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Abstract. — This paper deals with the issue of a common grave or so-called ossuary with entrance hall — found in the deepest layer

at Vinca. The paper is based on the research conducted by M. Vasic¢ in 1931 and 1934. The published information

and interpretations of the grave have been corrected and supplemented with analysis of unpublished field documentation

and study collection.
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ne of the most important elements on which

M. Vasic rested his interpretations of Vinca is

the common grave, or so-called ossuary with
entrance hall (kosturnica sa dromosom), where nine
skeletons were found. In spite of the significance attri-
buted to this structure, Vasi¢’s numerous publications
do not allow the possibility to see the so-called ossuary
and pit-dwelling Z (zemunica Z), connected to it, as
one unit.! Their relations to the pits dug into loess sub-
soil, which Vasi¢ interpreted as the first, temporary
dwelling structures at Vinca, contemporaneous with
the ossuary,” is even more vague.

Researchers of Vinca generally agree that the pits
dug into loess really do represent Vinca’s oldest hori-
zon. These pits have not been published in detail until
now. Vasi¢ published only a modest selection of finds
from them, only a few which can be linked with cer-
tainty to StarCevo culture. As a result the discussion of
the possibility that a Starcevo settlement existed at
Vinca, which was generated almost immediately after
the publishing of the fourth volume of Prehistoric Vin-
¢a (Preistoriska Vinca), has never progressed from the
level of assumption and speculation. The argument
ranges between two apparently completely opposite
views. On one hand, some authors hold that all the pits
in Vinca’s deepest layer were made by the representa-
tives of Starevo culture,? and on the other there are
those who conclude on the basis of architectural remains
that all the pits, without exception, and including the
so-called ossuary, i.e. pit-dwelling Z, should be associ-
ated with the representatives of Vinc¢a culture.* When
discussing the relation between Starcevo culture and
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Vinca culture at the Vinca site, almost all researches
seem to agree on the issue of the »tomb with entrance
hall« (grobnica sa dromosom) (ossuary—kosturnica), but
disagree on the issue of pit-dwelling Z. Most authors
think that the ossuary is to be associated with the repre-
sentatives of Staréevo culture, but when it comes to
pit-dwelling Z, its character and contents, the views
differ quite considerably — as, indeed, is the case for all
the other pits at Vinca.

The ossuary is mentioned for the first time in the
first volume of Vasi¢’s Prehistoric Vinca. Without any
elaborate explanations, Vasi¢ simply informs us that in
1931 »an ossuary (kosturnica) with an entrance hall
(dromos) where nine bodies were buried« was detec-
ted »in the deepest part of the cultural layer — in the
layer and in the age of the pit-dwellings«.> Neither the
position of the investigated area nor its stratigraphic
position in relation to the later layers and structures are
given. However, he specifies that the corridor of the
ossuary begins at V9.3 m, and that the deepest part of
the ossuary lies at V11.4 m.® He further points out that
apart from bodies with heads, except in two cases, fa-
ceing towards the periphery of the tomb, and the lower

I Although inadequate, terms ossuary (pit grave) and pit-
dvelling Z (complex grave structure) are broadly accepted.

2 Bacuh 1932, 102; 1936, 9.

3 Letica 1968.

4 Cramo 1984, 35.

5 Bacwuh 1932, 26.

6 Bacuh 1932, 102.
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parts faced inwards, no other objects were found.” But
soon after, Vasi¢ mentions »objects, and especially pot-
tery fragments« lying »immediately above collapsed
parts of a wooden roof structure above the skeletonsx,
as well as »objects found immediately above the ske-
letons, but not with them«.® Only one of these objects
has been published — a fragment of a conical bowl with
surface in barbotine relief, accompanied with an
explanation that »it was found above burnt wooden
structure of the roof over the ossuary at Vinca, and
accordingly is assigned to the layer and age of the pit-
dwellings«.”

The second volume of Prehistoric Vinca provides
a detailed analysis and reconstruction of the tomb.!0
When it was published, with a text which had been pre-
pared and gone to press much earlier (in 1933), Vasi¢’s
excavations at Vinca had already been brought to an
end.!! Unable to change the text that he had already
submitted, Vasic¢ stated in the introduction that the in-
formation on the tomb with nine skeletons was updated
in 1934 after it had been learned that it represented an
integral part of pit-dwelling Z. This was illustrated by
a layout showing their relation.!? He also announced
that the fourth volume would provide complete infor-
mation on this structure. '3

However, it seems that the promised detailed cla-
rification was not destined to be. The statement, already
expressed in Volume II, that the tomb is part of the large
pit-dwelling Z, is simply reiterated in Volume IV.!4
Volume IV does not provide any supplements or com-
ments on the analysis of the technical data (relative
depth and measurements of the »grave chamber« and
»access corridor«, layers in the southwest and north-
west profile above the grave, the thickness of the origi-
nal humus layer, level of loess occurrence) or the con-
clusion (that it is a tomb with a wooden roof, where,
given the number of skeletons, burials took place over
a prolonged period). The claim, already made, that only
two loom-weights were found in the grave is also re-
stated.!® The occurrence of »parts of human skeletons«
(a mandible and fragments of skulls) »around the tomb
and the entrance hall« in the layers above »skeleton I«
is not explained.'® The only new information is that
two vessels, lying not far from the skeletons, and five
figurines were found in pit-dwelling Z.!7 Taking into
consideration that the tomb lay inside pit-dwelling Z,
one may conclude that the tomb was accessible from
that gradually sloped pit-dwelling.

For a long time, the grave in the deepest layer of
Vinc¢a was considered a unique example of mass burial
in the Starcevo culture area. Here graves mostly occur

as pits where one, or, very rarely, two or more bodies
were buried. The number of graves is relatively small
if compared to the number of the registered and exca-
vated Starcevo sites. Consequently, seldom has burial
practice in the Neolithic as a whole been the focus of
archaeological work or discussion. This can be attributed
partly to incomplete information on the investigated
graves, unpublished material and documents, but also
to the diverse modes of burial observed in the Starcevo
culture. Similarly, the »ossuary with entrance hall« has
rarely been mentioned in the literature. References are
mostly made within larger syntheses on the topic of
Star¢evo culture, or in the studies of the stratigraphy of
Vinca and the character of pits in the deepest layer at
that site; in other words, in papers which do not deal
with the interpretation of burials.

In one of these works V. Milojc¢i¢ mentions pit Z
and the »tomb with nine skeletons«, stating that they,
together with pit B and pit V9.51, were the only pits at
Vinca containing exclusively Staréevo material.'8 It is
worth noting that he refers to pit Z and the so-called
ossuary (the tomb with nine skeletons) as two separate
structures, although Vasic¢’s publications give the im-
pression that they constitute one complex structure.

On the other hand, J. Korosec argues that pit-dwel-
ling Z (with so-called ossuary) had actually been a
dwelling pit which was later used as a grave.!® Based on
the fact that in the so-called ossuary, along with nine
skeletons found at the bottom of the pit, dislocated
parts of other skeletons were found at the higher level,
he concludes that those could indicate subsequent bu-
rials in the already existing grave. Vasic’s reference to
part of a charred beam found in the ossuary leads him
to the assumption that the dead were laid into a dwelling
pit with a wooden roof structure, which was acciden-
tally or intentionally set on fire leaving some parts of
the skeletons calcined. Although Vasi¢ does not mention

7 Bacuh 1932, 102.

8 Bacuh 1932, 102, 148.

9 Bacwuh 1932, 91, ca1. 133.

10 Bacuh 1936, 9-14.

11 Bacuh 1936, VII.

12 Bacuh 1936, cii. 209.

13 Bacuh 1936, IX.

14 Bacuh 1936a, 150.

15 Bacuh 1936, 13; 1936a, 150.
16 Bacuh 1936, 10.

17 Bacuh 1936a, 150, ci. 1-3.
18 Milojéic 1950, 112.

19 Korosec 1950, 157; 1953, 11.
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any grave goods (except two ceramic loom-weights),
J. Korosec assumes that the grave should be associated
with representatives of the StarCevo culture, because,
according to him, along with Vinca material, StarCevo
material is also present in the deepest layers.2”

In her synthesis of the Star¢evo culture D. Garasa-
nin states an opinion that the ossuary and pit-dwelling
Z make up one structure where Vinca material is present
along with Staréevo material.2! She sees pit-dwelling Z
as a structure of large dimensions, irregular, »but mostly
quadrangular in shape«, which, due to the unclear pic-
ture left after the uncompleted excavations of 1931, was
designated a tomb with entrance hall, although there
was no hall there.? After analysis of the information
of the ossuary with entrance hall and pit-dwelling Z pro-
vided by M. Vasi¢, she concludes that »the existence of
a grave connected to pit-dwelling Z has to be ruled out,
since the pit-dwelling itself was used as a grave«, adding
that the skeletons lay one over the other in spite of Va-
si¢’s claim of a certain regularity in their disposition.?3
This interpretation does not clarify if pit-dwelling Z
was primarily used for occupation, and if so for how
long, or if it was a structure that, although it took the
form of a pit-dwelling, was never used for occupation.

On the other hand, B. Stalio in her works dedicated
to the analysis of dwelling structures at Vin¢a, in which
she does not discuss the contents of pits, assigns all
pits to the beginning of the Vinca culture. She notes a
specific feature of that phase of the Vinca settlement:
most detected pits formed a ring around a bigger pit-
dwelling abode (pit-dwelling Z). This abode is descri-
bed as a complex pit-dwelling with three interconnec-
ted rooms and a subsequently dug pit with an access in
its southeast end, in which the skeletons were found.2*
However, no arguments are presented supporting the
conclusion that pit-dwelling Z was subsequently ex-
tended by the digging of a grave pit (ossuary).

D. Garasanin presents views about the ossuary
with entrance hall which differ from the above in her
discussion of complex issues of religion and cults in
the central Balkans?>. Without getting involved in the
disputes over the cultural and chronological categori-
zation of the pits at Vinca, she assumes that their circu-
lar disposition around the central pit-dwelling Z may
indicate a place of cult »where people, probably sacri-
ficed in a rite that cannot be fully understood, were
buried«2®. Her work does not clarify if pit-dwelling Z
was primarily used for occupation or burials. She notes
that the skeletons of nine individuals, irregularly piled
into the pit, were found in pit-dwelling Z (i.e. the ossuary
with hall), and points out that several elements (skele-
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tons »found in disorder in pit-dwelling Z«, the position
of the pit dwelling, the number of bodies, »position of
bones in total disorder«) indicate that it was not »an
ordinary burial or a disaster, but more likely a rite in-
volving human sacrifice the meaning of which cannot
be grasped in detail«.?’

Firstly, the information about the position of the
skeletons is incorrect. Secondly, it is almost impossible
to accept the explanation that the contents of the pit,
consisting of the skeletons of eight men and one woman,
could be result of a sacrifice. The explanation seems to
be wholly wrong, since there could hardly be any reason
why a Neolithic community would deliberately deprive
themselves of almost half of their adult population.

The first work dealing more elaborately with the
issue of the contents of the pits and the relation between
the Starcevo culture and the Vinca culture at Vinca
(though without appropriate illustrations) appeared
more than 30 years after the last volume of Prehistoric
Vinca was published.?® Only the contents of the pits
were discussed then. After an insight into the whole
material excavated between 1929 and 1934, the con-
clusion was made that all the pits, where Vinca pottery
predominated and the Star¢evo material made up nothing
more than an insignificant part of the total pit contents
(excluding the so-called ossuary), belonged, without
exception, to representatives of the Star¢evo culture.
The skeletons found in the ossuary were not mentioned.
The content of the ossuary (which according to Vasic did
not hold any finds except two loom-weights) was said
to have included 108 StarCevo fragments, two Vinca
fragments, and five Vinca figurines, but no further com-
ments were made. The disproportion in relation to the
contents of other pits was not commented on either.

M. Gara$anin states that the Star¢evo »tomb with
an entrance hall« represents, in fact, a pit in the shape of
a dwelling-pit with steps at the entrance, which cannot
be positively claimed to have been originally used for
occupation.’? He further argues that the solution to the

20 Korosec 1950, 158; 1953, 12.
21 Garasanin 1954, 22.

22 Garasanin 1954, 31.

23 Garasanin 1954, 32.

24 Cramo 1968, 79.

25 Tapamanun 1968.

26 Tapamaunun 1968, 253.

27 Tapamaunun 1968, 257.

28 Letica 1968.

29 Letica 1968, 15.

30 Tapamanun 1973, 28.
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Fig. 1. Excavations in 1931 — plan with pits (Bacuh 1936, ca. 8)

Ca. 1. Hexotiasawa 1931. iogune — ocnosa ca jamama (Bacuh 1936, ca. 8)

issue of the grave, which exhibits characteristics
which suggest developed and complex burial rites and
a cult of the dead, cannot be expected until the cultural
associations of the other pits at Vinca are clearly resol-
ved. Another assumption is interesting. He believes
that all the pits, if contemporaneous and belonging to
the »era of a degree of direct contact between the Star-
¢evo and Vinca groups«, were arranged along an almost
regular arc around the tomb, which would support the
view of the existence of a certain rite.3! However, this
interpretation of chronological and spatial relation bet-
ween the tomb and the other pits raises doubts. Firstly,
most authors, including M. Garasanin himself, agree
that fluvial erosion destroyed a considerable part of the
site, which makes it impossible to be sure about the ori-
ginal position of the pits in relation to the tomb, even
if they were contemporaneous. Besides, the position of
the excavated pits (Fig. 1, 2) does not offer enough evi-
dence to conclude that they were regularly grouped
around the tomb. The main argument against this as-
sumption is presented in the cultural character of the
small finds from the tomb and other pits.32 There is no
doubt that the pottery finds in the tomb belong to the
Star¢evo culture, while the presence of Starcevo potte-
ry in other pits is a matter of dispute,®3 and has not yet
been fully resolved.?*

A few years later, M. GaraSanin expresses different
ideas. He now sees the so-called tomb with entrance hall

as only a pit in which »skeletons were flung without any
specific burial rite«.> The arguments behind this dra-
matic change in view are not given. He assigns the
tomb to the very late, degenerate phase of the Star¢evo
culture by virtue of »vessels found immediately above
the tomb and a statuette discovered there«.3¢ The tomb
and the Starcevo finds from the later layers are seen as
likely to have been contemporaneous with the beginning
of Vinca culture. He also points out that their stratigra-
phic position and degenerate character could indicate
contact between Star¢evo culture and Vinca culture after
the end of phase II1, in the phase designated as Starce-
vo final, or type Zdralovi.’ This interpretation of the

31 Tapamanun 1973, 28.

32 Letica 1968.

3 Miloj¢i¢ 1950; Garasanin 1954; Letica 1968.

34 Our analysis of the whole material from the pit-dweling
layer indicates the conclusion that, based on the pottery finds, other
pits can be considered to belong to the Vinca culture (Peri¢, Nikoli¢
— in preparation).

35 Garasanin 1979, 123. This wording may suggest secondary
burials, which is not the case of the Vinc¢a grave. The author probably
meant flung bodies, not skeletons.

36 Garasanin 1979, 123. This is likely to be another slip: no sta-
tuette was found in the so-called tomb, and the mentioned vessels
were found in a depression of pit-dwelling only a few meter away
from the pit with skeletons.

37 Dimitrijevi¢ 1979, 143; Garaganin 1979, 137.
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Fig. 2. Excavations in 1931 and 1934 — plan with pits (Bacuh 1936, ca. 209)

Ca. 2. Hcxotiasawa 1931. u 1934. iogune — ocnosa ca jamama (Bacuh 1936, ca. 209)

relation between the Vinca and Starcevo cultures raises
new questions which go beyond the scope of this work.

One of the last papers dealing with the issue of
Starcevo finds at Vin¢a was published more than two
decades ago. D. Garasanin returns to the still unsolved
issue of the Star¢evo finds at Vinc¢a with new views and
a new approach which sees the so-called tomb with
entrance hall as the possible clue to that issue.?® She
reanalysed all published material related to the ossuary
and pit-dwelling Z and came to conclusions which differ
greatly from those presented in previous works on the
same topic. After making the groundless assertion that
Vasi¢ rejected his original interpretation of the structure
as a tomb-ossuary after completion of the excavation, D.
Garasanin concludes that the ossuary and pit-dwelling Z
are two separate structures created at different periods.3”
She sees the ossuary as an older, deeply dug pit, where
skeletons of representatives of Star¢evo culture were
found. In her opinion, this is further supported by two
globular Starcevo pots said to have been found beside
the tomb. Although those vessels were found in pit-
dwelling Z, D. Garasanin notes that they may not belong
to the pit-dwelling but to the ossuary, because, according
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to her analysis, they lay under the bottom of pit-dwelling
7.0 She dates the origin of pit-dwelling Z to the period
of the early Vinc¢a phase, and sees the pit-dwelling as a
larger dug-in structure which encompasses the ossuary.
She does not explain in what way pit-dwelling Z was
larger than the ossuary, and how this conclusion was
made. In this context, the statement that two Staréevo
pots lay »under the bottom of pit-dwelling Z« seems

38 Tapamanun 1984.

3 Wrongly cited and interpreted illustrations from Prehistoric
Vinca 11 occur in the text several times. They, due to mismatch to
the text, may lead to wrong conclusions. For example, Fig. 9 (Ba-
cuh 1936) does not show the original situation of the ossuary and
pit-dwelling Z, as stated in the text (l'apamanun 1984, 20), but the
vertical cross-section and layout of the section defined in 1931 as
the ossuary with the entrance hall. Also, it is wrongly stated that in
the general plan of the »pit-dwelling layer«, showing the situation
with dug-in objects excavated in 1931 (Bacuh 1936, fig. 8), the
designation of that structure is changed and is marked as pit-
dwelling Z (Tapamanun 1984, 20). The structure designated as pit-
dwelling Z and its relation to the »ossuary« is shown in the 1934
plan (Bacuh 1936, fig. 209).

40 Tapamanun 1984, 20.
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completely ambiguous. Furthermore, the reasons for the
conclusion that the ossuary belongs to the Starcevo
culture do not seem any clearer, especially when she
notes, quoting Vasic’s statement that only two loom-
weights were found in the pit, that they could be
associated »with the StarCevo culture as much as with
the Vinca culture«.*! And finally, borrowing Z. Letica’s
inaccurate information on the finds in pit-dwelling Z,
she draws the incorrect conclusion that »Staréevo
material found in the pit-dwelling comes from the layer
with which the ossuary had been filled and which was
later disturbed by subsequent digging activity«.*?

It has to be admitted that, although the arguments
on which D. Gara$anin based her conclusions about the
existence of two chronologically different structures in
the section encompassed by the ossuary and pit-dwel-
ling Z were false, they led her to the right conclusion.
Surmising that within the Star¢evo structure there must
be a younger Vinca structure, she tried to address the
lack of original field documents and information on
the study material from the ossuary and pit-dwelling Z
by turning to M. Vasi¢’s publications. She hoped that
they would support her claims, but actually they could
not provide all the information necessary for the
interpretation of the ossuary and pit-dwelling Z. As a
result, although she correctly recognized the younger
Vinca structure (not mentioned at all in Vasi¢’s works),
which disturbed the Starcevo grave, she mistakenly
identified it as pit-dwelling Z.

Unlike D. Gara$anin, B. Stalio has not changed her
views. She maintains, in her last work on the Vinca
architecture, that pit-dwelling Z was originally only one
of the dwelling structures, though central and the largest
of a pit-dwelling settlement which is to be connected
with representatives of the Vinca culture. In her opinion,
this pit-dwelling was converted into a tomb when occu-
pation was terminated.*? She does not say, as in her pre-
vious work, that the pit with skeletons was subsequently
dug, but the same conclusion, although not explicitly sta-
ted, remains: representatives of the Vinca culture were
buried in the ossuary.

In the light of the various above stated interpreta-
tions of stratigraphic, chronological and cultural rela-
tion between the ossuary and pit-dwelling Z, and their
contents and relation to other pits, it seems necessary
to examine in detail each of those elements which can
be found in the available material, including the un-
published documentation and study collection.

To date the main issue remains unresolved — name-
ly: what was the »tomb with entrance hall« (ossuary) and
what is its relation to the structure designated as pit-

dwelling Z. Prior to giving a definite answer to the
question of whether there was only one structure — pit-
dwelling Z — which also included the so-called ossuary
with hall, or if there were two separate structures,
possibly chronologically different, we should point to
several facts which may explain how the conflicting
views presented in the literature originated and which
seemingly led M. Vasi¢ himself to confusion during
the actual excavations.

Some misunderstandings and contradictory inter-
pretations have arisen partly due to a lack of agreement
on the terminology applied. For example, the so-called
ossuary is designated in different ways in different
works by Vasié. It is mentioned as: an ossuary with
access corridor, an ossuary with entrance hall, a tomb
in the shape of a room with access corridor, a tomb
with entrance hall, a tomb with nine skeletons, a tomb
with corridor, and often as simply a tomb. Although it
may appear that there is no great difference between
these, it has to be noted for the sake of clarification of
the stratigraphy and content of the ossuary that the last
designation most frequently implies neither the whole
structure nor the grave pit as a whole, but only the
bottom floor of the pit with the skeletons and a thin
layer immediately above them.* The publications, how-
ever, do not state this clearly. Furthermore, the term pit-
-dwelling adds to the ambiguity. Vasic designates almost
all dug-in structures as pit-dwellings, regardless of their
proportions or contents. He notes, without any further
explanation, that the »so-called hall (dromos) and tomb
(grobnica) are an integral part of pit-dwelling Z«.* In
addition, some authors were not familiar or were only
partly familiar with the content of that structure, so
they were prone to change their views on the same
issue, sometimes even dramatically. Finally, it is worth
mentioning that excavation of the structure was not
conducted continuously, which not only affected the
way in which the results were published, but perhaps
also created a false impression of the existence of ho-
rizontal stratigraphy inside the structure, that is, of the
possibility of subsequent extension of the originally
dug grave or dwelling pit.

41 Tapamanun 1984, 21

42 Tapamanuu 1984, 21.

43 Crammo 1984, 35.

4 Bacuh 1936, 11; 1951, 36.

45 Bacuh 1936a, 151. Vasic’s indiscriminate use of the term

»pit-dwelling«, even for shallow very small pits, presents a major
problem for intepretation of the deepest layers at Vinca.
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In the 1931 campaign an area lying in the deepest
layer and dug into the loess was excavated. Although
its shape and content indicated a separate unit, not all of
it was excavated. The excavation journal informs us that
the western and southern profile of the »depression (pit)«
»remained in the wall« (Fig. 1).46 The photographs of
those profiles corroborate this statement (Fig. 5, 6).47
Since the structure consisted of two »depressions,
with nine skeletons in the deeper one, Vasic¢ defined it
as an ossuary (tomb) with entrance hall.*8 It should be
noted that even then M. Vasi¢ compared the shape of
the »ossuary« to dwelling structures. He wrote in the
journal: »The ossuary has the shape of a circular pit-
dwelling. The skeletons, except for the first one, were
lying at the bottom of the pit-dwelling with their heads
facing toward the periphery; ...The pit-dwelling with
skeletons was located at the end of an original humus
layer«.* Although the term pit-dwelling was used in
this description, we think that the discovered structure
was not functionally equated to a dwelling structure. The
term pit-dwelling was used as a comparison, with the
intention to help clarify to a certain degree the meaning
of the burial custom. On 10" August 1931, after clea-
ning of all the skeletons in the pit, Vasi¢ noted: »The
skeletons arranged in this manner in this pit — pit-dwel-
ling remind us of pit-dwellings used for occupation,
and consequently support the opinion that the graves
of the dead were made in the form of dwellings for the
living, that is in the form of pit-dwellings«.>

The 1931 excavation journal does not provide a
detailed description of the ossuary. Having cleaned the
skeletons, Vasi¢ made a sketch of the cross-section and
layout of the ossuary (Fig. 7) and commented briefly
that the pit — pit-dwelling with skeletons lay at the end
of the original humus layer. He gave the length of the
»steps« (1.4 m and 3.6 m) and assumed that: »The
access, perhaps entrance hall to the ossuary was from
that side, but it cannot be confirmed because no further
excavation was possible«.’! The description of the
ossuary is supplemented in the published works and an
explicit definition of the grave pit as an ossuary having
an access corridor is provided.’? The pit (tomb) is said
to have had a square base with rounded angles and a
funnel-shaped bottom. The edge of the pit was 1.4 to
1.5 m long, and the deepest part of the bottom lay at
11.4 m. A graded entrance hall led to the tomb. The hall
began in the humus layer, but its outline could be clearly
distinguished in the subsoil only at 9.3 m.?3 The dimen-
sions of both »steps« lying at 9.75 m, and 10.60 m, are
given more accurately (1.36 m and 3.0 m) and are diffe-
rent from the dimensions given in the journal (Fig. 3a).>*
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There are some discrepancies between the data pro-
vided in the text and shown in the published plans re-
garding the depth of individual parts of the ossuary.
The drawing of the western, or more accurately north-
western profile of the ossuary (Fig. 3a), presents V10.6
m as the depth of the second step in the hall, while the
layouts from 1931 and 1934 (Fig. 2, 3b) show the
depth of V10.8 m. The different measurement points
are marked in the drawings. The difference of 0.2 m
may indicate that the bottom of the so-called entrance
hall was not flat, or in other words that the second step
may have been one of the depressions noted in the ex-
cavated structure. The drawings of the northwest pro-
file also present different values of the deepest point in
the grave pit: 11.4 m in Fig. 3b, and 11.2 m in Fig. 3a.
Taking into consideration that »the centre of the funnel-
shaped floor of the ossuary lies at V11.4«,% we may
assume that in figure 3b the depth measured at the
deepest section of the pit was mistakenly marked as
the depth measured at the profile (which was 11.2 m).
With regard to the 1931 layouts, the difference in the
presented shape of the area where the skeletons were
discovered should also be pointed out (Fig. 3a, 3b).
The comparison between those layouts and the layout
of pit-dwelling Z made in 1934 (Fig. 2) reveals that the
shape of the bottom floor of the grave pit is more
truthfully presented in Fig. 3b.

The other section of the structure, designated as
pit-dwelling Z, was excavated in 1934. In volume IV
of the Prehistoric Vinca, Vasi¢ emphasizes that his pre-
vious explanation of the ossuary was incomplete, since
he wrongly concluded, due to the limited area of exca-
vation, that the ossuary and the entrance hall were the
only elements of that structure.’® The following sen-
tence remains slightly ambiguous in this context: »In
that year, a trench of the appropriate width was dug on
the newly leased land so that the western section of pit-

46 Bacuh 1931, 122. The northwest and southwest profiles are
meant here, although the excavation journal and all Vasic’s work re-
fer to the western and southern profile of the ossuary.

47 Bacuh 1936, co1. 10-11.

48 Bacuh 1932, 26.

49 Bacuh1931, 126.

50 Bacuh 1931, 127.

51 Bacuh 1931, 127.

52 Bacuh 1936, 9.

53 Bacuh 1951, 35.

54 Bacwuh 1936, 9, ci. 9.

55 Bacuh 1936, 9.

56 Bacuh 1936a, 150.
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Fig. 3. »Ossuary with entrance hall« — lay-out and cross-section (Bacuh 1936, ca. 9, 8)

Ca. 3. »Kocmypruua ca gpomocom« — ochosa u tipecex (Bacuh 1936, ca. 9, 8)

dwelling Z could be investigated«.3” This could mean
that Vasi¢, even before the excavation of the areas
northwest of the »tomb with entrance hall«, was com-
pletely sure that only a part (ossuary with entrance hall,
i.e. the southeastern part of pit-dwelling Z) of a consi-
derably larger structure (pit-dwelling Z) had been dis-
covered in 1931.

The excavation journal does not provide a definite
solution to this dilemma. On 25 August 1934 Vasi¢
wrote: »Clearing work has begun in the northwest area
above the tomb with entrance hall, and it will be con-
tinued.«® Since the layer immediately above the sub-
soil, or perhaps already in the loess, was being excava-
ted at that moment, this sentence may indicate that
Vasic¢ expected to find a part of the tomb in the deeper
layer. The following day, still working at the same pla-
ce, Vasic noted in the journal: »We are continuing with
clearing of the area lying northwest of the tomb with
entrance hall... We have already excavated in the loess,
containing black soil, in the area northwest of the tomb.
The levels of the objects are marked as 34V8.75 m
(+0.50=V9.25 m), which means that we are in a pit-
dwelling lying in the loess (which was later confir-
med)«.>? This quotation may lead to the conclusion
that Vasic¢ was writing about a structure (pit-dwelling)

which was not connected to the grave. This impression
is further supported by the fact that the structure was
designated as pit-dwelling Z on the same date. Its des-
cription does not indicate any possible connection with
the ossuary — quite the contrary — it prompts the con-
clusion that pit-dwelling Z and the ossuary present two
separate structures lying next to each other: »To the
northwest of the (ossuary) tomb with entrance hall at
V8.7 m® the contour of pit-dwelling Z appeared. It
was definitely captured later... It descends with three
steps into three sections... This pit-dwelling Z is dee-
pest in the third, lowest, section, near the tomb. There,
to the length of 26.2 m along the main axis, and at 7 m
from the axis towards the wall, the pit-dwelling
reaches the depth of V10.85 (absolute).«®! In addition
to the summarized description of pit-dwelling Z, the

57 Bacuh 1936a, 150.

58 Bacuh 1934, 77.

59 Bacuh 1934, 78.

60 According to Vasi¢, this was the »relative depth«, while the
»absolute depth« is calculated by adding 0.5 m to all the values
measured in trench P, where pit-dwelling Z was also located.
(Bacuh 1934, 1).

61 Bacuh 1934, 80.
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journal provides the descriptions, accompanied with a
drawing in the margins, of some finds from that pit
(Fig. 8). The mode of their marking in the journal and
the marks on the finds themselves are highly unusual.
Unlike the finds from other pits, which always bear the
mark of the pit they came from, the finds from pit-
dwelling Z display the mark of the year of excavation
and the relative depth. The reasons why the finds were
marked without reference to the pit are unknown. The
journal, however, explicitly states that they came from
pit-dwelling Z.

It is likely that Vasi¢ formed his final view on pit-
dwelling Z after completion of the 1934 excavation by
comparing and connecting the plans showing the
situations in 1931 and 1934 regarding the dug-in struc-
tures at loess level (Fig. 1, 2). He could reach the con-
clusion that the tomb and the entrance hall were not a
separate structure, but rather parts of pit-dwelling Z,
perhaps after he had connected the unpublished sketch
of pit-dwelling Z from 1934 and the sketch of the
ossuary from 1931, and re-established the fact that the
deepest point of pit-dwelling Z, which was mentioned
in the journal, did not lie in the vicinity of the tomb but
inside it. The excavations in 1934 revealed that the
grave pit (ossuary) did not have the shape of a »circular
pit-dwelling« and that its base was not a »square with
rounded corners«.92 The drawing of the pit-dwelling Z
layout shows that all depressions in that pit, including
the ossuary and the entrance hall, were irregular in
shape (Fig. 2). However, a detailed description of pit-
dwelling Z has never been published. The grave pit
was described in later Vasi¢ works in the same manner
as at the time when only the southeast section of pit-
dwelling Z had been uncovered.®3

In the introductory part of the second volume of
Prehistoric Vinca Vasi¢ hinted at a new approach to the
tomb and pit-dwelling Z. He definitely elaborated it in
his fourth book where he noted: »All this information,
considered together with that about the presence of parts
of human skeletons in the so-called entrance hall at the
depths of V10.29 m — V10.92 m proves that both hall
and tomb are integral parts of pit-dwelling Z, which be-
longed to its deepest section«.%* Based on this statement
and the drawing of the pit-dwelling Z layout (Fig. 2),
we can draw the conclusion that Vasi¢ thought that pit
Z had been dug as a single structure in the shape in which
it was discovered by excavation, or in other words that
there had not been any extensions for occupation or
burial purposes. We consider this fully acceptable.

Unlike later authors, Vasic did not get involved in
discussion about the possibility that the structure had
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originally been used for occupation, and that one of its
parts was later (and if so, how much later) used for the
burial of nine bodies. However, the analysis of the sta-
ted descriptions of the tomb and pit-dwelling may help
us to get to some answers about Vasic¢’s view on this
issue. His claim that the tomb and entrance hall are an
integral part of the pit dwelling can be the grounds for
the assumption that he thought that the primary purpose
of this structure was occupation. However, one of Va-
si¢’s above-quoted notes about the section of the struc-
ture excavated in 1931 and entered in the field journal
should not be disregarded. It points out that the dispo-
sition of skeletons bears a resemblance to pit-dwellings
for occupation, which corroborates »the opinion that
graves for the dead were made in the form of dwellings
for the living, i.e. in the form of pit-dwellings«.%%> Given
his opinion expressed later in one of his publications
that the tomb with entrance hall was made »on the same
principle as pit-dwellings at Vinda«,°® we can justly
assume that Vasic regarded this structure, in spite of its
form of a pit-dwelling, as a tomb, seeing burial as its pri-
mary and sole purpose. Many misunderstandings and
dilemmas as to whether Vasi¢ viewed occupation as the
primary purpose of this structure seem to have arisen
from his inadequate method of designating all the dug-
in structures as pit-dwellings. We assume that this pit,
although deeper and larger in size than the others, was
designated as a matter of routine as pit-dwelling with-
out any intention of implying what its purpose may have
been. All this considered, one does not get an impres-
sion that in his interpretation of the 1931 and 1934
excavations Vasi¢ was concerned (or at least not to the
same extent as those who interpreted the results later)
to provide a solution to the dilemma of whether the pit
where nine bodies were buried had previously been
used for occupation.

The vertical stratigraphy seems more difficult to
grasp due to the number of distinct layers and the fai-
lure to note changes in the base, but also, at least partly,
to the inconsistency of the researcher in designating
individual units and different data provided on the le-
vels of certain stratigraphic units. Taking into conside-
ration the stratigraphic changes and their depths regi-
stered by Vasic and described in the second volume of

62 Bacuh 1931, 126; 1936, 9.
3 Bacuh 1951, 35.

4 Bacuh 1936a, 150.

S Bacwh 1931, 127.

6 Bacuh 1936, 11.
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Fig. 4. »Ossuary with entrance hall« — southwestern and northwestern profile
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Prehistoric Vinca, we have selected the most signi-
ficant points of pit walls, layers and small finds, which
could be used for reconstruction of the vertical
stratigraphy of the grave pit and the so-called entrance
hall.%” Vertical cross-sections borrowed from Vasi¢’s
publications® and a diagrammed reconstruction of the
cross-section (Fig. 4), showing stratigraphic layers in
relation to the parts of skeletons found outside the
grave pit, were used as illustrations to facilitate under-
standing. 16 points are taken from Vasic¢’s description
(Fig. 4):

Point 1 — V8.635 m represents the top level of the
original humus layer.®® Although this level was not
marked in any cross-sections, we have conditionally
located it above the upper line of the cross-section.

Points 2 and 3 — V9.1 m and V9.3 m are the depths
where loess appears. The level 9.3m is at the same time
the depth at which the beginning of the hall was
defined.

Point 4 — V9.335 m (V9.4 m) represents the depth
of the bottom level of the original humus layer. At the
same time, it marks the assumed upper level of the
pure soil layer interpreted as the tomb ceiling.

Point 5 — V9.433 m marks the depth at which,
according to Vasic¢, the lower surface of a thin pure soil
layer (i.e. the lower surface of the tomb ceiling) lay.

Point 6 — V9.783 m where a thin layer of ash and
soot was noted (in the original humus layer).”?

Point 7 — V9.75 m is the depth of the first step of the
dromos.

Point 8 — V10.6 m where the second step of the en-
trance hall was noted.

Point 9 — V10.29 m at which a human jaw was no-
ted (in the entrance hall).

Point 10— V10.64 m at which parts of a human skull
were found (in entrance hall).

Point 11 — V10.7 m at which a human skull without
the jaw was found (outside the entrance hall and tomb).

Point 12 - V10.79 m at which new pieces of human
skull were found (in the entrance hall).

Point 13 — V10.92 m at which a human mandible
was found (in the entrance hall).

Point 14 — V10.9 m at which a 0.1 m thick layer of
pure soil was distinguished in the northwest profile of
the ossuary.

67 Bacuh 1936, 9-11.

%8 The cross section in Fig. 8 of Prehistoric Vinca 11, with the
auxilliary lines at 9, 10 and 11 m and the upper line conditionally
marked as the highest level of the structure, i.e. the top level of
original humus, was used for reconstruction (Fig. 3b).

%9 V8.659 is also said to be the depth of the upper surface of
original humus (Bacuh 1951, 35). The difference of 2.5 cm is
irrelevant for our discussion.

70 Fig. 3a and 3b give different values for the ash and sooth
layer. Fig. 3b marks V9.785 and fig. 3a V9,85. The journal entry on
08.08.1931 and the description of the ossuary in the second book of
Prehistoric Vinca (Bacuh 1936, 10) inform that the ash and sooth
layer was at V9.783, so that this mistake could possibly be interpre-
ted as unintentional ommission of figure 7 in marking of this level.
V9.785 in Fig. 3b is clearly drawn under the 10 m depth line. In Fig.
3a the stated level is marked in the same section of the layer as in
Fig. 3b, so that we assume that it was a mistake made in drawing,
not in wrongly marked level point. The photographs confirm this
(Bacuh 1936, cn. 101 11). The 10 m point is clearly marked, and an
ash layer can be noticed some 20 cm above it (Fig. 5, 6).
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Point 15— V11.03 m at which the skull of skeleton I
was found.

Point 16 — V11.40 m at which the bottom of the
tomb lay, i.e. the deepest point of the pit.

Out of those sixteen points, six (9-3, 15) have to
do with small finds, three (7, 8 and 16) with parts of the
pit walls, and seven with stratigraphic units (1-6, 14)
(Fig. 4). With regard to the vertical stratigraphy, point
1 refers to the top level of the original humus layer or,
in other words, to the assumed level from which the pit
was dug — V8.635 m, while point 16 represents the pit
bottom at V11.4 m. The difference between the highest
level (8.635 m) and the lowest level (11.4 m) is 2.765 m.
Five stratigraphic units, i.e. layers, can be distinguished
from the highest level to the lowest level (Fig. 4):

Layer I — The layer of original humus, 0.7 to 0.75
m thick, stretching from point 1 to point 3.

Layer II — The layer of black soil, between points
4 (5) and 14.

Layer III — The 0.1 m thick layer of pure soil bet-
ween point 14 and the 11 metre line.

Layer IV— The layer of soil immediately covering
the bodies, between the 11 metre line and point 16.

Layer V —The layer of loess, or subsoil, appearing
at the depths of 9.1 to 9.3 m, i.e. at the levels of points
2 and 3.

CTAPHUHAP LVI1/2006.

Fig. 5. »Ossuary« — southwestern profile

Ca. 5. Jytosatiagnu upopua »KoCutypHume «

Fig. 6. »Ossuary with entrance hall«
— northwestern profile

Ca. 6. Ceseposatiaghu upogu
»KOCTHYPHUUE U GPOMOCAK

If we consider all of this, two data seem unlikely:
the depth of the pit (2.765 m) and the thickness of the
original humus layer (0.70-0.75 m), where the depth
of the pit is contingent on the determined thickness of
the original humus layer. Regardless of whether it was
a pit-dwelling or tomb, the depth is unusually great for
a Neolithic pit of the Star¢evo and Vinca group.

With regard to the thickness of the original humus
(layer I), it should be emphasized that Vasi¢, when
describing pit-dwelling pits, noted that the contours of
the pits became clearly visible in the loess between 9.1
and 9.3 m, but the rims of all pits, including the tomb,
lay in the original humus with the upper surface at
V8.653 m below 0 point.”! Level 9.335 was designated
as the loess surface level, and the thickness of the ori-
ginal humus was estimated at 0.70 to 0.75 m. But this
seems quite unlikely. Experience tells us that the thick-
ness of layers of original humus at Neolithic settlements
is usually between 0.20 and 0.30 m. Therefore, we
think that the thickness of the original humus would
probably correspond to the difference between depths
9.1 m and 9.3 m at which, according to Vasi¢, pure
loess occurred. If that is the case, the level from which

71 Bacuh 1936, 8; 1951, 35.
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the pit was dug could be 9.1 m, since it is obvious that
structures noted in the loess may have been dug only
from the upper surface of original humus and absolu-
tely not under it.

Vasi¢ believed that the 10 cm thick loess tomb
ceiling had originally lain under the original humus.
Such a loess layer (between point 4 and 5) was neither
noted during the excavation nor was it visible in any
profile. It is mentioned here because it was an impor-
tant element in Vasi¢’s reconstruction of the ossuary.”?
He assumed that the ossuary and the hall which provided
an access to it were dug into loess — not from the level
of original humus, but in the manner of the graves dug
into rocks. Consequently, he concluded that loess re-
presented the ceiling of the tomb. During excavation,
Vasié, of course, did not find such a situation. There-
fore, he argued that the 10 cm thick loess noted at
V10.9 (our layer III) actually represented the remains
of the collapsed ceiling which had existed under the
original humus, between V9.33 and V9.43.73

There is not much information about layers II and
IV, and the data about them are contradictory. There-
fore, we shall begin our discussion on those layers from
layer III, which was clearly defined during the excava-
tion and which, to a large extent, allows an insight into
the cultural and chronological character of the layers
above it (layer II) and beneath it (layer I'V).

Layer I1T is a thin layer of pure soil, noted at V10.9
(above the skeleton at the pit grave bottom). Vasi¢ in-
terpreted it as remains of the collapsed ceiling.”* He
used different terms to describe this layer. The first re-
ference to it was made on 8 August 1931 in the exca-
vation journal after the discovery of a dislocated man-
dible at V10.29 m and a skull at V10.7 m: »A layer of
compacted buff soil, some 10 cm thick, appeared in the
western profile at V10.9. Skeletons were found below
it«.”> This layer is also described in publications as the
layer of »pure soil«, »pure loess« and »pure buff soil«.”
Since this layer was continuously emphasized in the
descriptions of the tomb, it may be justly assumed that
it really existed and that it was a tight, compacted, and,
considering the use of the word loess, most probably a
sterile layer. The situation presented in the sketch of
the cross--section of the »tomb with entrance hall« from
the excavation journal (Fig. 7),”” as well as in the pu-
blished cross-sections of the »tomb with entrance hall«
(Fig. 3a, 3b), does not corroborate the statements and
remarks presented in the publications: » Above the 10 cm
thick layer of pure loess, over the skeletons, the soil is
black...; Above the layer of pure buff soil, but in the layer
of black soil above the tomb with entrance hall...«.”8

No individual layer stretching immediately above the
skeletons is marked there (Fig. 3, 7). The same hatching
denotes the pit bottom where the bodies were buried
(our layer IV), the filling of the »entrance with hall« and
the filling of the pit above the skeleton (our layer II). It
should be noted, however, that the »pit with skeletons«
is marked off by a curved, arch-shaped line (Fig. 7). If
this line is understood to be a thin loess layer covering
the skeletons, based on the same hatching denoting the
filling of the whole structure, described as »black soil
with fragments«, the conclusion could be made that,
having been laid at the bottom of the pit, the bodies
were first covered with a thin layer of soil with pottery
fragments, then with a loess layer, and eventually the
whole structure was filled with black soil of the same
character and with the same content. However, Vasi¢’s
publications, excavation journal and pottery finds
from the »black soil« (under and above the sterile loess
layer of 10 cm thickness) do not support this conclusi-
on. On the contrary, everything points to chronological
and cultural difference between the two layers of
»black soil« (layers II and IV), separated by a thin
sterile layer.

We think that the presence of a loess layer immedi-
ately above the skeleton can be easily understood if we
do not consider it as remnants of the ceiling, but view
it in the light of the facts that the pit grave is the oldest
structure in the so-called pit-dwelling layer, that it was
dug into loess and that the whole pit was filled with the
same soil after burial. The question of the absence of a
loess layer on the whole base right above the skeleton
arises immediately, since loess was not noted in the
southwest profile.

A part of the answer can be found in the above
quoted description of that layer (layer III). In addition
to this, Vasi¢ emphasized: »10 cm of the loess layer
covering skeleton I should be added to the level of the
loess surface at 9.335 m«.”® This skeleton lying over
skeletons II and III in the ossuary was closest to the sur-
face. According to Vasi¢, it belonged to the individual

72 Bacuh 1936, 9.

73 Bacuh 1936, 10.

74 Bacuh 1936, 10.

75 Bacuh 1931, 122.
76 Bacuh 1936, 10.

77 Bacuh 1931, 126.
78 Bacuh 1936, 10, 14.
79 Bacuh 1936, 10.

80 Bacuh 1936, 11.
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Fig. 7. Excavation journal 1931

Ca. 7. [nesnux uckotniasarwa 1931. togune

who was last buried in that grave.89 The skeleton did
not lie immediately along the pit wall, but inside the
western section of the ossuary (Fig. 3b, 7),8! so it can
reasonably be assumed that the loess layer reached at
least that part of the ossuary base. Two more intercon-
nected things may help shed some light on our dilem-
ma. Skeleton III stretched into the northwest profile
(Fig. 3b, 7), and the excavation journal reads: »It is lying
almost parallel with skeleton I, but its head, for the time
being, is in the western wall and cannot be seen.«52 Va-
si¢’s statement that a 10cm thick loess layer could be

CTAPHUHAP LVI1/2006.

seen at 10.9 m in the western (more precisely north-
west) profile®3 should mean that the layer of pure soil
was reliably confirmed when skeleton III was found
and that its existence is indisputable. There is no such
layer in the southwest profile, although the journal in-
forms us that »compacted buff soil of a special kind«

81 Bacuh 1931, 126.
82 Bacuh 1931, 123.
83 Bacuh 1936, 10.
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Ca. 8. [lnesnux uckotiasawa 1934. iogune

appeared above skeleton I1.8% The skull of that skele-
ton lay near the southwest profile, but it was not in the
profile (Fig. 3b and 7).8

Two assumptions can be made to explain the fact
that the loess layer did not exist in the rest of the grave
pit (especially in its eastern section). The first — that
only a part of the grave pit may have been filled with
loess, which seems less likely; and the second that all
the skeletons in the pit may have been covered with a
thin loess layer which was noticed only at some places
during the excavation because the content of the grave

pit and the loess covering the skeletons had been sub-
sequently disturbed. Since the same hatching marks the
filling of the whole »tomb with entrance hall« in the
journal sketch of the ossuary, it is necessary to deter-
mine the character of the layer with which the bodies
were immediately covered (layer IV). In addition, in
order to solve this issue, the content of the black layer in

84 Bacuh 1931, 122.
85 Bacuh 1936, cn. 8 u 13.
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the shallower zones of the pit (in the so-called entrance
hall and the part of the grave pit above the loess layer)
(layer II) as well as the conditions in which it was for-
med should be defined.

The answer to the question about the character of
the layer with which the bodies were immediately co-
vered (layer IV) may be the most complex, because
there is little information on its character, and the in-
formation provided by Vasic¢ on the content of the layer
is contradictory. The publications do not make any
reference to the layer in the deepest part of the tomb,
and the information given in the journal is insufficient,
probably because Vasi¢ was preoccupied with the dis-
covery of the skeletons. This layer and layer II are
mentioned only in the entry of the journal dated 10
August 1931 in the part with a comment or description
of the ossuary sketch (Fig. 7): »The pit-dwelling pit
with skeletons was located at the end of an original
humus layer (that is black soil where everyday activi-
ties took place), which is found in the whole of exca-
vated area. At the distance of 1.4 m from the edge of
the excavated section, the black soil goes deeper and
keeps that depth for 3.6 m until it reaches the edge of
the pit and falls into the pit with skeletons«.%® This
description offers a few pieces of the essential infor-
mation: the pit was located »at the end of the original
humus layer«, which implies that Vasi¢ noted digging
activity only under the original humus layer at V9.3 m;
the original humus layer consisted of black soil; and
something very important — that layer existed all over
the excavated section. Vasi¢ maintained that at the
time of pit-dwelling pits this was the area of everyday
activities, which means that the content, that is the
cultural character of the small finds, should corres-
pond to the content of the pit-dwellings, as the content
of that layer had formed in the earliest phase of occu-
pation of the Vinca settlement. At the end, the des-
cription of the ossuary includes the information that
the layer of black soil descended from the edge of the
excavated pit to the levels of the »steps of the entrance
hall« (layer II) and fell into the pit with skeletons
(layer IV) (Fig. 3a, 7).

However, the difference in the content of those
layers, in other words in the cultural character of the
pottery finds in »black soil« above loess layer (layer
II) and the finds in the layer with which the skeletons
were covered (layer IV), remains unclear, in spite of
the fact that they were, at least partly, separated by a
thin sterile layer (layer III).

The data on the pottery finds from the tomb (ossuary
in the strict sense) which were found under the loess
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layer at 10.9 m are contradictory. On one hand, Vasic¢
emphasized in all his works that, apart from two cera-
mic loom-weights and several charred cornel-cherry sto-
nes, no other objects had been found in the ossuary.®’
On the other hand, his notes in the excavation journal on
the pottery content of the ossuary are unusually detailed.
For example, following the discovery of skeletons I
and II and parts of skeleton III, he wrote on August 8
that »fragments of rough vessels decorated with finger
imprints and nail stabbing« were found in the ossuary.®8
On the following day, after cleaning of skeleton III,
and the partial discovery of another skeleton, the pot-
tery fragments found that day were briefly described:
»Among pottery fragments, fragments with ornaments
executed by fingers, then incised, and executed by finger
and nail imprints were found«.8? Some of them were
then described in greater detail and almost all of them
were illustrated on the margin of the journal. Having
completed cleaning of all the skeletons at the bottom of
the grave pit, on August 10 Vasi¢ wrote one of the last
notes in the 1931 journal describing the pottery found
in the ossuary on that day: »Besides rough fragments of
vessels from the ossuary (see p.123 and later) with finger
imprints, fine vessels are also found in the ossuary, along
with vessels on a special foot, and especially globular
vessels on a low foot«.”? This is followed by the des-
cription of some of important finds. Based on these
quotations and drawings of the pottery fragments, the
conclusion could be clearly drawn that pottery featu-
ring recognizable elements of the Starcevo cultural
group was found in the ossuary, under the loess layer
at V10.9 m.

At present, we do not know the reasons which led
Vasi¢ to claim that there were no pottery finds in the
ossuary. Some fragments from ossuary, described and
drawn in the journal, appeared in his publication, though
with a remark that they had been found »above the
burnt wooden structure of the roof over the ossuary« or
»above the tomb with the entrance hall«.”!

Although Vasi¢ interpreted the 10.90 m thick loess
layer as remnants of the tomb ceiling, and maintained
that a charred beam found in the ossuary proved the
existence of a wooden structure, the notes in the journal

%

6 Bacuh 1931, 127.

7 Bacuh 1932, 102; 1936a, 151.
8 Bacuh 1931, 123.

Bacuh 1931, 124.

0 Bacuh 1931, 127-129.

' Bacuh 1932, 91; 1936, 14, 20.
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show that all the published Star¢evo fragments were
actually found in the »tomb«, under the loess layer (layer
III), and that between 8™ and 10! August, when the
discovery and cleaning of the skeletons at the grave
bottom took place, fragments of Starcevo pottery were
found in the thin layer of black soil covering the skele-
tons (layer I'V). Today, 120 fragments labelled »ossuary«,
written in Vasic¢’s well-known handwriting (PI. 1), are
kept in the Archaeological Collection of the Faculty of
Philosophy. Only three fragments can be associated with
certainty to the Vinca culture. All the other fragments,
based on their typological and stylistic features, can be
assigned to the late phase of Starcevo culture.

Unlike the thin layer of black soil holding frag-
ments of StarCevo pottery, with which the bodies at the
bottom of the grave pit were covered (layer I'V), the layer
of black soil above the thin sterile layer constitutes
most of the filling in the »entrance hall« and the grave
pit (layer II). Several elements indicate that it was not
the original filling of the pit. The description of the
content of that layer clearly shows that it consisted of
Vinca pottery: » Above the layer of pure buff soil, in the
layer of black soil above the tomb with entrance hall
some bone and stone tools, and also fragments, mostly
pottery for everyday domestic use, were found. The frag-
ments belong to vessels of various shapes. All three
main ornamentation techniques at Vinca are present: the
technique of incised ornaments, bucherro vessels, and
black polished ornaments.«°2 It should be noted that
the layer is said to have stretched »above the tomb with
entrance hall«, which reveals that what is meant by the
»tomb« is only the deepest part of the pit with skele-
tons »closed« by the loess layer, i.e. pure buff soil, and
that the layer of black soil above the loess is conside-
red not to have been an original part of the »tomb«. Va-
si¢’s interpretation of the loess layer as remains of a
collapsed wooden roof structure of the »tomb, implies,
although it is not explicitly stated, that the black soil
layer »above the tomb« formed later, »after the collapse
of the ossuary ceiling«.

A casual remark that the ossuary lay under so-
called base V9.3 m and the excavation journal explain
the conditions under which layer II was formed as well
as its different content.”3 It turns out that so-called base
V9.3 m was actually a Vinca pit noted at the depth of
9.3 m, although at the beginning, due to daub pieces, it
had been wrongly thought to be the remains of an
above-surface structure.”* In the journal, the filling of
this pit was described as »black soil« — smonica.” There
on 6t August a human mandible was found at V10.29 m,
and on the following day a skull at V10.7 m.% Unlike

the other Vinca pits dug directly into loess subsoil, most
of pit »base V9.3« was dug into the Staréevo »tomb with
entrance hall«.”” Those digging activities probably pe-
netrated the loess layer hiding the skeletons, because
of which dislocated parts of one or more skeletons
were found at a considerably higher level than the un-
disturbed skeletons.”® In this way, insignificant mixing
of pottery materials, that is the presence of three Vinca
fragments in the »tomb« and two Star¢evo fragments
in pit »base V9.3«, can also be explained. Although the
material from the Vinca pit is not described in the jour-
nal, it is very likely that Vasic¢’s description of the finds
in the »black soil above the tomb« actually refers to the
material which is at present kept at the Archaeological
Collection of the Faculty of Philosophy with the »base
V9.3« label.??

Undoubtedly, layers I and IV were separated by a
loess layer approximately 10 cm thick (layer III), which
had remained from the original filling of the grave pit
after the burial, preventing mixing of the contents held
in the layers under and above it, or in other words
mixing of the Starevo material from the grave and the
Vinca pottery from pit »base V9.3«.

Naturally, the issue of the dimensions and contours
of this Vinca pit arises here. Due to the lack of techni-
cal documentation, this problem, for the most part, will
remain largely unresolved for ever, but to a certain de-
gree the photograph of the 1931 (Fig. 5) south-western
excavation profile may help in this matter. In this pho-
tograph a contour of another digging activity is discer-
nable. It could be the contour of pit »base V9.3«. The
level from which that later pit was dug seems to have
been somewhat higher than the level from which the
grave was dug. The pit was partly dug into the black soil
layer covering the skeletons in the ossuary. Vinca pit
»base V9.3« stretched into the southwest and north-
west profiles of the excavated area, as did the ossuary,
so that undoubtedly it also stretched over the section
excavated in 1934.

Thin layers of ash and soot were noted in this pit.
They are visible in the photographs of profiles taken in

92 Bacuh 1936, 14.

93 Bacuh 1931, 11-18; 1932, 118.
94 Bacwuh 1931, 112; Nikoli¢ 2007.
95 Bacwh 1931, 116.

9 Bacuh 1931, 11-18

97 Nikoli¢ 2007.

98 Bacuh 1936, 10.

9 Bacuh 1936, 14.
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1931 (Fig. 5, 6) and in the cross-sections of the ossuary
(Fig. 3a, 3b). They are something common and expected
in pits, so that Vasic¢’s assumption that those ash layers
above the grave were formed as the result of occasi-
onal burning of a fire »lit in the performance of the cult
of the dead«'%" seems quite unusual and cannot be
accepted. This interpretation cannot be sustained even
if Vasic¢’s reconstruction of the shape and character of
the tomb is accepted, because the ash layers were
noted below the depth of 9.433 m, denoted as the level
of the lower surface of the grave pit ceiling, in which
case fires must have been burnt inside the tomb, which
is hard to imagine.

The fifth distinguished layer is the subsoil, which
is loess, appearing at a depth between V9.1 m and
V9.3 m. There is no dispute regarding this layer, but
the extent and form of the unevenness of the ground
(subsoil and humus) at the time when the settlement
was founded will always remain unknown.

Unlike the »tomb and hall« whose vertical strati-
graphy and content of individual layers were recon-
structed on the basis of the information provided in the
excavation journal, Vasic’s publications and small finds
from the ossuary and pit »base V9.3«, the second part of
the grave structure so-called pit-dwelling Z, excavated
in 1934, could not be reconstructed in this way. The pu-
blications and the journal do not offer any descriptions
of the layers. It is only said that a pit (pit-dwelling Z) was
noted at V9.2 m and that it consisted of three »rooms«
with its deepest point established in the room near the
tomb. %! There is no data either on the character of the
filling in that section of the structure or on possible
different layers. Consequently, any conclusion about
that section can only be reached indirectly from the notes
in the journal about the finds from »pit-dwelling Z« and
the conclusion that pit »base V9.3«, which was partly
dug into the Starcevo grave, extended into the southwest
and northwest profile above the grave pit. Although the
journal does not provide any evidence that a part of
that Vinca pit was noted in 1934, it is most likely that
one of its parts was also dug into pit-dwelling Z.

Owing to the already mentioned unusual way of
marking the finds from pit-dwelling Z, it is possible,
with a high degree of probability, to explain the alle-
gedly heterogeneous content of pit-dwelling Z. Toget-
her with the Vinca figurines, which we have already
mentioned, and two Starc¢evo pots found at the bottom
of the pit, two other fragments were published as the
contents of pit-dwelling Z. Only one of those fragments
is said to have been found in pit-dwelling Z at V9.4 m.10
The other one is accompanied with the relative depth
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only (V9.2), which may imply that it was found in the
layer not in any pits.!3 However, this fragment (Fig.
8; P1. 1I/4) is published in the chapter »Pottery from
pit-dwellings« so that the information that it was found
in pit-dwelling Z may have been omitted by mistake.!0*
Apart from the published objects, 14 fragments of vessels
and a sacrifice altar with labels confirming that they
came from pit-dwelling Z are kept today at the Archae-
ological Collection of the Faculty of Philosophy.

The journal offers descriptions and drawings of the
figurines, sacrifice altar and some fragments.!% Compa-
red to the content of the grave pit (ossuary), the content
assigned to the northwest section of the grave structure
(pit-dwelling Z) seems considerably poorer, but cultu-
rally varied. Together with the figurines and sacrifice
altar, eight out of 16 fragments belong to the Vinca cultu-
re. On the other hand, two vessels from the pit bottom and
eight vessel fragments belong to the Starcevo culture.

The notes in the excavation journal indirectly con-
firm our views that a part of pit »base V9.3« was inves-
tigated during the excavation in 1934 and that all Vin-
Ca finds assigned to pit-dwelling Z actually represent
the content of pit »base V9.3«. The recorded relative
depths of all the finds assigned to pit-dwelling Z indi-
cate that almost all the Vinca finds were found in the
shallower sections of the pit (V8.75; V8.9; V9.2 m). For
example, four Vinca figurines and a fragment of sacri-
fice altar were found (immediately after the contour of
digging activity had been noted) at V8.75 m, which was,
as stated in the journal, the absolute depth of 9.25 m.1060
On the other hand, the Starcevo finds came from deeper
sections of the pit (V9.1; V9.2; V9.4; V9.5; V9.9 m).107

100 Bacuh 1936, 34.

101 Bacuh 1934, 79-80.

102 Bacuh 1936, 164, c1. 346.

103 Bacuh 19364, 10, ci. 10.

104 The excavation journal, with the drawing and description
of the fragment, confirms that it was really found in pit-dwelling Z
(Bacuh 1934, 81). The publication fails to provide the information
that it came from the pit and gives, instead of the absolute depth, the
incorrect »relative« depth at which the fragment was found. For ex-
planation of »relative« and »absolute« depths in the trenches exca-
vated in 1933 and 1934 (trenches P and Q) see Bacuh 1936, 109. In
this case the »absolute« depth is 9.7 m.

105 Bacuh 1934, 72-82. Two fragments mentioned in the journal
are not in the Archaeological Collection (the foot found at V8.75 m
and the fragment with impresso ornaments from V9.5 m).

106 Bacuh 1934, 72-79.

107" So-called relative depths are recorded both in the journal and
on the finds. On the other hand, the publications also give so-called
absolute depths.
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The excavation journal does not give any information
as to which part of the structure the Starcevo finds came
from. Based on the small number of finds and owing to
the fact that in 1934 a small part of the ossuary, which
had remained under the profile in 1931, was also exca-
vated, but not mentioned in the excavation journal, it can
be assumed that they made up the content of the »black
soil« layer with pottery fragments (layer IV), with which
the dead bodies were covered after being laid at the pit
bottom. If this is the case, all fragments from layer [V
and two intact vessels laid in a depression near the
ossuary were elements of a funerary rite, which leads
us to believe that there were no other Starc¢evo finds in
any other sections of the complex grave structure.

There are two main reasons why all authors have
connected the StarCevo pottery from the ossuary, two
vessels from the northwest section of pit-dwelling Z
and the Vinca figurines with the same archaeological,
and also cultural and chronological context: ignorance
of the presented facts and the lack of any reference to
pit »base V9.3« in the publications. But if we accept the
interpretation that the Vinca pit was partly dug into that
section of the Starcevo structure, the reality of the pre-
sence of Vinca figurines, belonging to the other struc-
ture and the other cultural and chronological context,
immediately above two Staréevo vessels, becomes un-
derstandable. The place where those vessels were found
was a part of the grave structure and they represented
grave goods which were part of a complex rite.

Naturally, the question why two Staréevo vessels
which lay at V10.4 m (i.e. »relative« V9.9 m), in other
words not as deep as the skeletons in the »ossuary,
were not dislocated or damaged by the Vinca pit may
be raised here. The only logical explanation can be that
the later pit (»base V9.3«) was narrower and shallower
in this section. What was the purpose of the later pit,
then? We think that the possibility that it was used for
occupation should be rejected, because if that had been
the case, we would not have found parts of human
skeletons. However, the reason for digging of this pit re-
mains ambiguous. The pit itself could be conditionally
seen as a kind of the waste pit.

At the end of the analysis of Vasi¢’s views on the
common tomb we shall discuss several details mainly
concerning the position in which the skeletons were
found, or in other words the position of the bodies
when they were laid into the grave. Vasic¢ himself, like
others, interpreted the position of the skeletons in this
grave in various ways. In order to understand Vasi¢’s
dilemmas we shall present how he felt about this find.
The discovery of the skeletons was preceded by the

excavation of »base V9.3«, which lasted for several
days. At its bottom, which was not noticed during the
excavation, a mandible and a skull were found at
V10.29 m and V10.7 m respectively. Vasic¢ wrote in the
journal: »The mandible we found may have belonged
to this head. If so, this place is simply a dump not a
grave. A grave — certainly not!«!%8 On the following day,
after first whole skeletons were cleaned, this was ente-
red in the journal: »What does this ossuary represent?
— A common grave? Or a place into which the bodies of
the dead were thrown? These are not ordinary, regular
graves, because the skeletons are in disorder, and there
are no objects which could be used for various purpo-
ses.«109 It is obvious that in the beginning Vasi¢ him-
self thought that during the burial no attention had
been paid to the position of the bodies in the grave. The
following was recorded in the diary after all nine ske-
letons had been cleaned: »Only after all the skeletons
had been found did the ossuary and the skeleton posi-
tions within it became clear... The skeletons, save the
first one (N.1), lay at the bottom of the pit with their
heads facing towards the periphery, with the exception
of skeletons N.1 and 5 whose positions were different.
The legs were placed inwards.«!1? Later, in his publi-
cation, Vasi¢ pointed to a certain regularity in the ske-
letons’ positions, without emphasizing this fact though.
He made it clear that the heads had been facing toward
the periphery, while the lower parts of the skeletons had
been positioned inwards (except skeletons I and V),
although, based on the published photographs!!! and a
sketch in the journal (Fig. 7)'!? one may get the impres-
sion that skeleton V was found in the same position.
The dead had been laid on their backs, but the position
of arms and legs was not clear. Skeleton I lay on ske-
letons II and III, which prompted the conclusion that it
was the skeleton of the last individual to be buried in
that grave. Based on the disposition and positions of
the skeletons the conclusion was drawn that burials
took place occasionally but over a longer period.'!3
The quotations from the publications make it clear
that M. Vasi¢ rightly changed his original views on the
position of skeletons in the tomb, and consequently
stated in every description that certain rules had been

108 Bacuh 1931, 118.
109 Bacuh 1931, 123.
110 Bacuh 1931, 126-127.
111 Bacuh 1936, cu. 15, 16.
112 Bacuh 1931, 126.
113 Bacuh 1936a, 150.
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obeyed when the dead had been laid into the grave. It
is obvious that the position of the bodies directly de-
pended on the depth and measurements of the grave pit.
Considering the depth of the pit which, at best, reached
between 2.10 m and 2.30 m, the shape of the deepest
section of the grave and the area it covered, it seems
logical that nine bodies could not have been laid in any
other way. Furthermore, we could wonder whether it
was possible at all to lay the bodies of nine adults in
such a small space in the same position so that they did
not touch each other. Of course it was not. It should not
be forgotten that three dislocated skulls were also
found in the grave, which may indicate that more than
nine individuals were buried in the grave.

On the other hand, it is not possible to accept
Vasic¢’s presumption of a degree of continuity of burials
in this tomb, that is to say that the tomb was in use all
the time the pit-dwellings existed. We have already
said that the tomb represents the oldest structure in this
part of the site at Vin¢a and that it will be very difficult
to prove that it was contemporaneous with pits dwel-
ling-pits (this may be the topic of a possible analysis of
this layer in the future). However, it has to be pointed
out that there is no argument supporting the assumption
that all the bodies were not buried at the same time.
Perhaps, the most convincing argument supporting our
view is the existence of a pure loess layer immediately
above the skeletons, as well as the fact that the skele-
tons had remained undisturbed all the time until they
were discovered by Vasic.

Finally, we must turn to the key issue regarding this
tomb, that is to determine who was buried there and
why, and at the same time to clarify if those who were
buried there lived in Vinca or not.

As stated above, the opinion of most researchers
that representatives of the Star¢evo group were buried
in so--called pit-dwelling Z can be accepted. The act of
burial, pit dimensions, the evident order in which the
bodies were laid, traces of rituals with goods, and per-
haps the ritual breaking of vessels immediately above
the dead individuals, all can confirm that, although all
the bodies were buried simultaneously, they were not
buried in a hurry or in exceptional circumstances. The
conditions of the finds also indicate the conclusion that
the burial was not conducted by a community who up-
held different convictions or beliefs. Culturally homo-
genous Starcevo material was found in the sections of
the tomb which had not been damaged by subsequent
digging, and the act of mass burial was performed in a
manner not unknown to representatives of the Starce-
VO group.
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Although all Staréevo graves which have been in-
vestigated until know were located inside settlements,
due to the character of the small finds in other pits, we
shall assume that those who were buried in this grave
were not residents of Vinca, but of some other Starce-
vo settlement.!'* In this case, and knowing that those
buried in the tomb were representatives of the Star¢evo
group, we should focus on perhaps the most sensitive
issue — the cause of their death. We agree with the opi-
nion that group or mass burials which take place at the
same time are mainly a sequel to exceptional circum-
stances or events which can cause the death of a sub-
stantial number of residents in a settlement.!!> One of
possible causes appears to be an epidemic, but in this
case there would have been children among the dead
since it is not likely that an epidemic could affect only
the most resilient members of the community. The other
possible cause may be an accident. A group of repre-
sentatives of the Starevo group may have searched
for a suitable location to establish a new settlement and
had an accident, or clashed with another group of con-
temporaries, which resulted in the deaths of a large
number of their members. The survivors, in accordance
with their beliefs and burial practice, dug a pit in the
shape of a pit-dwelling, the size of which was determi-
ned by the number and age of those for whom it was
prepared to be their eternal home. Then they buried their
fellow tribesmen with appropriate grave goods, but
they did not settle in Vinca. They left the place instead.

All previously analyzed elements of the Star¢evo
common grave at Vinca provide evidence that its cha-
racteristics differentiate it to a great extent from ordi-
nary one-man burials in simple pits inside the settle-
ment, which were predominant in the Starcevo culture.

The complex grave structure, designated as pit-
dwelling Z, has the shape of a multi-celled pit-dwel-
ling. The bodies of the dead were laid in the deepest
part of the structure, a so-called ossuary with relatively
small dimensions. Such complex forms of grave structu-
re have not been registered in the Starcevo culture area.
Two graves at Zlatara (grave structures A and B) are the
only structures known at present which resemble, to a
certain degree, the grave at Vinca. The literature connects
these graves with only one section of pit-dwelling Z (the
so-called ossuary with entrance hall). They are said to be

114 This assumption is based on our opinion that the existence
of a StarCevo settlement in the excavated section of the settlement in
Vinca cannot be proved. The paper on this subject is in preparation.

115 Crammo 1992.
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made up of a so-called grave pit with a body (bodies) and
a »ramp« (shallow digging) which can be associated
with the »entrance hall« of the Vin¢a grave.!!® The form
and unusually large size of such grave structures could
supposedly be explained by the high status of the buried
individual. The shape of the grave at Vin¢a prompted
M. Vasi¢ to conclude that, »the graves of the dead were
made in the form of the dwellings of the living, i.e. in
the form of open pit-dwellings«.!!7 The researcher of
Zlatara interpreted the complex grave structures in a
similar manner — as eternal houses for the dead, which,
for that reason, both in a symbolic and a literal sense,
took the form of (semi) pit-dwellings for occupation. '8

The large number of individuals buried inside one
grave unit had been considered to represent a unique
manner of burial in the area of the Starevo culture
until common graves (pits of roughly circular shape)
were discovered at Ajmana and Valesnica. Here the sex

and age of the individuals were different, though. 17
skeletons were found at Ajmana: 12 children, four men
and one woman.!!® At Velesnica in grave 2 seven ske-
letons were found (five complete and two partly pre-
served).'20 Five were identified: two children, one man
and two women. On the other hand, the grave at Vinc¢a
comprised skeletons of adults only: one woman, eight
men and one of unidentified sex,!?! which may point to
the extraordinary and unusual circumstances in which
those people died. Any conclusion about their status is
premature in the light of insufficient knowledge on so-
cial relationships in the Starcevo culture. However, it
is not unlikely that the status of the individuals buried
in pit-dwelling Z was defined posthumously, specifi-
cally due to their extraordinary deaths which led to an
unusual and for all we know now unique burial. The
fact that they were buried outside the settlement makes
the interpretation of the grave even more complex.

116 ekovi¢ 1985.

17 Bacuh 1931, 127.
118 1 ekovi¢ 1985.

19" Cramo 1992.

120 Vasi¢ 1986.

121 Schwidetsky 1971.
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Pe3ume:

CJIABUIIIA TTEPUR, Apxeosiomky MHCTUTYT, beorpan

OYBPABKA HUKOJINR, ®unozodcku dakyarer, beorpan

O ITPOBLJIEMY KOCTYPHHUIIE - BEMYHHUIIE Z
Y HAJCTAPUJEM XOPHU30HTY BUHYE

Jenan on HajBaXKHMjUX ejieMeHaTa Ha koje ce M. Bacuh ocia-
a0 Y CBOjIM HHTepIpeTalyjaMa BuHue je KoseKTUBHU Ipo0,
T3B. KOCTYPHHIIA ca IPOMOCOM Y K0joj je HabeHo neBer ckese-
Ta. Objekar je ucrpazke 1931. ronune, a ¢ 003MpOM Ha TO 1a je
YKOIIaH y JIECHY 3paBMULLy, IPUIMCAH je HajCTap1jeM XOPU30H-
Ty Hacesba Ha Bunuu. ¥ pagosuma M. Bacuha koju cy HacTanm
HENoCpeIHo nocie oTkpuha Tor o0jexTa, U3rjes »KOCTypHULE U
TIpOMOca« Cy IeTaJbHO aHAJIM3UPAHH 1 peKoHCTpyncanu. CBoje
3aKJbyUKe O OOJIMKY KOJIEKTUBHOT rpobda M. Bacuh je nomynuo
Y 3HATHO KOPUTOBAaO IocJjie uckonasamwa 1934. ronunre. Tana je
3aKJby4eHO, HauMe, J1a T3B. KOCTYPHUIIA U IPOMOC NPEICTaBIba-
jy cacraBHe neJsioBe 3HaTHO Beher u ciioxkeHujer odjexra, 03Ha-
YEHOT Kao 3eMyHHIa Z. JleTa/bHuju ofjany o U3riieny 1 cazip-
JKajy 3eMyHUIE Z, y YijeM cacTaBy Cy OMJIM T3B. KOCTYpPHHUIIA U
npomoc, HUCY nybsmkoBanu. Hucy HaBeneHu HU pa3yio3u 300r
KOjUX je 'poOHU 00jekaT 03Ha4yeH kao 3eMyHuna. (Mako Heane-
KBaTHU, TEPMUHM KOCTYPHHMIIA, IPOMOC U 3eMyHHLA Z Cy TpH-
xBahenu y cTpyuHoj uTepaTypy, Hajuenthe Ka0 CHHOHUMHU 32
KOJIEKTUBHU I'p00.)

360r Bacuhese TBpme 1a CBE jaMe yKOMaHe y JIeC MpefcTa-
BJbajy MpBe, NpUBpeMeHe cTamMOeHe objekte Ha Bunum, ucro-
BpPEMEHE ca KOCTYPHHUIIOM, OJHOCHO 3€MYHUIIOM Z, CKPOMHOT
obnma my6smKoBaHe rpahe n mokyMeHranuje, pacrpase o KyJI-
TYPHOM KapaKTepy 1 OJHOCY KOCTYpPHUIIE ¥ 3eMyHHLe Z, cap-
JKajy jamMa yKOIMaHUX y Jiec 1 MOryhHOCTH mocTojama cTapye-
BAYKOr HaceJba Ha BuHYM, ocTase Cy Ha HUBOY PETMOCTaBKU 1
HeycarjalleHuX, YeCTO U CyNpOTCTaB/bEHUX cTaBoBa. YuHu ce
Ila Cy CTaBOBM FOTOBO CBHX ayTOpa jeAMHCTBEHU CaMo Kajia je y
MUTaby POOHMIIA Ca IPOMOCOM (KOCTYpPHMILIA), aJId HE U 3eMYy-
Hya Z. Behuna ncrpaxkusava cMaTpa, HauMme, 1a KOCTYpHHLA
MIPUIajia HOCUOIMMA CTapyeBadke KyJIType, JOK Ce O 3eMyHH-
¥ Z, BeHOM KapaKkTepy U CcafipXajy, Kao yOoCTaJoOM M O CBUM
ocTajuM jaMaMa Ha BUHYM, cTaBOBM 3HATHO Pa3JIMKYjy.

I'po6 y Hajoy6seuM ciiojeBuMa Bunue je Beoma myro npen-
CTaBJbAO JEIMHCTBEH CJIy4yaj KOJIEKTUBHOI CaXpambuBatba Ha Te-
PUTOPHjU CTapueBayKe KyJIType y K0joj Cy TpOOOBH yIJIaBHOM
MIPE/ICTABJLEHU jaMaMa y KOjuMa je caxpameH Hajuenrhe 1o je-
NIaH, BEOMa PETKO IBa WK BUIIE MOKOjHUKA. 300T Tora je Bepo-
BaTHO KOCTYPHHIIA Ca JPOMOCOM Y CTPYUHO] JIUTEPATyPU PETKO
MOMMIbaHa, Hajuelthe y okBUpy Behux cuHTe3a 0 cTapyeBaykoj
KyJITYpU, W y paciipaBaMa o crparturpaguju Bunue u kapak-
Tepy jaMa y HajiyOJbHM CJIOjeBHMa TOT JIOKAJUTETA, OJHOCHO Y
panoBUMa KOju He TTIofipa3yMeBajy U IMOKYIIaj TyMayermha TaKBOT
00JIMKa caxpambuBamba.

PazmunTa Tymauewa crpaTUrpadckor, XpOHOJIOIIKOT U
KYJITYpPHOT OIHOCA KOCTYpPHUIIE Y 3eMyHHUIIe Z, BUXOBOT Cajip-
JKaja M OHOCA MpeMa OCTAJIMM jaMaMa, HAMETHYJIa CY, y [IAJbY
pasjarmberha KOJTeKTUBHOT Irpoba, JeTaJbHy aHAIN3Y IIEJIOKYITHE
pacnonoxuse rpahe, Hemy6IMKOBaHE TOKYMEHTALIUje U CTYIH]-
CKe 30MpKe MOKPETHUX Hasa3a. Tpeba HAOMEHYTH [ja Cy HEKU
O]l Hecriopa3yMa ¥ KOHTPaIMKTOPHUX UHTEpIIpeTalyja HajcTa-

PUjuX cJojeBa u objekaTa Ha BUHUM neMMIYHO POY3pPOKOBAHI
YUIEHULIOM /12 IPOOHU 00jeKaT HUje UCTPasKEeH y KOHTUHYUTETY,
IITO je YTULIAJIO Ha HaYMH MyOJIMKOBama pe3yJITaTa NCKONaBamba,
Kao ¥ Ha Moryhe cTBaparbe IorpelHor YTUCKa O TIOCTOjarby XO-
pU30HTaJHe cTpaturpacduje yHyTap 00jexTa, OqHOCHO HaKHAM-
HOT MPOIINPHUBaa MPBOOUTHO UCKOMaHe IPOOHE MITH 3eMyHUY-
ke jame. Jpyru moryhu y3pok Hecriopasyma JieXH Y YUNEBeHULI
Ila cy CBU 0O0jEKTH YKOIIaHHU Y Jiec, 6e3 0031pa Ha HbUXOBE AUMEH-
3uje, 00JIMK U cafp:kaj, 03HaYeHU Kao 3eMyHulLe. 300r Tora je 10
IaHAC OCTAJIO Hepa3jalllibeHo J1a JIM TePMUH 3eMyHHIA Z O3Ha-
4yaBa CJIOKEHY TPOOHY CTPYKTYpy y 00Ky BumehemdHe 3emMy-
HHUIIE y YMjeM cacTaBy Ce Haja3e U T3B. KOCTYyPHHIIA U IPOMOC;
cTamMOeHu 00jeKaT Koju je CeKyHIAapHO McKopuitheH 3a caxpa-
Hy Beher Opoja MOKOjHUKA, UM CY 3eMyHMLIAa Z U KOCTYpHMLA
ca IpOMOCOM [IBa pas3inyuTa oOjekTra Meby Kojuma MOCTOjU,
MOZKZIa, U KyJITYPHO-XPOHOJIOIIKA Pa3JIiKa.

Yunu ce na cy craposu M. Bacuha, anu 1 merose Hejoymu-
1le, HajjacHMje UCKA3aHU y THEBHUIMMA UCKoTaBama. Haume, y
kamnamy 1931. ronuHe ucTpaskeH je y Hajayo/beM Cllojy, YKONaH
y Jiec, POCTOp KOjU jeé CBOjUM OOJIMKOM M calpKajeM OflaBao
yrucak 3acebHe nesavne. C 063MpoM Ha TO ia ce YKOIaHu 00je-
KaT cacTojao Off ABa »yaybibema«, ca IEBET CKesleTa y Iy0sbeM,
neUHUCAH je Kao KOCTypHHIIA (TPOOHUIIA) ca IpoMocoM. 360r
cneunuYHOr 00J1MKa 00jeKTa 3aKJbYy4YEHO je a Cy 'POOOBH I10-
KOjHHUKA Y HajaybsseM Xopu3oHTy Bunue uspahusanu y oomuky
CTaHOBA 3a JKUBE, Tj. y 00JIMKY 3eMyHHILIA.

Hpyru 1eo rpodbHOr o0jeKTa yKOIaHOr y 30paBUlly UCTpa-
skeH je 1934. ronune. TepeHCKU THEBHUK CBENOYM O TOME JIa je
OH TOKOM HCKOIIaBamba, MaKO Y HEMOCPEIHO] OJIM3HHU »KOCTYp-
HULe«, cxBaheH Kao moceOHa IeJIMHA KOjy YMHE TPY YKOMaHa
»OIeJbeHha«, U M0 UHEPLHUjU, Ka0 U OCTAJIM YKOMaHU 00jeKTH,
O3HayeH Kkao 3eMyHuua (Z). Heyobuuajen je, mehytum, Haunn
Ha KOjU Cy MOKPETHH Hasla3u U3 TOT 00jeKTa O3HAUSHU y THEB-
HIKY, Ka0 ¥ O3HaKe Ha CaMUM Hasla3uMa. 3a pasjMKy Off Haja-
3a U3 OCTAJIMX jaMa, Ha KOjiMa Cce YBeK HaJla3u O3HaKa jame U3
KOje NOTUYY, Ha HaJla3uMa U3 3eMyHHLe Z yIuCcaHa je rofiMHa
HCKONaBamwa 1 pejiaTuBHa nyOuHa. Pasios3u TakBor obesexapa-
ha HaJla3a, Koje M30CTaBiba 03HAKY jaMe, HUCY MO3HATH, NaKo
ce y JHEeBHUKY jaCHO HarJalasa Jia MOTH4y 13 3eMyHUIe Z.

CB0j KOHAaYaH CTaB O 3eMyHUIH Z ((pyHKIU)jH, TUMEH3UjaMa,
»ynyOspembrUMa« Koja ce Hajla3e y leHOM cacTaBy) M. Bacuh je
(popMupao Tek HaKOH 3aBpILETKA UCTpaskuBama 1934. ronune,
ynopehuBama 1 NoBe3nBamba OCHOBA KOje MpUKa3yjy CUTyalujy
ca yKOIaHuM o0jekTrMa Ha HUBOY Jieca u3 1931. u 1934. ronu-
He. BepoBaTHO je Tek HaKOH MIOBe3MBamba CKUIIE 3eMyHUIE Z U3
1934. ronune u ckure koctypaure u3 1931. ronqune u yrephu-
Bamba UMILCHHULIE 1A Ce, y THEBHUKY MOMEHyTa, HajoyOJba TauKa
3eMyHHLe Z He Hajla3u y OJIM3MHU KOCTypHuIle, Beh y OKBUpY
e, 010 y MoryhHOCTH J1a 3aK/by4M [1a KOCTYpPHULIA U IPOMOC He
MIPEe/ICTaBIbajy caMocTallaH o0jekaT, Beh cacTaBHe NesioBe 3eMy-
Hutie Z. C 063upoM Ha To 1a y nmybsmkanujama o Burun Ha3us
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objekTa HUje U3MEeHEeH, MOIJIO OM ce npeTrnocTaBuTy na Bacuh,
Kao NpUMapHy, Haryamasa cTaMOeHy (PyHKIMjy TOT OOjeKTa.
Yunu ce, MehyTuMm, 1a OTKpUBEHU 00jeKaT HUje y (PyHKIMOHA-
HOM CMMCJTy M3jeJHaYaBaH ca craMOeHuM objekToM, Beh je Tep-
MUH 3eMYyHMLIa KOpULITheH ca HaMepoM [ja ce TOHeKJIe 00jacHU
CMUCao MorpeGHOr obryaja.

JlerasbHUjU omvIC 3eMyHHUIIe Z HUKAJa HUje IMyOJIMKOBaH, a
rpoOHa KOHCTpyKIHMja je U 'y BacuheBuM kacHUjUM pamoBUMa
YeCTO 03HaYaBaHa Kao KOCTYPHHIIA Ca POMOCOM WM TPOOHUIIA
y 00JIMKY cO0€ ¢ MPUIa3HUM XOIHUKOM, IITO je 3a MOCJIEeqUILy
MMaJIo pa3jinynTe MHTepIpeTanyje obimka, caapkaja v (pyHK-
Lyje 3eMyHulle 7 y paJjoBUMa KaCHUjUX uctpaxkupaya Bunue.

Amnanu3a 1my0JMKoBaHe TOKyMEHTalllje, TePEeHCKHUX JTHEeB-
HHKa U CKUIla oMoryhuia je carsienaBame M PeKOHCTPYKIIU]Y
BEPTUKAJIHE CTpaTUrpaduje T3B. KOCTYPHHUIIE ¥ JPOMOCA, OHO-
CHO JIeJIOBA I'POOHE KOHCTPYKIIMje KOjU ¢y ucTpaxenu 1931. ro-
nune. [Ipu ToMe cMO ce y IPBOM pefy OcJIamalii Ha MPerr3HO
HaBeZleHe KOTe 31I0Ba rpoOHEe jaMe, CilojeBa M MOKPETHUX Ha-
Ja3a koje je M. Bacuh, kao OCHOBHE eJieMeHTe Ha KOjuMa je Te-
MeJbHO CBOjy PEKOHCTPYKIIN]y KOCTYPHHUIIE, IETAJBHO MOIHCAO.
Ha ocHoBY Tora je u3nBojeHo MeT CTpaTUrpadCcKux LearuHa Ko-
je pasjalmaBajy ycJoBe HaCTaHKa TOr 00jeKTa.

KocrypHuna je, Hanme, yKornaHa ca HIBOa IIPBOOUTHOT Xy-
myca (cJioj 1), naxo je meH 00011 jacCHO yOU€eH TeK y Jiecy, Ha 1y0-
Hi 9,3 m. JIHO rpo0OHe jame, Ha KOje Cy MOJIOKEHH MOKOjHUIIM,
je neBkacTor 00JIMKa, a BeroBa Hajay0sba TauKa ce HaJla3uia Ha
V11,40 m. HakoH nosarama y jaMy MOKOJHHILIU Cy 3aCyTH TaH-
KUM cJ10jeM 3eMibe (c10j IV). O kapakTepy Tor cjioja, OCUM Ha-
MOMEHE J1a 'a YWHU »1IPHA 3eMJba«, HEMa MHOTO MOaTaKa, 0K
cy BacuheBn nopany o kepaMH4KMM Haja3uMa M3 TOT CJoja
konTpanukTopHu. C jenHe ctpane, Bacuh y cBuM cBojum pamo-
BHMa M3PUYMTO HAIJAIaBa [a y KOCTYPHUIIM, OCUM [jBa Kepa-
MHUYKa MpLUUbeHKA HUCY HaheHn HukakBu npenmetu. C mpyre
CTpaHe, BheroBe Oellellke y THeBHUKY NCKOIaBamba Cy Heyooda-
jEHO JleTasbHe Kajia je y MUTakby KepaMUYKU Cajipakaj Tor cjoja,
Ta ce Ha OCHOBY ONHMCa KePAMUUKHX Hajla3a U HUXOBUX LIpTe-
’ka Ha MaprrHaMa JHEeBHUKA jaCHO 3aKJbydyje a ce Y KOCTYpHHU-
LIV HaJla3WJ1a KepaMIKa ca MPeno3HaT/bIBUM eJIeMEHTIMA CTap-
YyeBayke KyJITypHe rpyne. 3a caja HUCY jaCHU Pa3yio3H KOjU Cy
Bacuha naBesin na TBpzu a y KOCTYHULIM HUje OUJIO KepaMUy-
KHX HaJla3za. Y Apxeosionikoj 36upum dusnosodcekor gaxyarera
maHac ce Hasasu 120 ¢pparmeHaTa Ha KOjUMa ce HaJla3u O3HAKa
»KOCTYPHUIIa«, MCIICaHa MPerno3HaT/buBIM BaciheBum pyko-
nucoM. 3a Tpu (pparMenTa ce ca CUrypHoIthy Moke TBpIUTH 1
rpunangajy BUHYaHCKO]j KyJITYpH, IOK Ce CBU OcTayu (parMeH-
TH, Ha OCHOBY THUIOJIOIIKHMX U CTHJICKUX KapaKTepPHUCTHKa MOTY
TPUIKCATH 1T03HOj (pa3u crapueBayuke KyJaType.

IIpema HaBomMMa y MHEBHUWKY M MyOumKkanujama, rpobHa
jama (KOCTypHMIIA y Hajy>KEM CMIHCITY) je »3aTBOPEeHa« TAHKIM
ciojem Jeca (cioj 1) koju je koncratoBan Ha V10,90 m. Taj
€J10j, HajBEpPOBATHHUjE CTEPUJIAH, jep Ce OMHUCYje Kao CJI0j »UYKCTe
3eMJbE«, »UHCTOT JIeCa« M »UHCTe JKyTe 3eMJbe«, BUIJBHB je Y
ceBepo3anagHoM npocuiy, a M. Bacuh ra rymauu kao ocraTke
cpylleHe TaBaHWIle TpoOHMIe. Ta Clloj HMje KOHCTaTOBaH Ha
L1€J10] OCHOBU M3HAJ] CKEJIETa, KA0 HU Y jyro3arnagHoM Mpoguy.
Oojarimene TaKBe CUTyalyje ce Moxe HahM y UMieHHLM J1a je,
MaKO Cy CBU CKEJIETH Y jaMy OWJIM TOKPUBEHHU CJIOjEM Jieca, Taj
CJI0j TOKOM HMCKOIIaBama yOUeH caMO Ha IMOje[JMHIM MeCTHMa
jep cy cazpskaj TpoOHe jame U Jiec KOju MOKPHBa CKeJieTe HaK-
HazHO nopeMehenn. OBy MpeTnocTaBKy MOTBphyjy nenoBu cke-

CTAPHUHAP LVI1/2006.

Jeta HaheHu BaH T3B. KOCTYPHULIE U JPOMOCA, KA0 ¥ HEKOJIMKO
BUHUYAHCKUX (pparmMeHata y npBoOMTHO] UCIIyHU IPOOHE jame.

CJ10j LIpHE 3eMJbe M3HaJ| TAHKOT' CTEPUJIHOT CJI0ja Jieca Mpeji-
craBJba HajBehu Neo ucryHe gpomoca u rpooue jame (cioj II).
Hekommuko eniemeHara yka3syje Ha TO Ja OH He TIPEICTaBIba IPBO-
OuUTHY HCIIyHy jame, a Ha ocHOBY BacuheBor omnmca cagprkaja
TOT ¢JIOja JaCHO je ja Ta YMHU BUHYaHCKa kepamuka. OcuM Tora,
HarJalaBamwe Jia ce Taj CJ10j Haja3uo »U3Haj rpoOHHULIE ¢ Ipo-
MOCOM« TOKa3yje lia ce Ioj IpOOHUIIOM IOfipa3yMeBa CaMo
Hajay6JbH Ieo jaMe ca CKeJIeTUMa »3aTBOPEHNM« CJI0jeM Jieca,
U J1a ce CJI0j LIPHE 3eMJbe M3Ha] Jieca He CMaTpa CaCTaBHUM Jie-
siom rpo6nurie. C 063upom Ha 1o na Bacuh cioj seca (caioj I1I)
MHTEPIPEeTHpa Kao OCTaTKe CPyILIeHe KPOBHE KOHCTPYKIIMje rPo0-
HHUIIE, NOJIpasyMeBa Ce, MaKo Ce TO eKCIVIMIIUTHO He HarJialasa,
1A je cJI0j LipHe 3eMJbe »U3Ha[ IpodHuUIe« (hopMUpaH KacHUje,
ToCJie ypylIaBamba TaBaHUIIE.

Jenna ycryTHa HarmoMeHa O TOMeE Jla e KOCTYPHHMIIA HaJla-
3WIIa UCHON T3B. OcHOBEe V9,3 m M JIHEBHUK MCKOIaBamba pasja-
LIkaBajy ycJoBe HacTaHKa U canprkaj caoja II. TTokasaso ce,
HauMe, [1a T3B. OCHOBa V9,3 npejicTaBiba, y CTBAPU BUHYAHCKY ja-
My KOHCTaTOBaHy Ha 1youHu 9,3 m. EbeHuM ykonasameM je Be-
POBATHO NEJIMMITYHO TIPOOUjEH CJI0j Jieca KOjH je TIOKPHBAO CKe-
JneTe, 300T yera Ccy ce, Ha 3HaTHO BHIIIEM HUBOY y OJHOCY Ha He-
nopeMeheHe ckeseTe, HAIIA JUCAOLMPAHU [eJIOBU jeTHOT U
Buile ckejiera. Kao 1 kocTypHMLIA, BUHUYAHCKA jaMa je 3aj1a3u-
Jla y jyrosamagHu U ceBepo3arajHy Mpoduil UCKOMAHOT Mpo-
CTOpa, I1a je CACBUM M3BECHO Jla ce MpYy’KaJla U Ha JieJly TepeHa
Koju je uctpaskeH 1934. romune.

O npyrom nesty rpoOHOT 00jeKTa, T3B. 3eMyHHUIIN Z, KOjH je
CaMo CyMapHO ONHUCaH y IHEBHUKY, IOCTOjU 3HATHO Make MoJa-
Taka. OcuMm kepamMuukux pparmenarta, M. Bacuh kao canpxaj
3eMyHHUIle Z HaBOIY ITeT BUHYAHCKUX (DUTypHHA U [IBA CTapye-
BayKa JIOHIa HaheHa Ha [iHy jame, y HeNoCpenHoj GIM3MHYU KO-
crypaune. Kepamnuke Hanase unHM ykymHO 16 ¢hparmMenarta.
3axBasbyjyhu ToMe mITO cy Ha CBUM (pparMeHTrMa 3a0esiexeHe
pesaTuBHe nyouHe, Moryhe je KOHCTaTOBaTH Jia Cy TOTOBO CBU
BUHYAHCKU Hazasu (puryprHe u 8 KepaMUUKUX (hparMeHaTa)
Habenu y rumhum fenoBuMa jaMe, IOK cTapyeBauku Hajla3u
noTudy u3 1yospux ciiojeBa jame. OBakaB canprkaj 3eMyHUIE Z
o0jarmbaBa YNHEHHIA [ je Te0 BUHYaHCKe jame »0cHOBa V9,3«
KOja je IeJMMHUYHO YKOIaHa y cTapyeBayKu rpod, OMo ucrpa-
JKEH M TOKOM MckonaBamwa 1934. ronune, OHOCHO Ja je jenaH
EH €0 01O yKomaH U y 3eMyHuly Z. To 61 3HaumMsIo 1a cBu
BUHYAHCKY HaJa3W MPUMMCAHN 3eMyHHIH Z, TIPENCTaBIbajy, Y
CTBapy cafipkaj BUHYAaHCKe jaMe, I0K ce 3a MaJi Opoj cTapue-
BAYKMX Hajla3a MOXKe MPEToCTaBUTH, NAKO y THEBHUKY MCKOIa-
Bama O TOME HEMa TMoJaTaka, 1a Ce HaJla3uo y fejy KOCTYypHH-
Lie KOju je Takohe uctpaxen 1934. ronune.

CBuU aHAJIM3UPaHU eJIeMEeHTU NOTBphyjy 3akbyuyak M. Ba-
curha na 3eMyHMIA Z NMPeicTaBiba KOMITIEKCHY IPOOHY KOHCTPYK-
LUjy y KOjOj Cy caxpameHH HOCHOLM CTapyeBayke KYJType.
Enementu caxpaHe (IMeH3Hje jaMme, MPaBUIHOCT y HAUKHY T10-
Jlarama MOKOjHYUKA, TPAaroBU PUTYyalia y BUIY OCTaBJbakba MPUIIO-
ra, a MOJKJIa ¥ PUTYaJIHOT pa30ujama Mocy/a HeroCPEIHO N3Ha
[IOKOjHUKA ) TOBOPE [1a CaXpamblBambe HUje U3BPIICHO Ha Op3UHY
1y HEKUM BaHPEIHIM OKOJIHOCTHMA. Y CJIOBU Hajla3a HaBOJE U
Ha 3aKJbYYaK Na CaxpamUBame HUCY M3BPIIMIA TPHUITaJHULN
3ajeHUIIe Opyrayljux Ha30pa M CXBaTama jep ce y AeJOBHMa
rpoOHUIIE KOjU HUCY olITeheHn HaKHATHUM yKOIlaBamblUMa Ha-
J1a310 KYJITYPHO jeHOPOJAH CTapueBayKy MaTepujall, a caM YiH
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KOJIEKTUBHE CaxpaHe U3BelleH Ha je Ha HAaYMH KOjU, Takohe, Hu-
je 610 Hemo3HaT HOCHOLIMMa CTap4eBaydKe rpyrie.

Haxko cy ce cBU 10 caia UCTPAXKEHH CTapUYeBauKU IPOOOBH
HaJla3WIM y OKBHPY Hacesba, 300T KapakTepa MOKPEeTHUX Hajla-
3a y OCTaJIMM jaMaMa UCTpaxKeHUM Ha BuHuu, npeTnocraB/baMo
na Ha BuHYM HMje mocTojasto crapuyeBayvKo Hacesbe, OHOCHO 1a
TIOKOJHUIM CaXPaeH! y 3eMYHUIM Z HUCY OMIM CTAaHOBHUIIN
Bunue, Beh Hekor mpyror ctapueBaukor Hacesba. I'pyrHe U Ko-
JIEKTHBHE NCTOBPEMEHE CaxpaHe YIJIaBHOM Ce TymMaye Kao I10-
cJIeMIa HeKMX BaHPEIHUX forahaja Koju cy MOIJIM I0OBECTH JI0
cmptu Beher Opoja xkuTesba jeqHor Hacesba. Enunemuje ce ue-
CTO HaBOZe Kao Moryhu y3pok cMpTu. ¥ cily4ajy KOJIEKTUBHOT
rpo6a Ha BuHun oBy MoryhHOCT cMaTpamMo Mame BEpOBATHOM jep
61, cacBIM CUTypHO, Mehy MOKOjHUIIMA OWIIO | IeTie, a TEIIKO je
Y MIPETHOCTABUTY [a OU Off eNHUIEeMUje CTPagao caMo HajoTIoOp-
HUjU HapaiTaj. JenHo ox Moryhux oGjanmera MofpasyMena aa
je Mama rpyna npunagHuKa ctapyeBadke KyJType, MOXKaa y
0Tpa3u 3a JIOKALMjoM Ha KOjoj O OCHOBAJIM HOBO HACEJbE, [10-
JKMBeJIa HeKy Hecpehy mim ce cykoOMiIa ca 4JaHOBHMA IpyTe
3ajemHuIIe, P YeMy je cTpanao Behu 6poj meHnx wiaHoBa. OHK
KOjU Cy TIPEIKMBEJIH CY, y CKJIaLy ca CBOjUM CXBaTambMMa U IMO-
rpeGHUM 00MYajuMa, UCKOMIAJIM jaMy Y O0JIMKY KOMIIEKCHE 3e-
MYHHULIE, ca FPOOHOM jaMOM 4Hje Cy IMMeH3Mje Ouie yCJIOB/beHe
OpojeM 1 y3pacToM OHMX 3a KOje je MpUIpeMJbeHa Kao BEYHO
CTaHMWIITE, CAXPaHWIN CBOje callJIeMeHHKe ca oaroapajyhum
rpoOHMM MPHUIO3MMA U OTUIILIN He HACTAHUBIIN ce Ha BuHum.

TaxBu KOMIUIEKCHU OOJUIM FPOOHNX KOHCTPYKIMja HUCY
pErucTpoBaHU Ha TEPUTOPUjU CTapueBauke KyaType. JIBa rpo-

6a Ha 3natapu (rpobHe koHCTpyKLHUje A u B) mpencrasibajy 3a
cajzia jenuHe 00jeKTe KOjy CIAUYHUM, I jeHOCTAaBHUUM O0JIH-
KOM I'pOoOHE KOHCTPYKLIMje Y M3BecHOj Mepu noacehajy Ha rpo0 y
Bunuu. IIpernocraBsba ce fa cy 00K U HEyoOMYajeHo BeslnKe
IMMEH3Mje TAKBUX I'POOHUX KOHCTPYKIIMja YCIIOB/LEHU U3Y3eT-
HHM CTaTycOM IokojHuKa. Q6K rpoda Ha Bunum je M. Bacu-
ha HaBeo Ha 3aKJby4aK Ja Cy rpoOOBY MOKOjHUKA U3pahuBanu y
00JIMKy CTaHOBA 3a JKUBE, Tj. y 00JMKY 3eMyHuua. Ha cimyan
Ha4MH Cy UHTepIpeTHpaHe U IpOOHe KOHCTPYKIMje Ha 3aTtapu
— Kao BeuHe Kyhe nokojHuKa Koje cy 300r Tora CUMOOJIMYHO 1
OyKBaJIHO y 00JIMKY cTaMOEHUX (110J1y)3eMyHULIA.

Besmky 6poj TIOKOjHUKA Y OKBHPY jeqHE I'POOHE IIeJIHE
MPECTaBIbao je, CBe 10 OTKprha KOJeKTHBHUX TpoOoBa Ha AjMa-
HU 1 BejlecHUIN, jeIMHCTBEH OOJIMK TaKBOT HAUMHA CaXpamH-
Bama Ha TEPUTOPUjU cTapyeBauke KyaType. [lonHa u ctapocHa
CTPYKTypa IOKOjHUKA Y THM Ipo6oBuMa ce, MehyThM, 3HATHO
passukyjy. Haume, rpo6 y Bunuu cazip:kao je ckesiere camo oji-
paciyxX MHAVBUYA: jefaH KeHCKH, 0CaM MYIIKKUX U jeflaH He-
yTBpheHor 1o, MTo HABOAM Ha MOMMCAO [ Cy MTOKOjJHULIH Ca-
XpameHn Ha BUHYM yMpiM y M3y3eTHUM M HeyoOHdajeHUM
okosiHOcTUMa. O BUXOBOM CTATYCY je, 300I HeIOBOJbHE IIpoyYe-
HOCTH COLMjAJTHHAX OIHOCA y OKBUPY CTapueBayKe KyJType, pe-
paHo 3aksbyurBatu. Moro 6u ce, MebhyTum, nomuubaTy 1a je
CTaTyC MOKOJHUKA CAaXPABEHUX Y 3eMyHHIN Z TeK ITOCTXYMHO
onpeheH cnienupUUHUM OOJIMKOM CMPTH, IITO je U yCJIOBUIO
HeyoOMYajeH U 3a cajia jeUHCTBEH HAUMH Ha KOjU Cy caxpambe-
H1. YMmeHHIa 1a Cy OHM caxpameHM BaH Hacesba JOJaTHO
YCII0XKIbaBa UHTEPIIPETALIM]Y TOT Ipoda.
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Plate I — Pottery from »ossuary«

Tabaa I — Kepamuuku Haaa3su u3 »KoCypHuye«

CTAPUHAP LVI1/2006.
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SLAVISA PERIC, DUBRAVKA NIKOLIC

Plate Il — Pottery from »pit-dwelling Z«

Tabaa Il — Kepamuuku Haaasu u3 »3emynuye Z«






