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Foreword

Since 1990, after practically 30 years and
the publication of the volume of the Starinar jour-
nal dedicated to the academician and professor
Milutin GaraSanin, the Institute of Archaeology in
Belgrade publishes a volume dedicated to a doyen
of both Serbian and European archaeology, Rasko
Vasi¢. In contrast to university centers, where this
kind of publications are usual, due to the position of
individuals as professors and teachers (Festschrift,
Homage...), the scientific researchers are usually
neglected in that respect, which can be seen in the
fact that this volume represents the first of a kind
published by the Institute of Archaeology. Bearing
in mind the significance and the influence of Vasi¢’s
work on ex-Yugoslav and prehistoric archaeology
of Europe, as well as the fact that he spent his entire
career at the Institute of Archaeology, we consider
this volume as a humble act of our gratitude for ev-
erything our dear colleague Vasi¢ did for archaeol-
ogy and the Institute, on occasion of his 80th birth-
day.

Indeed, Rastko Vasi¢ stands as a great of both
Serbian and Yugoslav archaeology, distinctly appre-
ciated and esteemed, which stands in opposition to
his humble and unobtrusive nature. Vasi¢’s scien-
tific and artistic educations often intertwined in his
papers dealing both with the protohistoric art and
the particular problems of the Bronze and Iron Age
in southeastern Europe. Years of work and scientific
questions led him to various phenomena of our pre-
historic archaeology, many of which he had himself
defined, but from time to time he used to go back
and discover the until then unobserved Iron Age art
of the Central Balkans. Only a glimpse of his bibli-
ography at the beginning of this volume reveals the
archaeological phenomena he had defined and inter-
preted, and through his serious and responsible sci-
entific work and afterwards authority introduced to
archaeology. His first monographs (Kyimypue epyne
cmapujez 26030enoe 0oba y Jyeocrasuju and The
Chronology of the Early Iron Age in Socialist Re-
public of Serbia) were created on basis of his doc-
toral dissertation and more than a couple of decades
since the publication represent often cited literature.

YBOI

Hakon 6e3mano 30 mera m Cmapunapa
noceeheHor akageMuky u mpodecopy Mumyrtu-
Hy lapamanuny u3 1990. ronune, ApxXeonomKku
WHCTUTYT y beorpanmy o0jaBibyje jeaHy 3aceOHY
nybnaukanujy nocsehieHy moajeHy CpIricKe, ald |
eBporicke apxeosoruje Pactky Bacuhy. 3a pasinu-
Ky O YHUBEP3UTETCKUX IICHTapa, I/Ie je OBaj THII
nyonukanuja (Festschrift, Hommage...) yoOu4ajen
300r TIO3UIMje MOjeANHIIa Kao Ipodecopa U ydu-
TeJba, HAYYHH CY PaJHUIM OOMYHO 3aHEMapeHH y
TOME TOrJeny, LITO Ce BUAM U MO0 TOME Ja je OBO
IpBa TakBa 3aceOHa myOnukanuja Hame kyhe. Ho,
nMajyhu y Buay 3Hadaj BacnheBux gema 3a OuBmry
JYTOCIIOBEHCKY M MPAauCTOPHjCcKy apxeonorujy E-
porie ¥ yTHIIa] Ha kY, Ka0 ¥ TO LITO j€ 1[0 CBOj paj-
HU BEK IPOBEO y APXEOIONIKOM MHCTHTYTY, CMa-
Tpaau cMo Ja je oBaj 300pHUK noBoaoM 80 roxnHa
KUBOTA jellaH CKPOMHH YHH HaIIe 3aXBaJTHOCTH 3a
CBe IITO je Aparu konera Bacuh yunnmo 3a apxeo-
norujy u UHCTHTYT.

Pactko Bacuh nmowcra mpejcraBiba BesnKa-
Ha CPIICKE U JYTOCIOBEHCKE apXeoJIoTHje, H3Pa3UTO
YBaKEHOT M LICEHCHOT, LITO je Y HEKY PYKY Y CyNpo-
THOCTH Ca FETOBOM CKPOMHOM W HEHAaMETJbUBOM
npuponoM. BacuheBo HaydHO, amy ¥ yMETHHYKO
00pa3oBame YECTO CE CYCTULANIO y HETOBUM IIp-
BUM pajJOoBHUMa, KaJla ce€ 0aBHO KaKO yMETHHYKUM
MPOTOMCTOPHjCKMM TE€MaMa, TaK0 W KOHKPETHHM
npobneMuMa TBO3IEHOT M OpoH3aHOr no0a jyro-
ncroune Esporne. I'onuHe paja U CTpy4Ha NMUTAkHA
o7iBeNIa Cy ra Ka MHOTMM (peHOMEHHMa Hallle Ipa-
HCTOPHjCKE apXeojoruje, o KOjux je HeKe M cam
neuHUCao, Al ce ¢ BpeMeHa Ha Bpeme Bpahao,
a yjelHO M OTKPHBAO IO Taja HE3alaXeHy yMeT-
HOCT TBO3/ieHOT 100a neHTpaiHor bankana. Camo
Y JISTUMHYAH IOTJIC/ Ha eroBy Onbmuorpadujy Ha
MOYETKY OBOT 300pHHKA TOBOPU O apXCOJOUIKHM
nojaBama koje je Bacuh ompeamno m mHTEpmperu-
pao, a CBOjUM 030MJbHUM W OJTOBOPHUM Hay4YHUM
pazoM W IOIHHUjUM ayTOPUTETOM yBeo y momahy
apxeosorujy. tberose npse monorpadwuje (Kyamyp-
He epyne cmapujez 28030eH0z 006a y Jyeociaguju u
The Chronology of the Early Iron Age in Socialist
Republic of Serbia), nacraze Ha OCHOBaMa JOK-
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A complete affirmation in Yugoslav archae-
ology for colleague Vasi¢ was the invitation to
write no less than 13 chapters for the 5th volume
of the distinguished publication Praistorija jugo-
slavenskih zemalja, as one of the youngest authors,
dealing with less familiar subjects or subjects with
scarce background data, undetermined origin or un-
defined to a great extent. It can be said that even
nowadays, after more than 30 years, Vasi¢’s certain
syntheses from the aforementioned publication, re-
main the postulates for the Iron Age of the Central
Balkans. Another significant work of Rastko Vasic,
although often not emphasized enough, is the fact
that under the invitation of the academician Dra-
goslav Srejovi¢, he participated in writing of 150
separate units in the unique domestic archaeological
encyclopedia - Arheoloski leksikon — preistorija Ev-
rope, Afrike i Bliskog Istoka, grcka, etrurska i rim-
ska civilizacija, a paper that Yugoslav and Serbian
archaeology lacked for a number of decades. His in-
ternational reputation was confirmed by five mono-
graphs published within the prestigious Prdhisto-
rische Bronzefunde edition. In parallel with that,
through his advice and influence, as well as through
his scientific renown, he aided younger colleagues
to prepare the volumes for the same edition.

In that context, it is important to mention that
defending boards for magister or doctoral thesis
on the subject on Bronze and Iron Age could not
be imagined without the presence of the colleague
Vasi¢. On such occasions, not a single critique or a
bad word could be heard from Vasi¢, but positive
opinion and useful suggestions above all, so that
the candidate could properly prepare the thesis for
future publication. Rastko Vasi¢ has been a mem-
ber of the editorial board for the Starinar journal
for more than 40 years, as well as for many other
corpora and journals in the territory of southeastern
Europe. As a member of editorial staff or as a re-
viewer of papers and monographs, he would always
point out the qualities of the submitted material, and
if the other members of editorial staff or reviewers
decided to reject the material, his benevolent sug-
gestions would help in publishing each useful paper
after all, even in some other journal. Also, as a long-
time director of scientific projects at the Institute of
Archaeology, he would always do his best to help

TOpCKE JAWCepTaluje, U Jajbe Cy, HEKOJIHKO Jelie-
HHja HaKOH 00jaBJbUBAHA, IITHPAHO IITHBO.

[Motyny adupmanmjy y jyrociioBEHCKO]
apxeonoruju konera Bacuh noxuBeo je kama je
MO3BaH Ja, Kao jedaH on Tama Hajmimahux aytopa,
Hanuuie yak 13 noriassea 3a ToM V uyBeHe /lpauc-
mopuje jyeociasencKux 3emMasba, i TO Ha HEKe TeMe
0 KOjMa C€ Majio 3HaJI0 WM y BE3W C KOjuMa Cy
rojialy OMJITM IITYpPH, HEjaCHOT TOpeKia U J00puM
nenoM Heneduuucanu. Moxe ce pehu ja u nanHac,
HakoH 30 u BuIIe TonuHa, ojenuue Bacuhese cun-
T€3e M3 OBE CepHje U JaJbe OCTajy jeIUHH IOCTY-
JaTH TBO3ACHOT Ao00a mentpanHor bamkana. Jormn
jemaH 3HadajaH AONPHUHOC OBOTA THIA, YUHU C€,
HUje JOBOJHHO TIOMHIbAH Y J0CAIAIIHEM HErOBOM
pany, a TO je YMI-CHUIIA JIa j¢ Ha TIO3HMB aKaJeMUKa
HparociaBa CpejoBuha yuecTBOBao y W3pau Ipe-
ko 150 3ace0HMX jeTMHMIIA Y jeTMHCTBEHO] ToMaho)j
apXEOJIONIKO] EHIMKIONEANJU — ApXxeonowku ne-
Kcukon — npeucmopuja Eepone, Agppuxe u Bruckoe
UCMOKA, 2puKa, empypcKa U PUMCKA YUSUIU3AYU]d,
JIeNTy KOje je JIyTM HU3 JICLICHUja HeJ0CTajasio jyro-
CJIOBEHCKO] M CPIICKOj apXeoyoruju. MehyHaponau
yIlIe[ MOTBPAMO je ca MeT MOHorpaduja y mpec-
THKHO] enuuuju Prdhistorische Bronzefunde, nox
j€ Tapayie;THO CaBeTHMa M CBOJHM yTHIIajeM, Kao U
Hay4YHUM PEHOMEOM, omarao miahjum xosjerama aa
MIPUIIPEME CBOjE CBECKE 3a UCTY CIAUIIU]Y.

Y ToMe KOHTEKCTY, BAXKHO je TOMEHYTH Jia ce
0e3 konere Bacuha Hije MoTIIa 3aMUCIIUTH KOMUCH-
ja 3a ogOpaHy MarucTapckKux WIN JTOKTOPCKHUX JTU-
cepranyja Ha TeMy OpOH3aHOT WJIM CTapHjerT TBO3-
neHor no6a. Tom npuiIMKoM off Bera ce HUje Morya
YyTH MOKYy/a WM JiolIa ped, Beh HamacBe mo3uTHB-
HO MHIIJbCHE¢ M KOPHUCHE CYTeCTHje Kako OW KaH-
JUTaT CBOj€ AEJI0 aJleKBaTHO MpUIpeMuo 3a Oyayhe
o0jaBJbuBame. [Ipeko 40 roguHa 4aH je peaakiuje
CrapuHapa, Ka0 ¥ MHOTHX 300pHHKA W YacOIHCa
Ha mpocTopy jyroucroune EBpone. Kao uect unan
pelaKimja Wik PerieH3eHT pajioBa U MOHOTpadHja,
YBEK je UCTHIA0 KBAIUTETE TIPIIIOTA, & YKOIMKO O1
Ce OCTarak peaaKifje WK JAPYTH PEIeH3CHTH Of-
Y4 Ja ofA0ujy ayTopa, OH O cecBojuM Omaro-
HAKJIOHHM CyTeCTHjaMa TPYIUO Jia CBaKA KOPHCTaH
pan unax Oyzne 00jaBJbeH, 11a MaKap y HEKOM JIpyroM
yaconucy. Takohe, Kao TyroroJuImb1 PyKOBOJHIIALL
HAyYHHUX TIpojeKkara y ApPXCOJIONKOM WHCTUTYTY,



Foreword / YBox

young colleagues on each matter, never striking as a
boss or a superior.

Plenty of details on the private and profes-
sional life of Rastko Vasi¢, both as an archaeolo-
gist and painter and literate, can be found in the
continuation of this volume, which was one of the
ideas of the editors. Therefore, about 60 pages are
dedicated to his life and work, biography and a de-
tailed bibliography, while the interview is illustrated
with Vasi¢’s numerous paintings, selected by the
celebrant himself. Afterward, there is a collection
of papers dedicated to the colleague Vasi¢, written
in English, German, Russian and the ex-Yugoslav
languages, assorted chronologically. Unfortunately,
certain authors which were invited in agreement
with the celebrant did not respond, primarily due to
the poor health, so the editors once again point out
that they regret the situation, although on the other
hand, we are grateful and proud of the content of the
volume, on 33 authors of the papers, and the editori-
al board comprised of prominent names of the word
archaeology from nine different countries.

Through this volume, the editorial board
and the Institute of Archaeology would like to heart-
ily congratulate the jubilee to our colleague Vasi¢
and to wish him many more years in archacology.

Vojislav Filipovi¢
Aleksandar Bulatovi¢
Aleksandar Kapuran

TPYAHO ce a IOMOTHE MialiM KoJierama 1o CBUM
MATalkbUMa, He TIOCTaBJbajyhu ce MpUTOM Kao 1med.

MHoru nIetajbu O NMPHUBAaTHOM M mpodecu-
OHaJHOM >kuBoTy Pactka Bacuha u kao apxeoo-
ra, ¥ Kao CIMKapa W KIbIDKeBHUKA, MOTY ce Hahn
y HacTaBKy OBOT 300pHHKa, IITO je Ouia M jemHa
on uaeja npupehusaya. Crora je mpBUX IIe3/ECe-
Tak cTpaHa NMocBeheHO HEroBOM XXHMBOTY M pamy,
ouorpaduju u gerasbHOj OuOMMOrpaduju, OOK je
WHTEPBjy WIycTpoBaH Opojuum BacuheBum ciu-
Kama, o u300py camor ciaBibeHHKa. HakoH Tora
YIPWIMYEHH CypaJoBH nocBehenu koeru Bacuhy,
Ha CHIVICCKOM, HEMA4yKOM, PYCKOM M je3WIIMMa Ou-
Bmre JyrocimaBwje, mopehaHW IO XPOHOJIOIIKOM
pexy. Haxanocr, ojequHu ayTopu MO3BaHU Y KOH-
cyiTanyjama ca CIIaBJbeHHKOM HHCY C€ Of1a3Bajiu
MO3UBY, TIOIJIABUTO 300T HAPYIICHOT 3[PAaBCTBEHOT
CTama, Ia yPeTHUIH U OBOM IPHIMKOM HAIIOMUIbY
na »kaie 300T OBakBOTI pa3Boja cutyaruje. C npyre
CTpaHe, TOHOCHU CMO Ha capikaj 300pHUKa — KaKo
Ha 33 ayTopa nmpuiiora, Tako U Ha peAaKiyjy, y Kojoj
CYy BPXYHCKa UMCHA CBETCKE apXeoJIoTHje U3 JICBET
3emMasba.

Konern Bacwhy ypemuurm u ApXeoionku
WHCTUTYT OBUM 300pHHMKOM OJI CpIIa YECTUTA]y jyOu-
JIej ¥ JKeJe jOIT MHOTO TOMHA Pasia y apXeoJoTHjH.

BojuciaB ®wimnosuh
Anexcannap bynmatosuh
Anekcannap Kamypan



In the National Museum in Belgrade, 2018 (by Aca Pordevic)
Y Haponuom my3ejy, 2018. rongune (dporo Aua Hophesuh)
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Particular Types of Bowls as Heralds
of a New Age in the Balkans'

- Contribution to the study of cultural and possible ethnic movements in southeast
Europe at the end of Bronze and the beginning of Iron Age -

Aleksandar Bulatovié¢

Abstract: Slightly biconical bowls, the rims or entire upper cone of which are decorated with facets
or channels, as well as semi-globular bowls of inverted rim, of identical ornamentation, are char-
acteristic of the Late Bronze and Early Iron Ages sites within the territory of the Balkan Peninsula.
This very indicative bowl shape is the main topic of this paper, as it could be connected with possible
ethnic and cultural movements in the Balkans at the transition from the second into the first millen-
nium BC. The first part of this paper deals with bowl typology in order to survey the genesis, evolu-
tion and distribution thereof, followed by given indicative sites from Moravia in the north, down to
Greece in the south. The closing part of this paper deals with an analysis of problems concerning
origin, chronology and distribution of the mentioned bowls, as well as with possible chronological
and regional differences between individual types or varieties.

Key words: Slightly biconical shaped bowls of channeled or faceted rims, Caka Culture, Carpathian
Basin, Balkan Peninsula, Aegean Migration (?).

Slightly biconical bowls, the upper cone (rim and shoulder) of which are decorated with
horizontal and slanted facets or slanted channels, as well as semi-globular bowls with an inverted
rim decorated with horizontal facets or slanted channels, are characteristic for the very end of
Bronze Age and mark the beginning of Iron Age in many cultural groups within the Balkan Pen-
insula.

The problem of their origin, chronology, and distribution has been present in archaeologi-
cal literature for a long time. Many authors perceived the significance of this ceramic shape as
the chronological, ethnic and cultural interpretation of the Late Bronze, that is, Early Iron Ages
within the territory of the Balkans. Pottery from the burned layers in the Vardina and Vardaroftsa
sites in the north of Greece, among which there were bowls with inverted, slanted channeled rims,
was previously designated by W. Heurtley as Danubian pottery or Lausitz ware, connecting its
origin to the Danube Basin.?

The bowls could have originated from two regions — first, the region between the eastern
branch of the Alps and Lower Carpathians, in which the Beierdorf-Velatice Culture was develop-
ing at the time, and second, the Upper Tisza Region in which the Gava Culture® at the end of the
Late Bronze Age appeared. T. Kemenczei believes that bowls with slanted channeled (twisted)
rims originate from the western part of the Carpathians and appear in the Br C-D periods.* How-
ever, majority of authors dealing with this subject-matter think that the appearance of these bowls

! This article presents a shortened and renewed version of the article published earlier in Serbian (Bymnarosuh 2010).

2 Heurtley 1939, 217-218. Compare: Stefanovich 1973, 148-161 and quoted literature.

3 K. Vinski-Gasparini (Vinski-Gasparini 1973, 36) connects it to the Beierdorf-Velatice Culture, being the local variety
of the Urnfield Culture, as well as B. Covi¢, who considers the bowls to be influenced by the Urnfield Culture —
Urnfelder Kultur (Covi¢ 1983, 404). On the other hand, Garaganin thinks this bowl type to have originated from the
present Hungarian territory, but allows possibility for the variety with the faceted rim to stem from the central Balkan
region (lapamanun 1973, 309).

4 Kemenczei 1975, 45-70.
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should be chronologically placed into the Br D-Ha A1 period, according to Reinecke’s chrono-
logical system.’

M. GaraSanin closely connects bowls with a horizontal faceted rim found in the central
part of the Balkan Peninsula with the Mediana I horizon, dated to the Br C-D periods, accord-
ing to Reinecke’s chronological system. Such early dating of the bowls is very intriguing as it is
simultaneous or even older than the period in which they appear in the northwest of Hungary or
in Slovakia, being their home territory according to the majority of authors.® GaraSanin also al-
lows for the possibility of the appearance of the bowl types with horizontally faceted rim within
the Mediana cultural group territory, explaining his hypothesis by the evolution of the channeled
ornament from the older, so called, Slatina group.” Slightly biconical bowls with a horizontally
faceted rim and shoulders were found at the Hisar site in the South Morava Basin, in a housing
feature belonging allegedly to stratum I, dated into the period that also precedes the period in
which they appear in the Middle Danube Basin.®

The more recent data from the central Balkan territory imposed revisions of this problem,
with a broader approach and the aim to discover closer origins of these bowls, distribution direc-
tions thereof, much more precise chronology, and to recognize possible chronological, stylistic,
distributional and other differences of diverse varieties of this bowl type in the Balkans.

For the analysis of bowls, particularly on sites where they appear very early, reliable finds
from single stratified sites, or sites where they were found in graves, isolated cultural layers and
other closed units were mainly used in order to achieve more competent and precise dates on the
time of appearance and distribution of these bowls.

Types of slightly biconical bowls and bowls with an inverted rim

The analysis of stylistic and typological shapes of these bowls within the territory of the
Balkan Peninsula, from their early appearance up to the Early Iron Age, shows two basic types
with four diverse varieties each (Table 1):

Types:
I — Slightly biconical bowls and bowls with an inverted rim, the rim or entire upper cone of
which (rim and shoulder) is horizontally or slantwise faceted and
IT — Slightly biconical bowls and bowls with an inverted rim, the rim or entire upper cone of
which (rim and shoulder) is channeled with slantwise channels.
111 — Slightly biconical bowls with an inverted rims without ornaments, or with only one hori-
zontal facet.

Varieties:
Ia — Slightly biconical bowl with horizontally faceted upper cone,
Ial — Slightly biconical bowl with slantwise faceted upper cone,
Ib — semi-globular bowl with an inverted rim with one horizontal facet
Ic — semi-globular bowl decorated with horizontal facets below the rim (this variety does not
have a slightly biconical profile or inverted rim, but the established typological similarity to
these bowls included them into the typology),
ITa — slightly biconical bowl, the upper cone of which is decorated with slanted rib-like chan-
nels (angle of modeled channels regularly is greater than 30°),

5 Ciugudean 1994, 25-40; Hellebrandt-Magdolna 1990, 93-111; Peschel 1987, 111-127 and etc.
¢ Tapamranun 1973, 309.

" Tapamranun 1973, 308-309. Compare with: Garasanin 1996, 212-213, Beil.1/B1. Consult terminology problem con-
cerning terms Mediana group and Slatina group in: Bynmarosuh 2000, 39-40; Stoji¢ 2001a, 29; Bynarosuh 2006, 7-15.

8 Ctojuh 2001, 19-20.
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Table 1 — Types and varieties of slightly biconical bowls.
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[lal — slightly biconical or semi-globular bowl with an inverted rim, the rim of which is deco-
rated with slanted rib-like channels (angle of modeled channels is usually smaller than 30°).
IIb — slightly biconical bowl, the rim of which is decorated with very short and, most fre-
quently, shallow slantwise channels (angle of modeled channels regularly is greater than 70°),
Ilc — slightly biconical bowl, the upper cone of which (rim and shoulder) is decorated with
slantwise shallow, more rarely, with rib-like channels (angle of modeled channels regularly is
smaller than 30°).
These are the basic bowl varieties of types I and 11, while the remaining similar sub-variet-
ies are included into the variety, closest and most similar to it stylistically and typologically wise.

Site catalogue (Maps 1-3)

Slightly biconical bowls with faceted or channeled rim or upper cone have been recorded
within the southern part of Central Europe, as well as within almost the entire Balkan peninsula.
The vast territory within which these bowls were recorded, followed by differing chronology,
point to several possibilities for their distribution. The following site catalogue shows exclu-
sively chronologically sensitive sites within which the bowls were recorded, or chronologically
non-sensitive sites, which, however, could point to possible movement directions, as well as the
distribution territory of these bowls.

Southern part of Central Europe

Brandenburg;’ Jena-Amerbach'® Hrad¢any''; Sumice'?; Ipel'sky Sokolec, Caka, Béb,
Ludanice, Dolny Peter, Sarovce, Machulince, Nesvady, Marcelova'®; Velatice, king’s tomb'*;
Pobedim"; Klentnice, grave 63'¢; Acsa, Békasmegyer,'” Szihalom, Szajla, Nagybatony and
Safarikovo;'8 Hangony, necropolis in Gelej-Kanalis and sites of Gava cultural group in Tisza val-
ley (Debrecen-Nyulas, Poroszld, Aponhat, Nagykallo)!'; Tiszaftired;*® Dunaujvaros-Duna-diil6;?!
Nezsmely, Chotin, Muzla??; Tapolca, Mende, Pécel and Kospallag®; Mahala®*; Moldova, chan-
neled pottery horizon sites®.

° Riicker 2007.

10 Peschel 1987, Abb.6/4, Abb.7/3

' Stuchlik, Tréala 1991, obr. 7/5.

12 Balek 1991, obr. 3/10.

13 Paulik 1963, obr. 6/13, obr. 8/8, 9, obr. 10/1,0br. 22/73, obr.23/4, 0br.29/2, obr.30/8, obr.24/3, obr.26/1, obr.25/7,12.

14 Gimbutas 1965, 247, T.3, Fig. 217/11.

15 Studenikova, Paulik 1983, 107-109, Tab.III/5, Tab.V/5, Tab.IX/5,11, Tab.X/3, Tab.XVIII/14.

16 Gimbutas 1965, P1.72/1.

17 Vicze 2011.

18 Przybyta 2009, Fig. 11/22, 23.

19 Kemenczei 1984, Taf LXIX/1,15, Taf LXXIII/9, Taf LXXV/21,26, Taf LXXV1/2,8,15, Taf. LXXXIII/17,Taf. XCV/9
i dr; Kemenczei 1982, 86, Abb.6/1; Kemenczei 1982, 73-95; Kemenczei 1989, 73-96, Abb.8/9, Abb.10/1.

2 Przybyta 2009, Fig. 10/4.

2l Kalicz-Schreiber 2010.

22 Nebelsick 1994, Abb.1,4,10/a,b.

2 Paulik 1962, Abb. 35/5; Kemenczei 1975, Abb.1/5, Abb.2/2, Abb.3/4.

24 Smirnova 1974, Fig.6/1,4.

25 Hansel 1976, Taf.41/1-3.
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Northern part of Balkan Peninsula

Igritia®®; Uloara de Jos, Susani, Ciceu-Corabia, Medias®’; Bistret, Ticvaniul Mare, cultural
group sites Gava-Medias and Gornea, Insula-Banului, Virtop, Cozia, Babadag, Tamaoani*®; cul-
tural group sites Gornea-Kalakaca®; cultural group sites Sveta Lucija, Ljubljana and Notranje-
Dolenje*’; Dobova, grave 289; Lenart V; Ptuj; Rogoza; Smarna Gora.’!

Western part of Balkan Peninsula

Martijanec®?; Gradina site near Karlovac*; Novigrad na Savi, Kiringrad, necropolis at Li-
jeva bara site near Vukovar, Dalj**; hillforts on periphery of Livno and Duvno plains*; Gradina
site near Hadzi¢i*%; Debelo Brdo site near Sarajevo, Varvara (C2 and C3 levels)*’; Pod site near
Bugojno. ¥

Central part of Balkan Peninsula

Opovo, grave 20a, Vojlovica, graves 88 and 133, Perlez, Jabuka, Aradac®’; Asfaltna baza
in Zemun,* Karaburma, graves 108 and 115*; Kalakaca, Bosut*; Gradac in Banja Koviljaca,
Trojanov Grad on Cer mountain, Gradac in Cikote and Vito near Valjevo;* Panjevacki Rit site in
Jagodina*; Sarina meda, pit houses 1 and 2, Vrbica site in Dragocvet*’; Konopljara site in Citluk
(features 3, 5, 6 i 7, and the oldest level of feature 12)*; Medijana site in Ni§*’; Ras and Velika gra-
dina in Novi Pazar;* Hisar site in Leskovac (features 1/99, 3/06, 14/06)*; Piljakovac in KrZince,
level TIT and pits 1 and 2%; Meaniste in Ranutovac;’' Kovacke Njive and Cukar in Pavlovac;®

2 Hellebrandt Magdolna 1990, 93-111, Abb.3/2,5-6, Abb.5/1-4, Abb.3/4, Abb.9/8.

7 Ciugudean 1994, 25-40, Fig.2/5; Stratan, Vulpe 1977, Taf.10/85-86, Taf.11/100, Taf.13/123,125; Vasilev 1980,
Fig.10/3-5, Fig.15/4, Fig.16/1; Zaharia 1965, Fig.3/2,6-8, Fig.4/1-2; Guma 1993, PLXVIII/1,3,6, P1.XX/6,
PL.XXIV/3b,6b, PL.XXV/9b, PL.XXXI/3,6, PL.XXXII/4,7, PL. XXXV1/3-4,6-8.

28 Chicideanu 1986, 7-47, Abb.35/3; Ciugudean 1994, 36; Guma 1995, P1.XV/3,8,13,15,19-20,25, PLXVI/1-3; Hénsel
1976, Taf. 39/1-2, Taf.45/10-11, Taf.46/10, Taf.47/2,4, Taf.52/4, Taf.55/6-7.

2 Medovi¢ 1988; Guma 1993, PLXL-LIV.

30 Dular 1982, S1.8/29,s1.13/18,s1.21/8, T.26/251.

31 Gabrovec 1983, 56, T.VII/20; Terzan, Cresnar 2014.

32 Vinski-Gasparini 1983, 570-572, T.LXXXVII/10.

3 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 1986, S1.3/1,3.

3 Vinski-Gasparini 1973, 36, 66-67, 163-164, T.21/1, T.22/14-15, T.121/2,11, T.122/7; Vinski-Gasparini 1983, 600,
S1.5-6.

35 Govedarica 1982, 111-188.

3¢ Peri¢ 1989, 60-62, s1.2.

37 Covié¢ 1983, T.LXI/11, 390-412.

38 Covié¢ 1983, 433-460, T.LXV/4,6, TLXVL

¥ Bukvi¢ 2000, T.8/2, T.9/1, T.11/3, T.12/8, T.35/9, T.42/9, T.51/11 i T.63/4.

“ TTerposuh 2010.

4 Todorovié¢ 1977, 22-23, 157.

4 Medovi¢ 1978; Medovi¢ 1988; Medovié, Medovi¢ 2010.

# Apcuh, Bymuh, [Tennkosa 2013, 125-131; bynarouh, ®umunosuh, lnuropuh 2017.

# Crojuh 2004, T.LXXXVI/2-3 and finds from features: 23, 39, 65, 72, 108, 212,217,220, 234,245,101, 106/102 ,121,
131, 133, 134, 149, 201, 202, 205, 210, 211, 221, 224, 228, 232 i 265.

4 Stoji¢ 1986, T.1/1,T.2/1,T.6/1-2,5-6.

4 Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2001, 47-80, T.V/1-3,5-6, T.X/4,6,13, T.XII/111-12,16. Features 3, 5, 6, 7 and the earliest stratum
in feature 12 are from Iron Age la and features 8, 9, 10, 11, 13 and layer above pit in feature 12 are from Iron Age Ib.

47 GaraSanin 1983, 761-772; Garasanin 1996, Beil.I/B1,B1a,B1a2,B1a3 i B1b.

48 Babovic¢ 1980, 1980a, 41-43, T. XXIV-XXVIII.

4 Crojuh 2001, 34-35, T.VIII/1-2; Bulatovi¢ 2009, PI. I-1I.

30 JTazuh 2005, T.V/3,T.VII/10-12,T.VIII/1-3,T.X1I/1,2,4, T.X1III/1-6.

31 Bulatovi¢, Filipovi¢, Kapuran 2016, 91-113.

52 Bulatovi¢, Kapuran, Milanovi¢ 2016, 205-219.
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Crkviste and Gradiste in Davidovac;*® Turija;>* Resulja in Luc¢ane®; Ljusta, Gladnice and Vala¢ in
Kosovo.%

Southern part of Balkan Peninsula

Strnovac, inhumation grave under tumulus®’; Pelince, Rugince, Skoplje, Makres*®; Madzari
near Skopje®’; Stobi, Soutwestern necropolis®; Vardarski rid, levels 13 and 14°'; Maliq, horizon
IT1d2-3%2; Kastanas, above level 12%; Vardina, burning level.®*

Eastern part of Balkan Peninsula

Horizon of stamped pottery in northern Bulgaria, cultural groups PSenicevo and Tlacine,
Gulubnik®; sites of Babadag culture (Bucu, Enisala, Niculitel, Satu Nou);*® Marica and
Ravadinovo,®” Baley.®

Discussion

Typological analysis of slightly biconical bowls decorated with facets or channels, as well
as of semi-globular bowls with an inverted rim, shows two types with eight basic varieties of
these bowls. It has been stated that the mentioned ceramic shapes were distributed within the
territory ranging between one thousand or more kilometers in length and around one thousand
kilometers in width, from Moravia and northern Hungary to northern Greece, and from the Alps
to the Black Sea. It has been noticed, however, that individual varieties of bowls were differently
chronologically dated and that some of the varieties are characteristic for certain regions only.

The oldest finds of the bowl types I and II come from the West Carpathian basin, and these
bowls are frequently connected with the Caka and Beierdorf-Velatice cultural groups. E. Stude-
nikova and J. Paulik point out that these bowls appeared as a result of Velatice cultural group
influence on the local Caka cultural group.® It has been stated, however, that the bowls were not
recorded in the early Lausitz Culture and appeared only sporadically in the Velatice Culture, in
which they were dated relatively late as compared to their appearance in Caka Culture (royal tomb
in Velatice in which bowl of Ila type was found, dated into the period Ha A1).” In Caka Culture,
these bowls, however, together with bowls with a slightly S-shaped profile with widely everted
rim, were the dominant bowl shape during the period Br D-Ha A1. Variety la bowls prevail, but
bowls of the variety Ila are also present.

53 Bynarosuh, Kamypan 2014, 101-124.

3% Bynarosuh 2007, T. LVI.

55 Bynarosuh 2007, 178-194, 202-208, T.LVIII/6-17.

%6 Tapamranua 1973, 312-313; Tasi¢ 1959/60, 11 — 82, T.VII/1-2.

7 CrankoBcku 2008, 135-151, T.1/2,6-8.

58 Georgiev 1989, T.1/5,T.111/2,4,6.T.VI1/2-3,T.X/1-3,T.XI/1,T.XIX/2-5 i dr.

59 Mitrevski 1993, Fig.3/1-5,7.

¢ Murpescku 1997, 313.

¢! TTarazoscka 2005, 115-158, cn.3, T.I11/24,T.1V/26-27.

%2 Prendi 1982, Abb.8.

% Hochstetter 1984 Taf.102/1,Taf.156/3-4,Taf.196/3.

% Heurtley 1939, 98, 217/415-418.

% Hénsel 1976, Taf.60/14-15,Taf.66/2,Taf.66/2,Taf.72/1-4; Gotzev 1994, Fig.7/4; Teopruesa 2003, T.IT/12,16; Ailincai
2015, fig. 88-95.

% Ailincai 2015, fig. 6, 13, 18-20, 23, 46, 65, 84.

7 Czyborra 2005, Taf.4/10,Taf.8/10,13,Taf.14/9,Taf.22/5,Taf.25/1,Taf.26/11-12,Taf.28/1,5,7.

% Alexandrov, Ivanov, Hristova 2016, 439-456, Fig. 6/a-d, f-g, k, m, Fig. 7/f.

% Studenikovd, Paulik 1983, 107-109.

" Pivovarova 1965, 107-162; Rihovsky 1961; Gimbutas 1965, 247, Fig.217b/11.
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It is interesting to note that in the pre-Caka horizon there are shapes such as slightly biconi-
cal bowls with a smaller tongue — or arch-shaped handles on its shoulder, sometimes with one
horizontal facet on its shoulder (type III) typologically close to bowl types I and I1.”' Identical
bowls were identified but only sporadically within the southern part of Central Europe, even in the
Middle Bronze and the begin-
ning of the Late Bronze Age
(early Piliny culture, Tumulus
culture, early Koszider hori-
zon, Unetice culture, Veterov
culture) (Map 1).” In many
cases, from the end of the Late
Bronze Age these bowls in the
south-western and southern
part of Central Europe (Caka
culture, early Gava, Bistret-
Isalnitza culture)’® were iden-
tified together with bowl types
I and II or, horizontal facets or
channels appear on bowls of
rounded shoulder with han-
dles, only confirming the mu-
tual evolving connections of
these bowls with bowl types I

Map 1 — Sites with bowls of type III (Br B-C/D): 1. Hrad¢any

and I1.™ R (Unetice culture); 2. Sumice (Veterov culture); 3. Safarikovo

) The most 1nd1cat1Ye ce- (Piliny culture); 4. Caka (Pre-Caka horizon); 5. Ipel'sky Sokolec
ramic shapes that explain the (Pre-Caka horizon); 6. Nagybétony (Piliny culture); 7. Tiszafiired
origin and evolution of the (Tumulus culture); 8. Dunatjvaros (Tumulus culture);
slightly biconical bowls with 9. Lenart V; 10. Smarna Gora.

a faceted or channeled rim

(types I and II with varieties), however, are pear-shaped amphorae with arch-shaped handles on
the neck with the belly and shoulder decorated with horizontal facets, as well as deep S profiled
bowls with arch-shaped handles on the shoulder or neck, the belly and shoulder of which are
decorated with slanted channels.” The lower part of these bowls is identical to bowl varieties Ia
and Ila, consequently showing a close typological connection with the bowls that are the subject-
matter of this paper. The mentioned pear-shaped amphorae and deep bowls are characteristic
for Late Bronze Age cultures within the territory from the southwest of Slovakia to the north of
Hungary.”

Taking into consideration the fact that bowl types I and II were not identified in the early
Lausitz and Velatice cultural groups, as well as in Late Bronze Age cultural groups in Banat and
south part of the Transylvania, conclusion may be reached that they appeared within the territory
of Caka Culture in West Carpathian Basin (present day southwest Slovakia) and spread to the east,

" Paulik 1963, 321.

2 1t concerns cultures Halomsiros, Egyek, Berkesz-Demecser, as well as the necropolis in Alsoberecki and etc. (Kovacs
1965, 65-86, abr.17/2,6-7; Kovacs 1966/67, 27-58, Fig.11/17-18,Fig.12/3; Kemenczei 1981, 69-92, Abb.8/6. For
Unetice and Véterovsky Cultures see: Stuchlik, Tréala 1991, 225-246, Obr.6/13,0br.7/5; Balek 1991, 247-252,
Obr.3/10; Vicze 2011, pl. 175/3, 176/11, 179/4, 180/10, 185/1, 192/2; Przybyta 2009, 52, Fig. 11/22; Terzan, Cre$nar
2014, sl. 8.4, 8.7, 20.6 and 20.12.

7 Przybyta 2009, Fig. 7/18-19, 13/1, 17/10, 23/7.

™ See: Kemenczei 1975, Abb.5/15; Kemenczei 1989, Abb.8/9,Abb.10/1; Hellebrandt Magdolna 1990, Abb.5/3-4; Chi-
cideanu 1986, Abb.35/3.

5 Paulik 1962, Abb.33/1,4,7,Abb.342,6-8.
" Kemenczei 1975, Abb.6/3-4; isti 1984, Taf. LXXXVIII/1,6,Taf. XCIII/24.
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to Kyjatice Culture sites in the north part of Hungary and that the influence of the culture they be-
longed to spread to the north as well (Velatice, Jena-Amerbach and etc.) (Map 2). In the northeast
part of Hungary, these bowls (type I and II) are connected to the Gava Culture sites, the beginning
of which is chronologically placed into the Ha A period.”” Interestingly, however, it seems that
bowls of type III also appeared very early in the area of today’s northern Hungary (Dunaujvaros,
Nagybatony), so this region together with both the west Carpathian Basin and SE Moravia could
be the place of origin of the bowl types I and II.

All the mentioned data point to the fact that the slightly biconical bowls with a faceted or
channeled upper cone (varieties la and Ila) appeared within the territory of the west Carpathian
Basin in the Br D period, spreading already at the end of the same period along the Carpathian
Range to the east, towards Ukraine and Moldova but also to the south along the edge of Bakonjska
range towards Croatia and Slovenia, evading the marshy and boggy land of the vast Pannonian
Plain.” The cultural interaction that triggered the spreading of this bowl type, as well as of some
other ceramic shapes identified together with these bowls, was probably caused by the move-
ments of local communities from central Europe to the east and south under the pressure of Urn-
field culture (Urnenfelderkultur) people. Bowls of this type were not identified at Gava Culture
sites, in the north, in southeast Slovakia, but the mentioned bowls were found at sites from the
Ha A-B periods in Ukraine and Moldova,” and also in late Lausitz Culture in northern Europe.*
This shows clearly that population movement was primarily directed towards the south and east,
but also towards the north.*!

These bowls were not identified in cultural groups characteristic for the Late Bronze Age in
the central Balkans.® In the housing feature from the earliest period at the Mediana site (Mediana
I, Br C-D), no bowls of this type were found, nor any other pottery, stylistically and typologically
close to these bowls, while in Krzince site by Vladi¢in Han they appear only in the III layer, dated
into the Ha A periods.?* The mentioned bowls were also not found at the Gradiste site in Konculj
near Bujanovac, the latest layer of which, with the exception of the layer from the Hellenistic
period, was dated into the Ha A1 period.® In the Great Morava Basin, in closed finds on Vrbica
site in Dragocvet and Sarina meda site in Jagodina as well as on features on Panjevacki Rit site
in Jagodina, the mentioned bowls seem to have appeared at the end of the Iron Age Ia (end of Ha
Al), while they are very characteristic in form of the Iron Age Ib and Ic phases, according to the
chronological system by M. Stoji¢ (Ha A2-B1).* In the necropolis from Karaburma, however,
bowl varieties (Ia and Ib) were found only in two graves dated into the Karaburma III horizon,
that is, into the Ha A/B periods.®® The same case is with the finds of these bowls in Banat.’” Only

7 Kemenczei 1984, 96; Guma 1997, 68.

® Smirnova 1974, 359-380; Hansel 1976, Taf.41-42; Up to several hundred years back, the Pannonian Valley was
marshy and unsuitable for settlement, consequently, this explains the lack of prehistorical sites within its tevrritory.
(Hénsel und Medovi¢ 1991, Taf.1). In Slovenia those bowls are dated in 13th-12th century calBC (Terzan, Cresnar
2014, s1.9.7.51. 9.8. sl. 14.1.9. and 14.1.14).

7 Demetrova 1987, 305-315.

8 Riicker 2007, Abb. 29 and 30.

81 The aforementioned bowls did not appear in the Lausitz Culture in the northern part of Central Europe before Ha A2/
B1 period (Riicker 2007, Abb. 27-30).

82 These bowls are not found in the Belegis cultural group (except very sporadically type III), Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare
group, in Paradin (sporadically type III) and Brnjica cgltural groups (Bpauuh 2002; ITerposuh 2006; Kpctuh 2003;
Tapamanun 1973, 298-307; Bynarosuh 2007, 37-45; Simi¢ 1994, 197-215 etc.). In the previous article about these
bowls it was mentioned that two Ia bowl fragments from Hisar site in Leskovac in south-eastern Serbia were dated
into the Br C-D period (Crojuh 2001, 34-35). Later analyses of vertical stratigraphy showed that these fragments
belong to the Ha B period.

8 Jlazuh 2005, 131-174.

8 Bynarosuh 2000, 31.

85 Stoji¢ 1986; Crojuh 2004.

8 Todorovi¢ 1977, 22-23, 132, 157.

87 Bukvi¢ 2000, 108-115.
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during the Ha A2-B periods the mentioned bowls became inevitable pottery inventory at numer-
ous sites in the Great Morava Valley and South Morava Valley and, at the beginning of the Ha B
period, also in Western Serbia, the Vardar Basin and possibly Eastern Serbia.*

We have to mention that already from the period Br C/D-Hal, before the advent of these
bowls in local central Balkans cultures (especially in west Serbia), one sees a considerable cultural
influence from the north in the form of the appearance of unusual pottery shapes (amphorae with
an ovoid belly on high foot, S shaped bowls and beakers on foot, both with an obliquely chan-
neled belly, etc.).”® This indicates some sort of contact between population of the central Balkans
and Carpathian Basin since the end of the Middle Bronze Age, to what was pointed out earlier.”!

According to the mentioned data, especially the distribution and chronology of those bowls
during this period, it appears that certain population movements towards the south happened
along the valleys of the Great Morava, South Morava and Vardar rivers. These particular types of
bowls were spread through the population contact, which is confirmed by numerous finds of these
vessels in this region. Those movements towards the south encountered settlements of autochtho-
nous populations, such as the Para¢in and Brnjica cultural groups, as well as cultural groups of the
Late Bronze Age in Povardarje, and kept destroying their habitations (Priboj, Konculj, Vardina,
Kastanas). With it came bowls of types I and 11, the so called channeled pottery, which will mark
the forthcoming centuries where the cultural circumstances in the Great Morava basin, South
Morava basin and P¢inja valley found itself. Representatives of this culture, characterized by
channeled pottery, succeeded to disintegrate the obviously already weakened Para¢in and Brnjica
cultural groups so that the channeled pottery prevailed during the Ha A2-B1 periods, while bowl
types I and II appear only sporadically in Vardar basin, within the territory of the LBA Ulanci
cultural group (Map 3). Plenty of channeled pottery along with sporadic finds of the previous Brn-
jica culture are registered at the sites from the Ha A-B periods in the South Morava basin (Hisar,
Meaniste, Piljakovac), but also in the Vardar basin (Klucka, Stobi, Kastanas etc.). A certain num-
ber of metal objects, particularly tongue-swords produced in Central European workshops, but
stated within the central Balkans, point to the very live contacts among cultural groups from the
north and the south of the Balkan Peninsula.”” These contacts were probably caused by migra-
tions and often they were of violent nature, very noticeably illustrated by destroyed habitations of
autochthonous cultural groups.”

On the basis of analysis of individual bowl types, that is, of bowl varieties and of their dis-
position differences within the Balkan Peninsula and the south part of the Central Europe as well
as of the dating of these bowls, certain conclusions have been reached. It has been stated that the
oldest finds of these bowls (type I11) appeared at Middle Bronze Age sites in the territory of pres-
ent day SE Moravia, SW Slovakia and N-NW Hungary and spread to the south in the Late Bronze
Age according to absolute dates from Slovenia (Map 1).

In the Caka Culture in West Carpathian basin basin, bowl varieties Ia and Ila, and in one
case variety IIc (or Ial), were found exclusively, which in any case are very similar (in one case
slanted facets, in the other slanted channels). These sites are dated to the same period (Br D — Br
D/Ha A1) and consequently it is not possible to state whether any of these varieties is older than

8 Hillfort settlement Gradac in Cikote near Loznica with timber rampart and bowls of Tal variety is dated (AMS) in Ha
B1/B2 periods (bynarosuh, ®ummmosuh, Imuropuh 2017).

% Bynarosuh, Kanypan, Jamsuh 2013; Kanypan, Bynarosuh, Jopanosuh 2014.

% At sites of Late Bronze age in Great Morava basin and west Serbia sporadically appeared bowls very similar to bowls
of type III (Garasanin 1983a, 727-735, T. 101/4; Dmitrovi¢ 2014).

ol Bynarosuh 2011, 134. There are no such a bowls at AMS dated sites of local Brnjica culture in Br C-D periods (Medi-
jana, Svinjiste — unpublished).

%2 For more information regarding this issue see in: Bulatovi¢, Filipovi¢ 2017.

% Tongue swords originate from the Middle Europe, where they are dated into Br D-Ha A1 period, but the finds of
these swords during the Ha A period are stated from Vnanje Gorice in the north up to Kosovo and Macedonia in the
south (Vinski-Gasparini 1983, 655, T.XCII/1-2, T.XCIII/1; Gabrovec 1983, T.II/10-12; I'apamanus et al. 1971, cat.
No. 207, 216; Srejovi¢ 1959/60, s1.8.).
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the other, but on the basis of the aforesaid it could be concluded that the bowl varieties Ia and Ila
are the basic varieties from which all the others stem (Map 2). During the Br D/Ha A1 period, in
north Hungary and northwest Romania, appear also the aforementioned bowl varieties, together
with the variety Ib, while in the Ha A1-A2 periods, variety Ilal has been identified within this ter-
ritory. It seems that in this period, within the territories of southwest Slovakia, north Hungary, and
at sites in Slovenia and Croatia where these bowls only start to appear in the Ha A1-A2 periods
in a large numbers (Zagreb group),’ prevail bowl varieties Ila, while all the other bowl varieties
are represented in a much lesser number. In the same period, in the central Balkans and southwest
Romania, circumstances are quite different. Within this territory prevail type I bowls (variety la
is far the most numerous one);
although, found sporadically,
are varieties Ilc and Ilal or
the type II bowls.”” Only at the
end of this period (Ha A2 pe-
riod) appear variety Ila bowls
at sites in the south and west
of Romania and central Bal-
kans.”

In the P¢inja Valley and
Vardar Basin appear type I
bowls only in the tumulus in
Strnovac (varieties Ial and Ib)
dated into the Ha A periods,
while type II bowls were ex-
clusively found at other sites.
It is also stated that the vari-
ety IIb, represented by its sty-
listic and typological features
imitating variety Ila and Ilal
bowls (false turban dish), ap-
pears only in the Ha B period,
predominantly in Macedonia
and north Greece, though it
was sporadically found in the

Map 2 — Sites with bowls of types I and II (Br D-Ha A1): 1. Pobedim;
2. Ludanice; 3. Machulince; 4. Sarovce; 5. Nesvady: 6. Dolny Peter;
7. Marcelova; 8. Kospallag; 9. Acsa; 10. Aggtelek; 11. Sajoszentpeter;
. . 12. Szihalom; 13. Gelej; 14. Nagykallo; 15. Igrici; 16. Tapolca; 17.
middle of Bosnia, southwest Ptuj. / Sites with both types of bowls (I and II): 1, 7, 10, 11, 15; sites

Bulgaria and south Albania. with only type I: 2, 4, 6, 13; sites with only type II: 3, 5, 9, 12, 16.
The disposition of bowl

types I and II could be explained by successive interactions between populations in the territory
north of the Balkans and along the Balkan Peninsula. In such a case, variety la bowls would be
somewhat older than the variety Ila ones and could be connected to the first contacts, spreading
them to the territories of west Transylvania, Tisza region and Serbian Middle Danube basin, as
well as to the Great Morava basin and South Morava basin, during the Br D — Ha A2 periods.
At the time, within the territory of north Hungary, appear variety Ila bowls influenced by Caka
culture and its related Urnfield cultures from the northwest. They are, however, distributed only
during the later contacts, spreading to the south in the Ha A2-B1 periods, reaching the confluence

% Vinski-Gasparini 1983.

% Bowls of type Ial were registered in grave 21 at Baley necropolis in NW Bulgaria which was dated in 1306-1124 BC,
respectively Br D-Ha A period (Alexandrov, Ivanov, Hristova 2016, Fig. 6, Fig. 9/c). It could be significant chrono-
logical reper for appearance of these types of bowls on the north of Central Balkans.

% One bowl from Baley necropolis dated to period 1211-1014 BC belongs to type Ila (Alexandrov, Ivanov, Hristova
2016, Fig. 7/f, Fig. 9/d).
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of the Vardar. Variety Ila bowls can be observed in Macedonia in the periods Ha A2-B, usually as
isolated finds, and not as a standard part of the pottery inventory.

The theory of a possible migration from the north is supported by the changes in the settle-
ment topography pattern at the end of Bronze and the beginning of Iron Ages in the south part of
the South Morava basin. Namely, it is stated that during the periods Ha A in Vranje-Bujanovac
valley hillfort settlements suddenly appear (Priboj, Dubnica, Konculj, Krsevica). The same situa-
tion is found on the outskirts of the Ni§ and Leskovac plains.”’

The change of topography, that is of settlement disposition, could be connected to the
first social contacts bringing variety la bowls to these regions, while later contact is connected
to the destruction of these settlements and relocation of the Brnjica cultural group settlements

from deep into the interior, to
the southeast, into the Donja
Pcinja region. The later move-
ments, according to the va-
riety Ila bowl finds, could be
dated into the Ha A2 period,
but judging by the disposi-
tion and number of the variety
IIa bowl finds, these contacts
were more intense than earlier
ones and they caused signifi-
cant changes within local Bal-
kan cultures.

The finds of swords
and other metal objects stem-
ming from Central European
workshops point to the direc-
tion of their movement from
central Europe, along the Car-
pathian Range and Transylva-
nian Alps towards the central
Balkans. The metal objects
from the Central Balkans are
identical to objects listed in
the depositories of Transylva-
nia and Banat.

It is of important to
mention that in Moldova dur-
ing the Ha A1-B1 periods,
bowl varieties la and Ic were
found exclusively, which
could be explained by break-
through of the first interac-
tion through the Carpathian
Gorges into Moldova, while
the influence of this ornamen-
tal style later spreads North
into Ukraine (Mahala — Ha B
period).

7 Bulatovi¢, Filipovi¢ 2017.
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Map 3 — Sites with bowls of types I and II (Ha A-B): 1. Velatice;
2. Klentnice; 3. Chotin; 4. Muzla; 5. Naszmely; 6. Szajla; 7. Korom,;
8. Taktabaj; 9. Nyiregyhaza; 10. Debrecen; 11. Bekasmegyer;

12. Pecel; 13. Mende; 14. Ciceu-Corabia; 15. Uloara de Jos;

16. Medias; 17. Susani; 18. Tamaoani; 19. Notranje; 20. Podzemelj;
21. Martijanec; 22. Dobova; 23. Vukovar; 24. Kalakaca; 25. Ticvaniul
Mare; 26. Opovo; 27. Karaburma; 28. Asfaltna baza, Zemun;

29. Bosut; 30. Gornea; 31. Insula Banului; 32. Virtop; 33. Bistret;
34. Banja Koviljaca; 35. Trojanov grad; 36. Cikote; 37. Vito;,

38. Panjevacki rit; 39. Sarina meda; 40. Citluk; 41. Medijana;

42. Hisar; 43. Krzince; 44. MeaniSte; 45. Pavlovac; 46. Davidovac;
47. Turija; 48. Lucane; 49. Zujince; 50. Strnovac; 51. Rugince;
52. Skopje; 53. Madzari; 54. Stobi; 55. Vardarski rid; 56. Vardina;
57. Kastanas; 58. Maliq; 59. Varvara; 60. Pod; 61. Duvno;

62. Debelo brdo; 63. HadZi¢i; 64. Novi Pazar; 65. Tlacine;

66. Cepina; 67. PSenicevo; 68. Bucu; 69. Enisala; 70. Niculitel;
71. Satu Nou; 72. Ljusta; 73. Vala¢; 74. Rogoza.

Sites with both types of bowls (I and II): 3, 5, 6, 8, 11, 23, 24, 28, 29,
30, 31, 34, 35, 36, 38, 40, 42, 46, 47, 63, 64; sites with only type I: 4,
15,17, 19, 20, 26, 27, 39, 48; the remaining sites have only type II.

225



Papers in Honour of Rastko Vasi¢ 80" Birthday

In the Ha B period, in Bosnia, Slovenia and Croatia, besides type Il bowls, type | bowls are
found, probably as a result of cultural influences from the northwest of the Balkan Peninsula or
the influence from the Middle Danube Basin, along the Sava and the Bosna Valleys.

In the Ha B-C periods, type Il bowls (particularly variety Ila) are the prevailing bowl types
within the entire territory of the Balkan Peninsula (Map 3). They cover the regions from Ukraine,
the Black Sea (Cozia, Tlacine and other cultures from these regions) and east Bulgaria (Babadag,
Pseni¢evo) up to the Adriatic sea and from the central Europe to the Aegean sea (Kastanas).” In
Troy, no bowls of types I-III were found, but a lot of so called channeled pottery was registered,
so it is assumed that the carriers of this pottery could not be connected to the destruction of
settlement Troy VII, despite having been involved in movements in the central Balkans, but their
indirect involvement was possible in pushing on the autochthonous population of Trace and south
Balkans towards the south and the east.”

Conclusion

A number of conclusions have been reached upon the study of finds of slightly biconical
bowls and bowls with an inverted rim, decorated with channels or facets, from several indicative
sites from Late Bronze and Early Iron Ages within the Balkan Peninsula and south part of the
Central Europe.

It has been stated that bowls of type III existed as an archetype of type I and II bowls in the
Middle and Late Bronze Age cultures in Moravia, the west Carpathian Basin, and in the northern
part of the Pannonian plain and a bit later in the present-day Slovenia.

Already from the period Br D-Hal, before the advent of these bowls in Central Balkans,
unusual pottery shapes appeared in local Late Bronze Age cultures for which analogies can be
seen in the Carpathian Basin. This stresses certain contacts between the populations of the central
Balkans and Carpathian Basin at the end of the Middle and Late Bronze Ages.

The bowls of types I and II appear first within the southwest of Slovakia and northwest
Hungary in the Br D period, and spread very fast, already in the Br D/Ha A1 period, from its home
territory across the rim of Carpathian Basin to the east, to the northeast Hungary and west Roma-
nia. Namely, this first wave of migration into these territories brought along only variety la bowls,
which were further distributed to the south during the Ha A1 period, to the central parts of the
Balkan Peninsula, and consequently it can be concluded that these bowls are somewhat older than
other varieties. In the period Br D-Ha A1 in north Hungary, variety Ila bowls (turban dish) appear
as well, distributed to the east with a new wave of contacts in the same manner as the previous
wave, but also to the south along the Bakonjska Range, to the present day Croatia and Slovenia,
where in the Ha A1/A2 periods, exclusively variety [1a bowls were found. The variety [a bowls re-
mained only in the basins of Great Morava and South Morava, as confirmed by a large number of
these bowls and also by other ceramic shapes of that stylistic and typological pattern, prevailing
within this region in the Ha A periods. The first variety of Ila bowls (Mediana, Krzince) appear
only during the later contacts between populations of the Carpathian basin and the central part of
the Balkan Peninsula (Ha A2-B period). These bowls, however, are particularly characteristic for
Macedonia and the lower Vardar Basin, where variety la bowls were not found at all. The later
wave of migration, with turban dish bowls (variety Ila), was much more aggressive, as witnessed
by many burned settlements from that period in the Vranje-Bujanovac valley and Vardar valley,
as well as by changes in settlement topography patterns and material culture.

% Bowls of types I and IT occur for the first time in Kastanas in layer 12 (Ha A2-B1) which is parallel with Troy VIIb
settlements.

% In the VIIb2 layer, beside the detailed pottery inventory, no bowls of type I and II were found. (Blegen et al. 1958).
See also: Hnila 2012. There are also chronological differences between possible movements in the Balkans and the
fall of the settlements of Troy VII, so the most intense movements in the Balkans (second wave?) could connect only
with the period of hiatus after VII b3 settlement (Wardle et al. 2007, fig. 7).
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During Ha B-C periods, bowls of both types (particularly variety Ila) became an inevitable
part of the ceramic inventory of nearly all the cultural groups in the Balkan Peninsula, which
could be explained by the spread of cultural influence of the new stylistic trend, though, it could
be possible that social interactions, which at the time were of greater or lesser intensity, were one
of the reasons this ceramic shape had spread into the eastern, southern, and western parts of the
Balkan Peninsula in the Ha B period.

1400

1300
2E = NP, Wt’
o, - S

1100

1000
900
800

Ia lai Ib Ic Ila ITa: 111

Table 2 — Chronological determination of slightly biconical bowls.

Whether representatives of the mentioned population contacts who brought along bowls
to the Balkan Peninsula were actually protagonists of historically known migrations from that
period, known under names of Doric and Aegean migrations, the assumed direction of these mi-
grations coincides mainly with the distribution direction of bowl types I and II. Migrations that
spread bowl types I and II started in the southern part of Central Europe, but were probably initi-
ated by the representatives of the Urnenfelder cultural complex from Central Europe, as observed
in certain ceramic shapes found together with type I bowls and originating from cultures of the
Urnenfelder complex, and in numerous metal finds produced in Central European workshops. It is
of interest to point out that bowl distribution across the sites could be followed up to the northwest
shores of the Aegean Sea, but they do not appear in southern Trace, south Greece or in Troy, thus
imposing the conclusion that their representatives did not reach Troy. Consequently, their possible
participation in destruction of VIIb settlements is utterly uncertain, especially because settlements
of Troy VIIb existed before the most intense movements in the Balkans.

These population contacts, however, probably started a chain reaction of ethnic movements
in the Balkans, causing many ethnic and cultural changes within this territory which led to the
creation of new cultural groups to mark the advanced Iron Age. To what extent bowls of this type,
particularly variety Ila, left a deep trace in the Iron Age Cultures in the Balkans, is shown in the
fact that reproduction of this variety survived within these regions even several centuries later, in
late phases of the early Iron Age (6th/5th century BC).
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