as well as the
grave offerings (beakers with two handles), is the ne-
cropolis of Xeropigado, in the north-west of Greece,
which has been chronologically determined using
absolute dates. This necropolis is dated to a period of
about seven centuries, starting at the end of the 25th
century BC.”? The house at Archontiko, in which 12
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beakers with two handles were found, similar to the
examples from Kokino Selo, Ranutovac and others,
was dated to the periods 2275-2139; 2199-2135 and
2196-2050 BC (23"9-21% century BC). At the same site,
oven models similar to those in Ranutovac were also
discovered, which connect these two sites from the per-
spective of material culture as well.”* Maliq — strata
IITa—IIIb, as well as Kastanas — strata 26—22b (the most
numerous analogies with the ceramics from our sites
were noted in stratum 22b) in which was identified a
large number of stylistic-typological characteristics
identical or similar to the ceramics from the sites of the
upper course of the South Morava and from Gornja
Pcinja, were also dated to the period of the final quarter
of the 3" and the beginning of the 2" millennium BC.”>
To approximately the same period we can date the pre-
sented finds from Davidovac, Neradovac and Pavlo-
vac, whilst it should be noted that the mutual chrono-
logical relation between these sites cannot be precisely
determined without absolute dates.

The dates for the Bubanj—Hum III culture, whose
cultural elements, together with the elements of the
Early Bronze Age of western Bulgaria,’® dominate on
the ceramics from the sites in Pelince and Kokino Selo,
appear to be slightly younger, at least in the far north
of its territory. Thus, the pit from the Early Bronze Age
at Novacka Cuprija, with finds characteristic of the
Bubanj—Hum III culture, was determined by calibrat-
ed dates to 2160—1850 BC,”7 whilst the oldest stratum

67 In central Greece and in the Peloponnese, for example, in
the Early Bronze Age (EH I-III) necropolises with burnt deceased
were not noted (Weiberg 2007, 188), nor in Thrace (Todorova 2003,
295-296) or Muntenia (Schuster 2003, 109-119).

68 Maniatis, Ziota 2011, 461.

Prendi, Bunguri 2008, 225.

Tapamanun 1973, 361-367.

Imurposuh 2009, 115.

Schuster 2003, 138.

° Maniatis, Ziota 2011, 461-478.
[MorigvOoptov-TloravOipov, [MAain-Ilaroctepiov
1998, 87.

75 Prendi, Bunguri 2008, 274; Aslanis 1985, 318, Abb. 130.

76 For this culture that covered the territory of western Bulgaria,
Southern Pomoravlje, eastern Serbia and north-eastern Macedonia,
the proposed name was Bubanj III — Pernik culture (Nikolova 1999,
233), that is Bubanj—Hum III — Pelince II-III — Pernik culture (Bula-
tovi¢ 2011, 11). S. Alexandrov also considers that the territory of
south-western Bulgaria in the Early Bronze Age (EBA III) belonged
to the cultural area of the central Balkans (Alexandrov 1998, 231).

77 Kperuh et al. 1986, 34.
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at Ljuljaci is dated to 1950—-1900 BC.”® Stratum III at
Junacite, where beakers of the Bubanj—Hum III type
were noted along with other finds, is dated to
2300-2000 BC.”?

As can been seen, all the known dates for both cul-
tures are derived from different sites, which are, additi-
onally, quite far apart from each other. Therefore, based
on these dates, their chronological relation cannot be
defined. The only certain thing is that the territory of
the upper course of the South Morava and north-eastern
Macedonia were, at least for a short while, a contact
zone between the Bubanj—Hum III and Armenochori
cultures (Map 2), whilst their more precise chronolog-
ical relation can only be determined with a series of
absolute dates, from several indicative sites.

According to some elements noted on the ceramics
from absolutely dated sites of the Early and Middle
Bronze Age in the central Balkans, such as the vessels
with horizontally placed handles with horn-like exten-
sions, beakers with two handles which exceed the level
of the rim (Ljuljaci — second horizon),® or dual vessels
(Novacka Cuprija),8! it can be determined that the peri-
od in which the Armenochori culture spread towards
the north and actually met the Bubanj—Hum III culture
in the region of Kumanovo and in the upper course of
the South Morava, was somewhere between the end of
the 3" and the beginning of the 2"d millennium BC.

CONCLUSION

Based on all previously presented data, as well as
the data presented in this paper about the material, and
especially the spiritual culture of the communities from
this territory, if we take a wider view of the Early
Bronze Age Balkans, it is possible to discern a certain
cultural unity in the territory of the northern Aegean,
Thrace, northern Greece and the Central Balkans, which
can be defined as a uniform cultural zone. This cultural
unity is the result of the development of the autochtho-
nous cultures, but also the interaction of the cultures
from the Aegean circle with cultures from the interior of
the Balkan Peninsula throughout the previous periods.
Within this uniform cultural zone, among others, can
also be defined two almost concurrent cultural mani-
festations, the Bubanj—Hum III — Pelince — Pernik cul-
ture (complex), which comprises western Bulgaria,
Southern Pomoravlje, eastern Serbia and north-eastern
Macedonia, and the Armenochori (Pelagonian) culture,
whose territory stretches from northern and western
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Greece, and eastern Albania in the south, to northern
Macedonia in the north. The results of the explorations
of the new sites and the finds presented in this paper
confirmed the assumptions that the Armenochori cul-
ture included, at least in one period of its existence, the
territory of Southern Pomoravlje as well. Based on the
available data, it cannot be determined, with any preci-
sion, the time at which this group started its expansion
towards the north, that is to say when it spread to
Southern Pomoravlje. However, according to the avai-
lable data and absolute dates, it is generally assumed
that it happened at sometime towards the end of the 3™
or the beginning of the 2"d millennium BC. Based on
the topography of the Early Bronze Age sites in the ter-
ritory of north-eastern Macedonia and the upper course
of the South Morava, it can be said that the Early Bronze
Age was arelatively peaceful period, as the settlements
were set in lowland parts of the territory, and hill fort
settlements were absent. In the mountainous region a
larger, possibly even regional shrine (Kokino) was
formed, where stylistic-typological elements of both
cultures were noted, whilst smaller ritual places (Davi-
dovac, Pelince) were also organised in the lowland
parts of the territory, probably near settlements. Such
topographical features of the sites, considering the
presence of finds from both cultures in some of them,
point to the fact that, even if there were certain cultur-
al or ethnic changes in this period, such as cultural
penetrations or migrations from the south, they were
not violent, but gradual and led to the peaceful coexis-
tence of the communities of both cultures.

These two, obviously related cultures, with pottery
inventory of very similar stylistic-typological charac-
teristics, probably arose from similar cultural roots.
However, their cultural-chronological relation, unfor-
tunately, cannot be more precisely defined without a
series of absolute dates and further research.

Within the cultures from the end of the Early and
into the Middle Bronze Age in the central Balkans,
however, the elements of the Armenochori culture are
recognisable, which would indicate that, apart from the
autochthonous Bubanj—Hum III culture, this culture
also left its mark on the genesis and the development
of the Middle Bronze Age in the Balkans.

78 Bormanosuh 1986, 70.

79 Nikolova 1999, 226.

80 Borganosuh 1986, kar. op. 50, 51.
81 Kperuh et al. 1986, T. XVI/1-3.
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Pe3ume:

AJIEKCAHIAP I1. BYTTATOBUR, Apxeosoimku UHCTUTYT, beorpan

HOBH HAJIA3HU KAO ITPHJIOT ITPOYYABALY
PAHOTI' bPOH3AHOTI' 1OBA Y JY2KHOM JAEJY
IEHTPAJIHOI' BAJIKAHA

Kwyune peun. — Pano 6ponsano no0a, jyxuo [Tomopasibe, [opma [Tuuma, ApmeHoxopu Kyarypa, Bybam—Xywm III kyarypa.

Y oBOM pany cy NnpefcTaB/beH! Pe3yJITaTi UCTPAsKUBAba JIOKA-
JIMTeTa paHor OpoH3aHor 100a KOjU CY eBUISHTUPAaHU Ha Tpacu
ayronyTa E 75, y okosmau Bpama, ka0 1 HOBU HaJla3u ca JIOKa-
mrera Tatuhe kamen y Kokunom Ceny kon KymaHoBa, y Pe-
nyosamny MakenoHuju.

Peu je o pe3yaTaTMa UCTpakUBamba HEKPOIIOJIE CIaJbEHUX
TMOKOjHUKa y PaHyToBILy, 3aTUM puTyaHe jame y JlaBuioBILy, Kao
u Hanasuma u3 Jower Hepanosua, ITasiosua u Kokusor Cena
(xapra 1). Hekporona y PanyToBity, koja ce Hana3u Ha oko 5 km
ceBepHO off Bpama, cactojana ce 13 1Ba feja — jy>KHOT 1 CeBep-
Hor, Ha MehycoOHoj ynamseHocTu o oko 20 m. JyHu Jieo He-
KporoJie je 610 MHOIO 60Jbe OUYBaH U Y BeMy Cy KOHCTATOBAaHU
rpoGOBH KOje Cy UMHWIIE IUIUTKE jaMe, ca CJIOOOIHO MOXPabe-
HIM OCTallMa CIaJLeHOT ITOKOJHHUKA, KOjU Cy Y HEKUM Cllydaje-
BUMa OuIM MokpuBeHU nocynoMm (ci. 1-3). Y rpobosuma cy
KOHCTaTOBAHH MPUJIO3U y BUALY LIEJINX Nocyna uim Behux par-
menara nocyna (T. 1/1-17), a oko jama 1 U3HaD BUX je PopMu-
paHa Kpy»Ha KaMeHa KOHCTpYyKIIMja npeyHuka 1-2 m. Y cesep-
HOM JIeJly HEKpOI10Jie OTKPUBEHO je U ucTpaxeHo 13 rpodoBsa, a
y jyxuoM zeqy 10 rpo6osa. Ocum nocyna, y rpoboBuma cy Ha-
benu crunuzoBanu monemu niehu (T. 1/8, T. 11/16) u jenna kame-
Ha repopupaHa CeKHpa.

¥ IaBunosuy, ynasseHoM 10 km jysxkHo o Bpama, npuim-
KOM 3alITUTHUX HckonaBamwa 2011. ronuHe oTKpUBEHa je jenHa
Kpy»KHa jama, nnpeyHuka oko 0,7 m u nyoune oxo 0,2 m (ci1. 4),
y Kojoj cy Hahenu jenan 6yoam o meyeHe 3emunbe (T. I11/30), 3a-
THM Tpu Beha 1 1Ba Mama (pparMeHTa pas3anunuTuX 37174, Kao
u Behu pparment amdope (T. 11/25-28, T. 111/29).

¥ IlasunoBity, Ha oko 7 km jy»kHO o Bpamwa, Ha JjokamreTy
KoBauke m1Be, OTKPUBEHO je HEKOJIMKO Hajla3a KOju IpUIafajy
panom 6ponzanom 100y (T. I11/19-24), a jenan pparmeHT kepa-
MHKE 13 TOT MIepHofia OTKPUBEH je U Ha JIoKaiuTeTy ['omo pe6po
y Homem Hepanosiy, Ha oko 3 km jyxno on Bpama (T. 11/18).
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CBu JIOKAJMTETH HaJla3e ce Ha Tepacy Ha JieBoj obamm Jy-
skHe Mopase, Ha pyOy ajyBUjaJiHe paBHU.

CTHIICKO-THUIIONIONIKE KapaKTEePUCTHKE Kepamuke 13 Pany-
ToBua u Jlower Hepanosia onrosapajy ApMeHOXOpH KyJTYpH,
Koja je y paHo 6ponsano no6a (EBA III) odyxBaTasa Teputopu-
jy ceepHe I'puxe, ucroune Andanuje u Ilesaronuje, 1ok Hajnasu
n3 IMaBnosna, Jasunosua u Kokunor Cesna nmajy kapakrepu-
cTUKe 1 ApMEHOXOPHU KyJIType, aim u bybam—Xywm III kyarype,
Kao M KyJType paHor 6poHsaHor f106a 3ananne byrapcke (Iep-
HUK KYJTYpa).

CakpaJiHu 00Muaj MoXpamuBamka 1apoBa y 3eMJjby, Y BUIY
LeJIMX MOCy/la UM BUXOBUX [IeJI0BA, KA0 U IPYTHX MpenMeTa,
ca Kpy>HIUM KaMEeHUM KOHCTpYKIIFjaMa OKO jaMe U U3HaT e,
koHcTatoBaH y Kokuny (ci1. 5) u [lenunity, anu u 'y JlaBunoBiy
(amm 0e3 kameHe KOHCTpYKIMje), CBakako mpumana Erejcko-
TpPayKOM CaKpaJHOM apeay, a BeoMa CIMYaH TyXOBHU KOH-
LIENT NOXPabiBaba 1apoBa Yy IUIUTKE jaMe OKPYKEeHe U TOKPU-
BeHe KPYKHIM KaMEHMM KOHCTpYKIMjaMa TPUCYTaH je W Ha
Hekponiosm y Panyrosiry.

Ha ocHOBY cBuX paHHje MPe3eHTOBaHMX MOJIAaTaKa, Kao U
MofaTaKa MpeACTaB/beHUX Y OBOM palgy O MaTepHujasHoj, a Ha-
POYUTO IYXOBHOj KYJITYpH 3ajeJHULIA PAHOT OPOH3aHOT 100a Ha
0BOj TepuTOpUjH, Ha BaskaHy je, mupe nmocmatpaHo, Moryhe
YOUUTH U3BECHO KYJITYPHO jeIMHCTBO HAa TEPUTOPUjU CEeBEpHE
Ereje, Tpakuje, ceBepHe ['puke u nieHTpasHor basikana, koje ce
MO2Ke IepUHNICATH Ka0 jeqUHCTBEHA KyJATypHA 30Ha. OBO KyJITyp-
HO jEIMHCTBO je pe3yJTaT pa3Boja ayTOXTOHUX KYJTypa, ajlid 1
MehycobHux ytunaja kyarypa us Erejckor kpyra u KynTypa us
YHYTPalI®bOCTH BaskaHCKor MosyocTpBa TOKOM IIPETXOIHUX
neprioa. YHyTap Te jeqUHCTBEeHE KyJITypHe 30He MOTY ce ie(H-
HIICATH, M3Mehy ocTannx, 1 ABe MPUOIIIKHO HCTOBPEMEHE KyJI-
TypHe Manudecranuje: bybaw — Xym 111 — [Neaunne — [epruk
KyJITypa (KOMIIJIEKC), Koja 00yxBaTta 3anaaHy byrapcky, jyKHO
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ITomopasibe, ucrouny Cpoujy u ceBepouctouny Makenonujy, u
Apmenoxopu (Ilenaronujcky) KyaTypy, uuja ce TepuTopuja npo-
cTUpe Ofl ceBepHe U 3amajnHe I'puke, u ucroyne AnbaHuje, Ha
jyry, no ceepHe MakenoHnuje, Ha ceBepy (Kapra 2).

Pesynraty mcrpakyBama HOBHUX JIOKQJIUTETa M HaJa3H
MIPE3eHTOBAHU y OBOM pajy MOTBPAWIN Cy IMPETIOCTaBKe Ja
ApMeHOXOpH KyJITypa 00yxBaTa, 0ap y jeAHOM IMEepUoay CBOje
ersucTeHumje, 1 Teputopujy jyxsor Ilomopasiba. Ha ocHOBY
TOCTYIHUX MOJjaTaKa He MOXKe Ce TauHO OIPEUTH BpeMe KaJa
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je oBa rpyma 3arouesia eKCraH31jy pema ceBepy, OTHOCHO Kaza
ce npormpuia 1o jyxkHor ITomopasiba, anu ce, mpema JOCTyI-
HVM TOfIallFIMa 1 ariCOIyTHUM JaTyMKMa, TPETIIOCTaBIba J1a ce
TO OKBHpPHO foroamio kpajeM III i nouetkom II Munenunjyma
Tpe H. e.

YTunaj ApMEHOXOPH KYJTYpe je IPENo3HAT/BUB U Y KYJITY-
pama cpenmer 6poH3aHOr 106a Ha IieHTpaiHoM bankany, ynme
je oBa KyJITypa OCTaBMJIA Tpar Uy FeHe3H 1 pa3Bojy OpoH3aHOr
no6a Ha BankanckoM NosyocTpBy.
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Plate I — Finds from the necropolis in Ranutovac, northern part (1, 3, 6, 8 — grave 7; 2 — grave 2; 4, 5 — grave I;
7 —grave 5; 9 — grave 6); southern part (10—12 — grave 17; 13 — grave 20; 14 — grave 21)

Tabaa I — Haaasu u3 nekpoiione y Panyimiosuyy, cesepuu geo (1, 3, 6, 8 — ipob 7; 2 — ipob 2; 4, 5 —ipo6 1;
7 —ipob 5; 9 —ipob 6); jyxcru geo (1012 — ipo6 17; 13 — ipob 20; 14 — ipob 21)
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Plate 11 — Finds from the southern part of the necropolis in Ranutovac (15 — grave 15; 16 — grave 20);
[fragment from the northern part of the necropolis (17 — grave 1); find from Donji Neradovac, Golo Rebro site (18);
finds from Paviovac, Kovacke Njive site (19-24); Davidovac, Gradiste site, pit finds (25-28)

Tabaa Il — Haaasu u3s jyxcrol geaa nekpotioae y Panyiiosuyy (15 — ipob 15; 16 — ipo6 20);
ppaimenisi us ceseprol geaa nekpoioae (17 — ipo6 1); naaas usz Jowei Hepagosua, aoxaauiiein I'oao pebpo (18)
naaasu u3 Iasaosuya, aoxaauiietii Kosauxe wuge (19-24); lasugosau, aoxaautiein I paguwiite, Haaasu u3 jame (25-28)
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Plate III — Davidovac, Gradiste site, pit finds (29, 30);
finds from the shrine at Tatikev Kamen site, Kokino Selo, Republic of Macedonia (31-38)

Tabaa Il — Tasugosau, aoxkaauitietni I paguwiiie, naaasu us jame (29, 30);
Haaasu u3 ceemiuanwmina na aoxkaauiieity Tamuhes kamen, Kokuno Ceno, Peiiybauxa Maxegonuja (31-38)
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