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Late Bronze Age, covering roughly the second half of II™ millennium BC
represents in the eastern area of the Carpathian Basin, a time of accumulation and slow
transformation, which began at the time of Tisa Plain Tell Civilisation disintegration and is
finished at the time of channelled pottery spreading on large spaces in Hallstatt period.

Few words about geography, history of research and Late Bronze Age chronology

of northwestern Romania.

In the physical-geographical landscape of north-western Romania, the upper
courses of Barcau and Crasna rivers has a distinctive position. On the east and south sides the
area is enclosed by Meses and Ses Mountains, the upper basin of these two rivers makes up
Simleu Basin a contact zone between two major geographical units: the Transylvanian Plateau
and the Upper Tisa region. Meses Mountain can be exceeded to the east from Crasna valley
through some secondary passes near of Buciumi and Mesesenii de Sus villages, but mainly
“Poarta Meseseana” (= Meses Gate), which is a gorge carved by Ortelec river in the area of
Moigrad (ancient Porolissum).

For a long time, the image of Late Bronze Age in northwestern Romania was
based on interpretation of Otomani culture evolution in Crisana and the S&tmar Plain. L.
Ordentlich interpretation was that Otomani culture has evolved until the emergence of Gava
culture'Opinions expressed by Ordentlich influenced to a certain extent other Romanian
specialists’. This theory came into conflict with the results of research from northeastern
Hungary, where Otomani culture settlements ends the habitation in Middle Bronze Age, and in
the early Late Bronze Age, the area between Crasna and Barcdu rivers is documented the
Hajdiibagos group discoveries’In Romania, the first who question these long continuity of
Otomani culture is I Németi. Publishing some of his archaeological discoveries from around
Carei, the author talks about "new local events ... (which) ... seems to exceed the chronological
horizon of third fase of Otomani culture, being ... a link with great cultural group called Gdva-
Holihrady ... *“The same author underline correctly that “Otomani IV, like it was defined® by
T. Bader °doesn’t reflect the synthesis process which led to the Gdva culture genesis. Németi
noticed that elements of continuity from the Middle Bronze Age, although visible, are still less
numerous than those new ones’. C. Kacso is using the term of Cehilut or Cehalut - Hajdiibagos
group (Piscolt-Cehalut at Németi) for most of the discoveries previous attributed to ,,Otomani
IV” phase, documented archaeologically during a certain period in the early Late Bronze Age,
between Crasna and Barcdu rivers'. Also are maintained some more nuanced views, as
expressed by N. Boroffka, which is based on the analysis of decorative elements support the
idea of ceramics development during a later phase of Otomani culture, and its designation as a
phase IV of Otomani culture or under another name, is ultimately a matter of terminology’. A
synthetic view, of actuality, over the Cehdlut - Hajdubagos findings we owe to J. Németi).
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South of the area which is archaeological documented with Cehalut type materials,
were identified materials which three decades ago were attributed to Igrita cultural
group'®,evolving in this area after the Otomani culture. As results from a repertory of
monuments attributed to Igrita group realized more than ten years ago, the definition of this
cultural group is based on relatively few finds from excavations and especially on the basis of
deposits, assumed religious (?) from caves, while data from the settlements are few and often
uncertain '

A series of discoveries (pottery and metal artifacts) from northwestern Romania
(Carei area) are published in 1990 by I. Németi characterized among other things, by ,,... the
presence of Cehalut cultural group traditional elements, and on the other side prominent
apparition of shapes and ornamental motifs on vessels specific to channeled pottery horizon,
found in culture Gdva—Holyhradi”. Based on similar materials reported in northeastern
Hungary, these findings are considered organic related to formation of Gdava culture period
(Géva I) and dated in ,,the second part of Br.D - beginning Ha AI""?

From the lower Somes valley area, recently has been published the results of
investigations from Petea (Satu Mare County, RO), respectively Csengersima (com. Szabolcs-
Szatmér-Bereg, HU) ,,Vama” (= ,,Customs”) point. It is large-scale excavations in a site with
two horizons of habitation at end of Late Bronze'® . Turning to the specific area that we defined
at the beginning of this study, in 1980, C. Kacsd, considered that the end of Wietenberg culture
in the Crasna valley is due to “... penetration from the west of a mixture culture consisting in
elements of late Otomani culture and Tumulus culture .“**

Immediately after the occurrence of this study are investigated the Late Bronze
Age settlements from Crasna', Cehei '°and Doh'’. On the basis of published material from
Doh, we approach briefly the problem of Late Bronze Age ending, Late Bronze III stage '*

Late Bronze Age period in Simleu Basin fall, approximately, between the end of
Wietenberg settlement development from Dersida ,,Dealul lui Balota'’and the emergence of
Erly Iron Age fortified settlement from Simleu Silvaniei ,,Observator™®. This period was
divided into three stages: Late Broze I-IIT *'

The Simleu Basin Case

In Simleu Basin, Late Bronze Age finds, Cehdlut-Hajdubagos type are
documented to date in more then 60 sites. Some aspects are still insufficiently clarified, like the
time span of this group and especially the moment when the cultural evolution of this group is
ended. Previously, in few studies that were addressed directly or tangential to the problems of
Cehalut group, C. Kacsé make the assumption that the end of Cehalut and subsequently of
Igrita groups was determined by the advance of Géva culture from Upper Tisa region to south-
southeast*” The same author placed the evolution of Cehalut group in the first’s two stages of
Late Bronze Age from Transylvania® It results indirectly that in the next stage (Late Bronze
IID) in Simleu Basin area to have already documented discoveries of Gava culture.
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Aspects of the Late Bronze Age Cultural Evolution in Northwestern Romania

In the following we want to present two discoveries, one from the Barcau river
valley, and the other from the Crasna river valley, which in our opinion, bring some important
new data over the meaning and nature of cultural evolution during the third stage of the Late
Bronze Age in the area between these two rivers.

Archaeological site from Zauan Bdnffy-tag” (Ip commune, Silaj county, Pl. 1),
was discovered in 1976, when from a complex (C 1/ 1976) visible in the side face of a trench,
some pottery sherds and one fragment from a needle were collected (P1.2/1-4). In this lateral
section, the cultural level could be traced over a length of approx. 400 m. But we can not tell
whether it is just about the Late Bronze Age level. Later in 1981 a survey was carried out in
this place. Have been uncovered two areas, with a surface about 50 m*. Archaeological site is
placed in Barcdu meadow, in floating area, on the right side of the river?*, Perhaps, in
prehistory, there was a top of a bank ridge, but after water-course regulation and after intensive
agricultural operations, land feature has changed. Archaeological material that we illustrate it
comes from complexes found in the areas studied in 1981. It is a building (?) which has not
been fully uncovered. Construction has appreciable size (if we talk about a single building) and
measured only in the areas studied, over 42 m?>.

A line of three post holes, which has an alignment approximately south-north
appears to bound a possible subdivision. A fire hearth diameter of about 1,50 m was unearthed
inside it. In the perimeter of the building were partially founded three other pits (G 2, G 4-5) of
which just two had a relatively significant inventory.

The pottery® from that building (L1/1981) and from those pits is uniform in all
respects. Most vessels were well polished, outer surface with metallic appearance. In
composition were used crushed sherds and fine sand. Most are dark colors and among the
fragments found appear a few with double color, black-brown outside, brick-red and yellow
respectively, from the inside.

We observe at the pottery from Zauan ,Bdnffytag” that from Cehilut type
decoration in just in one case it was found the knob surrounded by semicircular channels
(P1.9/2). On a cup fragment appear an similar ornament, made it of three narrow channels
grooves at the lower part of cup handle (P1. 9/1).

In comparison, at the Suplacu de Barcau "Lapis" settlement, regarded as one of the
latest site of Cehalut group*®semicircular channels around knobs are well represented”’, and
arcade incisions appear on one of vessel from a cremation grave **

At Suplacu de Barciu appears also one piece of short foot jug®’, very common
form throughout the Cehadlut - Hajdtibagos group pottery in north-vest Romania.

Among the ceramic material saved in 1976 but also among the material researched
and discovered in the fall 1981 was found some double colored pottery fragments. Note in this
regard a fragment of a bowl decorated with wide oblique channels (P1.2/4) but also one
fragment of a biconical shape urn, with flattened rim, decorated on neck with winding fine
channels (P1.3/6). The same double color aspect has the hemispherical bowl with flaring and
wide rim, decorated with wide oblique channels (rather facets) with the edges in relief, and in
interior decorated with a "star" ornament made of three fine grooves (P1.5/5). Finally it is also
the pot fragment, probably of a biconical shape vessel, decorated on the the lower half with
vertical grooves, rarely arranged (P1.5/3).

Some fragments are from vessels of probably biconical shape body and widened
rim (PL4/4; 6/5). Similar forms have appeared in the Late Bronze Age complexes from

** Laké 1983, 91-92, Nr. 91 B

> Just A Small Part Of Ceramic Inventory From The Ziuan Bénffytag Appeared In A Study Published In 2001.
Unfortunately, For Reasons Beyond Our Control, Reproduction Of The Material Was Not Consistent With Plates
Given By Us (Bejinariu 2001, 170-172, P1. IV-VI).

*% Kacs6 1990, 43

> Ignat 1984, P1. I/1,V/4, VII/2

28 Ignat 1984, P1. X1/1%

% Ignat 1984, PL. IX/1
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Crasna®®, Suplacu de Barciu *'both from western Romania and Nyirlugos from eastern
Hungary™ etc. Also, among other materials from Ziuan we note the ceramic fragments
belonging to storage vessel, with large body, often with two handles under the rim (Pl. 2/3;
7/4). Note also some fragments from an portable oven-vessel (Pl. 7/3). Both are common
forms, appearing in different Bronze Age cultural environments of the eastern half of the
Carpathian Basin, as common as are occurrences of medium-sized vessels, with relatively
straight or slightly sloping walls with four conical buttons or notched edges arranged under the
rim (Pl. 4/2).

Along of coarse and semi-fine pottery, where these more voluminous vessels fits,
must mention the presence of a large number of fragments of vessels made of fine quality
paste, well homogenized, often polished surface with metallic appearance. To the second
category belongs not only bicolor ceramics species presented above, but fragments coming
from bowls and cups. Depending on the shape of the vessel mouth, we can talk about three
types of bowls. A number of fragments belong to bowls having the rim shaped in four
elongated lobes (P1.7/2; 8/3; 9/5-6 ), under which occurs in some cases small handles or
conical buttons. In the ceramic repertory of Cehalut—Hajdibagos group, bowls / dishes with
lobed rim are not unusual, but the variant with elongated lobes appear in Banat area, like at
Susani*® and Timisoara “Padurea verde™*. An fragment of this kind, decorated as for the
ornaments from Susani with a "star" on the inside, comes from the settlement of Suplacu de
Barcau ,,Lapis . North of Silaj area, bowls having the rim shaped in elongated lobes are rare
occurrences (Carei —Ferma I.A.S, Petea / Csengersima - Vama ) and are attributed to early
Giéva phase™. Their presence is made on behalf of the influences received from more southerly
areas, Crisana and Banat.

Calotiforme bowls with curved edge inwards are represented by four fragments
(PL.4/1; 5/7; 6/2; 8/4). One of these has small conical buttons under the rim. Bowls/dishes with
curved edge inwards becoming basic forms of Gdva pottery repertoire, appear in the Late
Bronze Age in different cultural manifestations, but in different proportions®’

The last category groups the bowls with the calotiforme or truncated cone shape,
but with elongated rim a more or less widened (P1.5/4-6; 6/4). The same shape we found also
in the Suciu de Sus-Lapus ceramic repertory". Pottery analysis from Late Bronze Age
settlement from Petea—Csengersima show that this type, in an identical or similar form is
perpetuate during housing of Lapus II-Gdva I phase®’. From Susani tumulus® comes a piece
with a body profile like one of Zauan bowls (P1.5/5) having in common also, the "star-like"
ornament in interior.

The cups appear in two main variants. Most of these have lower half well rounded
and the neck highlighted (P1.3/1; 5/2; 9/1, 3-4) are decorated with conical protuberances
arranged at the maximum of circumference, and in one case with fine semicircular channels.
This variant is especially characteristic to the Cehdlut—Hajddbagos group findings*'. One
fragment comes from a low pot, with a very oblique shape of the lower side, and upper half
bounded by a ,,careen” well outlined (Pl. 3/5). The origin of this variant must be found in the
Upper Tisa area, in the late Suciu de Sus culture, to become, as suggested by the situation from
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Aspects of the Late Bronze Age Cultural Evolution in Northwestern Romania

Petea-Csengersima’’, more common in the corresponding period of Lipus II-Gava I
habitation”. We note in this context, few cups of this type among the vessels coming from the
upper layer of Cehilut settlement from Crasna “Csereoldal™*.

In association with the ceramic material described above, in the investigated area
from Zauan were discovered fragments of clay pyramid weights (P1.3/2; 7/1, etc.). Metal
inventory is composed by two ordinary pieces of bronze: an needle pin from the complex
investigated in 1976, and one bronze pin "with ear" (P1.4/3) coming from excavations of 1981.

Archaeological site from Pericei “Keller-tag” (com. Pericei, j. Salaj, Pl. 1) was
discovered on 1984*. Some archaeological complexes belonging to Late Bronze Age were
founded in the excavations from 1999-2001, but unfortunately, with few significant ceramic
materials in it. Subsequently metal objects founded in some of the investigated pits were
published*®. Representative archaeological material presented in this paper came from
preventive archaeological excavations carried out in 2004.

The trench (S1/2004 = 521 x 2 m) that cross the site from east to west has allowed
to find a continuous layer of archaeological deposits from the Late Bronze Age, on about 200
m length. The thickness of this layer is difficult to establish, because the top of the deposits has
been affected by agricultural work. The fact is that under plough level it is a layer of sediment
from the Late Bronze Age with a maximum thickness of 0,25 - 0,30 m. In this layer could not
be seized evidence of the existence of successive sequences of habitation. Thickness and
consistency of Late Bronze Age deposits suggests a long-term habitation, fact underlined by
the observation that not all complexes of this period start at the same level of delineation. In
this stratum were uncovered 35 archaeological complexes of Late Bronze Age: buildings
remains, pits, hearths*’. Due to preventive character of the archaeological research carried out
in 2004 are few complexes fully uncovered. Inventory consists of pottery and other clay
objects (pyramidal weights), bronze fragments, sandstones fragments (including a fragment of
a mould) and river stones, bones, etc.

Like the pottery from Zauan, clear Cehalut type ceramic is poorly represented. We
mention a fragment of a bowl with protuberances surrounded by semicircular channels (pl.
12/2-4) from C 16 complex, occurred in association with a cup and a fragment of a bowl
decorated on the inside rim with groups of three incisions arranged in zigzag. Another ceramic
with Cehalut ornament was found in C 14 complex (P1.12/1).

Channeled pottery category, often double colored is well represented. Vessels
were polished on outer surface, with metallic appearance. In the composition of this category
were used broken sherds.

Unbroken vessel or restorable pottery is very few. From C 107 pit, partially
uncovered in the area studied, was found a footed vessel, but without upper part. The body of
vessel is decorated with oblique, wide channels, with the appearance of facets with raised
edges. On the maxim diameter are placed four (?) conical knobs (P1.19/2). Close analogies in
form and equally in the decor, we find, in this case, in Banat at Susani in ceramic forms (three
exemplars) recovered from the excavated mound*®. From the same area, is another exemplar
from Bobda cemetery®’. At Lapus tumulus necropolis are two vessels of this kind, one from a

2 In The Settlement from Petea-Csengersima, this type of Cups (Type 4) appears only in the complexes Grouped in the
Eastern Part of the Settlement Suciu De Sus II. Instead are very common occurrences in the habitation that directly
succeeds, The Lapus II - Gava I Settlement. This suggests that in the eastern area it would be the latest phase of Suciu
De Sus II habitation from Petea-Csengersima (Marta 2009, 206).

43 Marta 2009, 33, P1. 28/10, 12; A similar succession of habitation at Nyirmada-Viélyogvetd; Téth—Marta 2005, P1. 11

* Bejinariu—Laké 2000, Fig. 15a/1-3

* Laké 1986, 50, Nr. 12

% Bejinariu 2005, 54

*7 Matei et. al 2005, 261-262

8 Stratan—Vulpe 1977, 49, P1. 16/131/133; Guma 1995, P1. I11/38

* Stratan—Vulpe 1977, 49
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mound dated in the first phase of necropolis, and the other from a mound assigned to the
second phase >

In C 7 complex (P1.10/2) were founded fragments of one large vessel and a fully
preserved bowl. The first vessel belongs to the category of so-called “storied vessel”. It is
preserved the lower part, the body ornamented with wide channels or rather oblique facets and
from upper part of vessel are preserved few sherds mostly from the rim and shoulder area of
the vessel. Mouth funnel-shaped vessel was strongly flared, two small handles appear on
shoulder to be interposed between a strip of horizontal channels (P1.20). Generally these
vessels are large containers. Our exemplar has a base diameter of 15 cm and 50 cm diameter of
mouth. The bottom part, fully preserved, measure 22 cm. By analogy with other vessels of this
kind, where lower "floor" is about 40% from the height of the vessel, our vessel measure about
50-55 cm in height. Similar vessels were found in the repertory of Gava culture’’, and close
analogies are at Gyoma, in south-east Hungary’> Biharkeresztes >or at Bodrogkeresztir, in
north-west part of Hungary™*. The bowl (P1.19/1) had the rim slightly thickened and curved
inwards. Similar examples occur also in Gdva area™. Another bowl with inward rim and
faceted with horizontal facets (P1.16 / 7) comes from C 70 complex (pl. 10/1) which is
associated with a vessel fragment with handles and fine and horizontal channels on neck (pl.
16/4). From that pit were also recovered bone remains from two calves, one of them integral
deposited.

Fragments of large vessels, some with double colors, decorated with wide
channels or facets, arranged horizontally, oblique or in “garland" was recovered from the
complexes C 45 (P1.15/3) and C 47 (P1.14/1-2). One fragment of a vessel ornamented with
wide oblique facets on the body associated with horizontal channels on the conical neck is also
noted (PL1.15/1). In this respect we find analogies in numerous sites from eastern Hungary,
assigned to the early stage of Gava culture, such as the Kaba—Bitozug or Polgar M3 motorway
- site no. 1°°

Very interesting is a vessel from the pit C 45. It is a vessel with slightly curved
profile and a straight rim, but above all it has a distinct ornament made of fine channels,
arranged horizontally and in “garland" in the lower register (P1.13/2). Similar vessels in form,
but more importantly, in the combination of horizontal channels and in “garland", are among
the materials assigned more recently to Teleac Ia phase or in the settlement from Alba Iulia
“Monolit” *'or in Hungary in early Géva site from Polgar M3 motorway - site no. 1°°. Another
vessel with the identical ornament combination of that from Pericei, comes from an unknown
location in the former county Szabolcs™. The combination of the two ornamental motifs are
found quite frequently in the previous period® on various shapes of vessels from Susani®', in
Crisana on pottery assigned to Igrita group® or among of some so-called proto- Gdva
discoveries from Hungary

Also, we note one ceramic fragment of a cone-shaped lid, decorated in exterior
with channels arranged in “garland” (P1.16/3).

30 Kacs6 1980, 37, Pl. 24, 33/6
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Some vessels have been restored, the cups represent a numerically well
represented category. Most common variant is the cup with the broad rounded base, and
narrower mouth (Pl. 16/2; 18/10-11). The form is among the findings (unfortunately, without
stratigraphic context) from Doh “La izvoare”® or from Nyirlugos (northeast Hungary),
recently published *

Metallic inventory of Late Bronze Age complexes consist in 11 pieces. Most are
small pieces, needles (P1.18/7) or spindle of bronze pins (P1.18/5-6), a loop ring made of
bronze sheet (P1.18/2), probably one nit (Pl1.18/4) and other undeterminable fragments
(P1.18/1,3). A fragment of one mould made of sandstone, with traces of use found in pit C 79
and a cast residue constitute direct evidence of bronze processing in this settlement. From C 47
complex comes one bronze needle with pyramidal head and “collar” on neck (Pl 18/8).
Dimensions are: 13 cm. long, head diameter—1,1 cm. This needle type, generic called
"bohemian" profile needles type (Nadeln mit ,,bohmischer” Profilierung) are well represented
numerically, especially in the Lausitz culture area (north Moravia, north-eastern Bohemia,
Silesia). The needle from Pericei can be classified in Mostkovice variant of the type, which
occurs in archaeological contexts assigned to Late Tumulus Period respectively Early and Old
Urnfield Period  In eastern part of Carpathian Basin, this type of needles appears rarely. We
note here the piece found at Dubravica, in eastern Serbia®’ or that from Gusterita II deposit *

Comparing pottery coming from these two excavations presented above, we may
notice the presence of some common elements. I refer especially to bicolor pottery species,
decorated with wide channels or facets. This category is poorly represented at Zauan, in
comparison to Pericei site. Unfortunately neither of the two settlements do not provide reliable
evidence for a precise chronology during the third phase of Late Bronze.

Archaeological inventory resulting from the excavation of Zauan "Bdnffytag" is
not very numerous and unfortunately the uncovered pottery is associated to metal artifacts
without chronological value. Comparing the findings from Zauan with those of Suplacu de
Barcdu "Lapis" provide support to make chronological analysis of Zauan materials. As noted,
some shapes and decorations are common to both settlements, located in the Barcau valley, to
10 km away from one another. Chronological context in which the settlement from Suplacu de
Barcdu “Lapis” had evolved could be "traced" through metal artifacts, but also thanks to an
considerable quantities of "imports" Lipus type pottery, unfortunately unpublished yet®
Among them the needles discovered at Suplacu de Barcau in House 1 and House 2'°. We note
those two specimens with thickened head (an identical artifact was found in Cehalut settlement
from Crasna “Csereoldal”), those two Velenszentvid type needles respectively’'. As it is said,
the first needles cannot be earlier than Reinecke D’* whereas the last ones may be even later’”.
This raises the obvious possibility that the settlement of Suplacu de Barcdu to extend its
development in the early period of Urnfield culture’. Due to the similarities between the
potteries of these two sites cannot exclude a broadly similar chronology to that of Zauan
“Bdnffytag”. Considering that Cehalut “component” at Zauan is even more "diluted" compared
with Suplacu de Barcau, are likely that Zauan to be even slightly late. In my view there is a
certain chronological sequence of period final Bz D - early stage Hallstatt A.

In the repertory of Late Bronze Age pottery from Pericei “Kellertag” like in the
Zauan case it is visible that Cehdlut "component” is reduced. But the materials listed as
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Cehalut type, are not associated with the double color pottery and decorated characterized with
channels, except the cup fragment of C 45 complex, which has a conical knob, bounded on two
sides by three wider incisions (P1.15/5), vaguely reminiscent of an of Cehdlut motif element.
But do not exclude the existence of a chronological gap between complexes, such as C 14 and
C 16 where were founded materials decorated with Cehalut ornament and those where bicolor
pottery with channels or wide facets (C 7, 45, 47, 70 etc). In other words not exclude the
possibility that at Pericei to have a distinct Cehalut settlement followed by a new one, little
more recent. Based on ceramic analogies the later complexes can be chronologically placed in
early phase of Gdva culture. Chronologically they may be placed in a broader context, during
Hallstatt A phase, perhaps in the second half period. Even if in the Lausitz culture area,
needles, such as found in C 47 complex appear also in earlier stages than archaeological
contexts mentioned, based on association with pottery, the needle from Pericei belong to
Hallstatt A also, all the more that Gusterita I deposit where a needle of this kind belongs to
Cincu—Suseni series’

Conclusions

The evolution of Cehalut—Hajddbagos sites was placed, as I said during the first
two stagess of Late Bronze Age in northwestern Romania. In this area, cultural background of
Cehalut—Hajddbagos type is that on which are "grafted" different influences, which changes
the appearance of pottery (most clearly detectable element) and creates the premises of new
forms emergence and new decorative elements, new ignition technology which all slowly lead
to channeled pottery, of Gdva type from the beginning of Hallstatt period. Among these
influences are well noticed within the pottery from Zauan and even from Pericei, those coming
from the southwest of Banat—Vojvodina, from Belegi$ culture area, and those from Susani
group especially. Influences from this area (as so-called “ceramic imports”) can be detected
also in other discoveries from northwestern Romania’® or south-western Transylvania’’ and far
to north of the Carpathians’®. Also Suciu de Sus—Lipus influences are not missing.

It is difficult to establish the moment when these influences begin to be felt in the
area where Cehalut - Hajddbagos materials are documented, which ultimately determines the
decisive change in the appearance of pottery. In other words how long is the "independent"
evolution of this group? Chronological marks offered by metal artifacts founded in settlements,
such as Crasna or Suplacu de Barcau, alongside with the discovery of some Cehalut -
Hajdiibagos vessels uncovered in settlements attributed to other cultural backgrounds’
converge to accept the extension of Cehalu—Hajdibagos group until the end of Bz D stage.
Discoveries such as that of the Suplacu de Barcdu seem to justify this assumption. Instead, at
Zauan we deal with a more recent settlement®’, where the pottery, despite some similarities
with the first site, just few elements is preserved of clear Cehalut tradition. The findings from
Pericei “Kellertag” illustrate a new stage of evolution at the end of Late Bronze Age, with a
ceramic material that can be attributed to Gava 1 phase. If the site from Z&uan is
chronologically placed somewhere at the end of Late Bronze II-early Late Bronze III stage,
channeled and bicolor pottery complexes from Pericei can be placed during the Late Bronze III
stage.

In the area to which we refer, this stage (Late Bronze Age III) is still insufficiently
known. The number of archaeological sites assigned to this stage is incomparably lower than
the sites belonging to previous stages of the Late Bronze Age. Besides those we can add the

findings from Doh®, Marca “Primdria noud”® the materials from Zaldu “Valea Mitii”,

75 Petrescu—Dimbovita 1977, 96, P1. 160/10

76 Marta 2009, 208

" Ursutiu et al. 2009, 195

8 Przybyta 2005, 162, Idem 2005a, 232

7 Marta 2009, 206, P1. 49/6

% Does not exclude the possibility that integral publishing of Suplacu De Barciu “Lapis” material bring clearer
benchmarks of site chronology.

8! Bejinariu et. al. 2004, 114-116, P1. 1/3-4, Iv/4
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Nusfalau “ Nagyutca, nr. 527" (all unpublished), also maybe Simleu Silvaniei “Brijiga”® In
same cases (Pericei, Doh) these settlements of Late Bronze III period, evolve on the place of
some earlier Cehalut—Hajdibagos settlements. Although we have no clear evidence, whether it
is continuity in habitation or between the two settlements there is a hiatus, that situation is a
sign that evolution is happening on the local background, which assimilate new elements. In
other words, there is no evidence that their imposition involves an influx of people coming
from other areas®, but uptake by local communities of new combustion techniques, shapes and
decorative elements in ceramic production®.

The aspect of Gava culture pottery in the earlier stage is owing to the background,
on which that progress is achieved. Thus in the Somes area “local aspect” is given by the late
Suciu de Sus background as is demonstrated by the excavations results from Petea-
Csengersima® while the in space between Crasna and Barciu, Cehalut tradition is detectable.
Subsequently, the cultural uniformity process, visible within “classic” Géva (Géva II) pottery
continues. For example, only now are documented bowls with inward rim in the area
previously occupied by Lapus II-Gava 1. But these settlements belong to Gava II phase.

Based on current data, the beginning of the large fortified settlement from Simleul
Silvaniei “Observator” can not be establish earlier than contemporary period from the end of
Gava I phase—early Gdva II phase. A close similar chronology is postulated for similar
monuments in the area located to the north®’.

The presented findings from Zauan, respectively Pericei get some useful data to
outline cultural evolution in north-western area of Romania in the late Bronze Age. In essence,
this development is part of the general trend of the area, generalization of shapes and
decorations of pottery and new firing techniques. Currently these issues are most easily
discernible. Others are required to be resolved in future through a multidisciplinary approach.
Further more extensive research is needed, especially in vicinity of Simleu Bassin (the middle
basin of Barcau river, Carei Plain) where we have only limited information and uncertain
archaeological contexts®® Apparent differences® can be determined by the geographical
position of each micro-region, closer or more distant from the ways of propagation of
influences, able to promote dynamism and, contrary more autarchic character of communities.
Not at last, the research state can also be invoked.

Bibliography:

Bader 1978: T. Bader, Epoca bronzului in nord-vestul Transilvaniei. Cultura pretracica §i tracica
[Die Bronzezeit in Nordwestsiebenbiirgen], Bucuresti 1978.

Bejinariu 2001: 1. Bejinariu, Late Bronze age in the Depression of Simleu, in (C. Kacs6 hrsg.) Der
Nordkarpatische Raum in der Bronzezeit / Spatiul nordcarpatic in epoca bronzului.
Symposium Baia Mare, 7.-10. Oktober 1998, BiblMarmatia 1, Baia Mare 2001, p.157-
174.

Bejinariu 2005: 1. Bejinariu, Beitrdge zur Kenntnis der Bronzemetallurgie im Nordwesten
Rumdniens (unter Beriicksichtigung des Oberlaufes von Crasna und Barcau/Contributii
la cunoagterea metalurgiei bronzului in nord-vestul Romdniei (cursul superior al Crasnei
si Barcaului), In (T. Soroceanu hrsg.) Bronzefunde aus Rumdnien / Descoperiri de
bronzuri din Romania I1, Bistrita—Cluj Napoca 2005, p. 47-74.

82 Bejinariu—Bacuet 2007, 224
83 Sana 2006, P1.9/7

8 Kacs6 2007, 53

8 Przybyta 2005, 162

8 Marta 2009, 220

8 Ibidem

8 Kacsé 2007, 53

8 Németi 2009, 213-214
87 Marta 2009, p. 220

88 Kacs6 2007, 53

8 Németi 2009, 213-214

243

WWW.cimec.ro / www.muzeusm.ro



Bejinariu loan

Bejinariu—Bacuet Crisan 2007: 1. Bejinariu, D. Bacuet Crisan, Santierul arheologic Marca, com.
Marca, jud. Salaj, punct: Primaria Noud [The archaeological excavations from Marca,
com. Marca, Salaj county, “Primaria Noua* spot] in CCAR. Campania 2006, Bucuresti
2007, p. 223-224.

Bejinariu—Laké 1996: 1. Bejinariu, E. Lakd, Despre sondajul arheologic de la Cehei “Misig” 1987,
[Few words about the digging campaigns from Cehei - ,,Misig” point (1987)], in AMP.
XX, 1996, p. 11-33.

Bejinariu-Laké 2000: 1. Bejinariu, E. Laké, Contributii la cunoasterea Bronzului Tdrziu din nord-
vestul Romdniei. Asezarea de la Crasna [Archdologische Beitrdge bei den Kennenlernen
der Spdtbronzezeit im Nord-Westen Rumdniens. Die Siedlung von Crasna, Kr. Salaj], in
AMP. XXI1II/1, 2000, p. 153-219.

Bejinariu et. al. 2004: 1. Bejinariu, E. Laké, D. V. Sana, Materiale arheologice din epoca bronzului
de la Doh (com. Maieriste), jud. Salaj |Bronze Age archaeologic materials from Doh (the
Madieriste commune, Salaj county)], In AMP. XXVI, 2004, p. 111-131.

Bejinariu et al. 2008: 1. Bejinariu, Székely Zs., D.V. Sana, Régészeti dsatdsok a Nyiregyhdzdt
keletrdl elkeriilé iiton (26. és 33. lelGhely) ElGzetes jelentés, in JAME. L, 2008, p. 191-
224.

Boroffka 1999: N.G.O. Boroffka, Probleme der spdten Otomani-Kultur, in Kultura Otomani-
Fiizesabony—rozwdj, chronologia, gospodarka. Materialy z konferencji archeologicznej,
Dukla, 27-28. 11. 1997 | Die Otomani-Fiizesabony-Kultur—entwicklung, Chronologie,
Wirtschaft. Materialen der archdologischen Konferenz, Dukla, 27-28. 11. 1997, Krosno
1999, p. 113-129.

Boroffka 2000: N.G.O. Boroftka, Problems of the Late Otomani culture in Transilvania,in RJA, 1,
2000 (www.archaeology.ro/imc_artrja.htm).

Chidiosan 1974: N. Chidiosan, Sincronismele apusene ale culturii Wietenberg stabilite pe baza
importurilor ceramice [Die westlicher Synchronismen der Wietenberg Kultur, die
habenauf der grundlage den Keramischen Importen festgesetz], In Crisia, 4, 1974, p.
153-176.

Chidiosan 1980: N. ChidioSan, Contributii la istoria tracilor din nord-vestul Romdniei. Asezarea
Wietenberg de la Dersida [Contributions a ["histoire des Thraces du nord-ouest de la
Roumanie. L établissement de la culture Wietenberg de Dersida], Oradea 1980.

Chidiosan—-Emodi 1982: N. Chidiosan, 1. Emodi, Grupul cultural Igrita de la sfirsitul epocii
bronzului [Le groupe culturel d’Igrita de la fin de I"age du bronze], in Crisia, 12, 1982,
p- 61-86.

Chidiosan—-Emodi 1983: N. Chidiosan—-1. Emddi, Descoperirile arheologice din pestera Izbindis
(comuna Suncuius) apartindnd grupului cultural Igrita [Les découvertes archéologiques
de la grotte Izbindis (commune de Suncuius) appartenant au groupe culturel Igrita)], in
Crisia, 13, 1983, 17-32.

Ciugudean 2009: H. Ciugudean, Cdteva observatii privind cronologia asezarii fortificate de la
Teleac [Bemerkungen zur Chronologie der Befestigten Siedlung von Teleac], in Apulum,
XLVI, 2009, p. 313-336.

Emodi 1980: 1. Emodi, Necropola de la sfarsitul epocii bronzului din pestera Igrifa [Das
spdtbronzezeitliche Grabfeld der Igrita-Hohle], in SCIV, 31, 2, 1980, p. 229-273.

Emodi 1997: 1. Emodi, Descoperiri de la sfarsitul epocii bronzului din Pestera Ungurului
[Bronzezeitliche Entdeckungen von Pestera Ungurului, Kr. Bihor], In AMN. 34, 1, 1997,
p- 485-504.

Essen 1985: R. Essen, Die Nadeln in Polen. I (Mittlere Bronzezeit), in PBF. XIII, 9, Miinchen
1985.

Genito—Kemenczei 1990: Genito—-T. Kemenczei, The Late Bronze Age Vessels from Gyoma 133.
S.E. Hungary, in ComArchHung. 1990, p. 113-125.

Gogaltan 1999-2000: F. Gogaltan, Aspecte privind metalurgia bronzului in Bazinul Carpatic.
Ciocanele si nicovalele cu toc de inmanusare din Romdnia [Aspekte der
Bronzeverarbeitung im Karpatenbecken. Die Tiillenhimmer und Tiillenambosse aus
Rumdinien), in EphNap. 1X-X, 1999-2000, p. 5-59.

244

WWW.cimec.ro / www.muzeusm.ro



Aspects of the Late Bronze Age Cultural Evolution in Northwestern Romania

Gogéltan 2001: F. Gogéltan, The Settlement of Cdaseiu and some problems concerning the Late
Bronze Age in the Center and Northern Transylvania, in (C. Kacsé hrsg.) Der
Nordkarpatische Raum in der Bronzezeit / Spatiul nordcarpatic in epoca bronzului.
Symposium Baia Mare, 7.-10. Oktober 1998, BiblMarmatia 1, Baia Mare 2001, p. 191-
214.

Gogaltan 2005: F. Gogaltan, Zur Bronzeverarbeitung im Karpatenbecken. Die Tiillenhdmmer und
Tiillenambosse aus Rumdnien, in (T. Soroceanu hrsg.) Bronzefunde aus Rumdnien /
Descoperiri de bronzuri din Romania 11, Bistrita—Cluj Napoca 2005, p. 343-386.

Guma 1995: M. Guma, The End of the Bronze Age and the beginning of the Early Iron Age in
south-western Romania, western Serbia and north-western Bulgaria. A short review, in
Thraco-Dacica. XVI, 1-2, 1995, p. 99-137.

Horedt 1967: K. Horedt, Problemele ceramicii bronzului evoluat in Transilvania [Probleme der
Jjiingbronzezeitlichen Keramik in Transsilvanien], in StComSibiu. 13, 1967, p. 137-156.

Ignat 1984: D. Ignat, Asezarea de la sfarsitul epocii bronzului de la Suplacu de Barcau [L habitat
de la fin de I'age du Bronze de Suplacu de Barcau (dep. de Bihor)], 1n Crisia, 14, 1984, p.
9-26.

Kacsé 1980: C. Kacs6, Descoperiri din epoca bronzului in Depresiunea Salajului [Entdeckungen
der Bronzezeit in der Salaj-Niederung], in AMP. IV, 1980, 37-46.

Kacs6 1981: C. Kacs6, Necropola tumulard de la Lapus. Teza de doctorat, Cluj Napoca 1981.

Kacso 1987: C. Kacs0, Beitridge zur Kenntnis der Verbreitungsgebietes und der Chronologie der
Suciu de Sus—kultur, in Dacia N.S., XXXI, 1-2, 1987, p. 51-75.

Kacs6 1990: C. Kacs6, Bronzul tarziu in nord-vestul Romdniei, In SympThrac. 8, 1990, p. 41-50.

Kacso 1995: C. Kacs6, Der Hortfund von Arpagel, Kreis Bihor, in (T. Soroceanu bearb. u. red.)
Bronzefunde aus Rumdnien I, PAS, 10, Berlin 1995, p. 81-130.

Kacsé 1997: C. Kacsé, Faza finala a culturii Otomani si evolufia culturald ulterioara acesteia in
nord-vestul Romdniei [Die Endphase der Otomani-Kultur und die darauffolgende
kulturelle Entwicklung im Nordwesten Rumdniens], In StCom Satu Mare, XIV, 1997, p.
85-110.

Kacsé 1999: C. Kacsé, Die Endphase der Otomani-Kultur und die darauffolgende kulturelle
Entwicklung im Nordwesten Rumdniens, In Kultura Otomani-Fiizesabony—rozwdj,
chronologia, gospodarka. Materiaty 7 konferencji archeologicznej, Dukla, 27-28. 11.
1997 / Die Otomani-Fiizesabony-Kultur—entwicklung, —Chronologie, Wirtschaft.
Materialen der archdologischen Konferenz, Dukla, 27-28. 11. 1997, Krosno 1999, p. 85-
112.

Kacsé 2007: C. Kacsé, ,,Importuri” Suciu de Sus in culturile epocii bronzului din Transilvania
[Suciu de Sus—“importe”in den bronzezeitlichen kulturen transsilvaniens], 1in
RevBistritei. XX1/1, 2007, p. 43-62.

Kemenczei 1984: T. Kemenczei, Die Spdtbronzezeit Nordostungarns, ArchHung. L1, 1984.

Kovics 1970: T. Kovéacs, A hajdiibagosi bronzkori temetd [Bronze Age cemetery at Hajdiibagos],
in FA. XX, 1970, p. 27-47.

Laké 1983: E. Lak6, Repertoriul topografic al epocii bronzului si al hallstattului timpuriu in
Jjudetul Salaj [The topographical catalogue of the Bronze Age and Early Iron Age in Salaj
district], In AMP. VII, 1983, p. 69-100.

Laké 1986: E. Lakd, Date noi pentru completarea celor trei repertorii privind epoca comunei
primitive din Salaj [Addenda to the repertories of praehistorical finds from Salaj county],
in AMP. X, 1986, p. 47-59.

Laké 1987: E. Lako, Piese de bronz din asezarea de cultura Otomani de la Crasna (jud. Salaj)
[Bronze items from the Otomani-culture in the settlement from Crasna (Salaj county)], In
AMP. X1, 1987, p. 77-81.

Lak6-Rad 1988: E. Lak6—V. Rad, Raport preliminar de cercetare arheologicd la Cehei-Misig (jud.
Salaj) [Preliminary report on the archaeological researches at Cehei-Misig (Salaj
county)] In AMP. XII, 1988, p. 85-89.

Marta 2005: L. Marta, Der bronzene Nadeldepotfund von Petea, Kr. Satu Mare / Depozitul de ace
din bronz descoperit la Petea, jud. Satu Mare, In (T. Soroceanu hrsg.) Bronzefunde aus

245

WWW.cimec.ro / www.muzeusm.ro



Bejinariu loan

Rumdnien / Descoperiri de bronzuri din Romdnia 11, Bistrita—Cluj Napoca 2005, p. 75-
9.

Marta 2009: L. Marta, The Late Bronze Age Settlements of Petea-Csengersima, Satu Mare 2009.

Matei Et Aliii. 2005: Al. V. Matei, S. Bacuet-Crisan, 1. Bejinariu, H. Pop, D. Bacuet-Crisan, A.
Carstea, Santierul arheologic Pericei, com. Pericei, jud. Salaj, punct “Kellertag”, 1n
CCAR. Campania 2004, Bucuresti 2005, p. 259-263.

Miclea-Florescu 1980: 1. Miclea, R. Florescu, Stramosii romdnilor. Vestigii milenare de cultura si
artd. Preistoria Daciei, Ed. Meridiane 1980.

Morintz 1978: S. Morintz, Contributii arheologice la istoria tracilor timpurii 1. [Archdologische
Beitrige zur Geschichte der Friihthraker], BiArh. XXXIV, Bucuresti 1978.

Nagy 2005: M. Nagy, Késé bronzkori telepiilés Nirlugos hatdrdban [Spdtbronzezeitliche Siedlung
in der Gemarkung von Nirlugos] in JAME. XLVII, 2005, p. 63-105.

Nagy 2007: Nagy, Késé bronzkori telepiilésrészlet Nyiregyhdzdn [Spdtbronzezeitlicher
Siedlungsteil in Nyiregyhdzd] in JAME. XLIX, 2007, p. 121-154.

Németi 1978: 1. Németi, Descoperiri arheologice de la sfirsitul epocii bronzului in zona Careiului
[Découvertes de la fin de I"époque de bronze aux environs de Carei], in SCIV, 29, 1,
1978, p. 99-122.

Németi 1981-1982: 1. Németi, Descoperiri de la inceputul hallstattului in zona Carei
[Entdeckungen von Beginn der Hallstattzeit in der Gegend um Carei], In StCom Satu
Mare, V-VI, 1981-1982, p. 45-58.

Németi 1990: IL.Németi, Contributii la cunoaSterea sfarsitului epocii bronzului din nord-vestul
Romaniei [Beitrdge zur Erforschung der Spdtbronzezeit in Nordwestrumdnien], In
SCIVA 41, 1, 1990, p. 19-54.

Németi 2009: .Németi, The Hajdiibagos-Cehalug-Piscolt Group, in (Berecki S., Németh E.R., Rezi
B. ed.) Bronze Age Communities in the Carpathian Basin, Proceedings of the
International Colloquium from Targu Mures, 24-26 October 2008, Cluj Napoca 2009,
203-221.

Novotna 1980: M. Novotna, Die Nadeln in der Slowakei, PBF XIII, 6, Miinchen 1980.

Ordentlich 1970: 1. Ordentlich, Die Chronologische Gliederung der Otomanikultur auf dem
rumdnischen Gebiet und ihre wichtigsten Merkmale, in Dacia N.S. X1V, 1970, p. 83-97.

Petrescu-Dimbovita 1977: M. Petrescu-Dimbovita, Depozitele de bronzuri din Romdnia [Les
dépéts de bronzes de la Roumanie], BiArh. XXX, Bucuresti 1977.

Poroszlai 1982: 1. Poroszlai, Kési-bronzkori edény-depot lelet Debrecenbdl |Gefiss-depot aus
Spdtbronzezeit. Ein Fund aus Debrecen] in DME, 1982, p- 75-100.

Przbyta 2005: M. Przbita, Die Spdtbronzezeitlichen Inventare mit kannelierter Keramik im
Westlichem Kleinpolen und ihre Verbindungen mit siidlichem Teil des Karpatenbeckens,
in SlovArch. L111, 2005, p. 219-236.

Przbyta 2005a: M. Przbita, Zroznicowanie stylistyczne dekoracji naczyn w poczgtkach okresu pol
popielnicowych na terenie Kotliny Karpackiej [Stilistische Differenzierung der
Gefdfiverzierungen am Anfang der Urnenfelderzeit im Bereich des Karpatenbeckens], in
Materiaty i Sprawozdania. Rzeszowskiego Osrodka Archeologicznego, XXVI, Rzeszow
2005, p. 111-164.

Rﬂlovsk)’/ 1979: J. Rﬂlovsk)’/, Die Nadeln in Mdhren und im Ostalpengebiet, in PBF, XIII, 5,
Miinchen 1979.

Sana 2006: D. V. Sana, Descoperiri ale primei epoci a fierului, in (H. Pop, I. Bejinariu, S. Bacuet-
Crisan, D. Bacuet-Crisan , D. Sana, Csok Zsolt autori) Simleu Silvaniei. Monografie
arheologica. I. Istoricul cercetarilor, Cluj Napoca 2006, p. 45-65.

Stratan—Vulpe 1977: L. Stratan, Al. Vulpe, Die Hiigel von Susani, in PZ, 52, 1, 1977, p. 28-61.

Szab6é 2002: V. Szab6 G., Tanulmdnyok az Alfold késo bronzkori torténetéz. A proto Gdva-
periodus és a Gdva-kultiira iddszakdnak emlékei a Tisza-vidéken. PhD értekezés,
Budapest 2002.

Szabé 2004: V. Szabé G., A ftiszacsegei edénydepé. Ujabb adatok a Tisza-vidéki késé bronzkori
edénydepondlds szokdsdhoz [Das Gefdfsidepot von Tiszacsege. Neue Angaben zur Sitte
der spiitbronzezeitlichen Gefiifsdeponierung in der Theifigegend], in MFME-Stud Arch,
X, 2004, p. 81-113.

246

WWW.cimec.ro / www.muzeusm.ro



Aspects of the Late Bronze Age Cultural Evolution in Northwestern Romania

Szab6 2004a: V. Szabd G., Hdz, telepiilés és telepiilésszerkezet a késo bronzkori (BD, HA, HB
periodus) Tisza-vidéken [Houses, Settlements and Settlements Structures in the Tisza
Region of the Late Bronze Age (Periods BD, HA, HB)], in MQMOZX II. Debrecen 2004, p.
137-170.

Toéth—Marta 2005: K. Téth, L. Marta, Gefdfidepot der Felsészocs / Suciu de Sus-kultur in
Nyirmada-Vilyogvetd, in JAME, XLVIIL, 2005, p- 107-143.

Ursutiu et al. 2009: A. Ursutiu, C. D. Tutuianu, R. Stancescu, Santierul arheologic Simeria, jud.
Hunedoara, punct: In Coastd, in CCAR. Campania 2008, Bucuresti 2009, p. 195-196.

Vasi¢ 2003: R. Vasi¢, Nadeln in Zentralbalkan (Vojvodina, Serbien, Kosovo un Makedonien, PBF.
XIII, 11, Miinchen 2003.

Vasiliev 2004: V. Vasiliev, Despre grupul cultural Igrita [Sur le groupe culturel Igrita], in AMP.
XXVI, 2004, p.133-140.

Vasiliev et. al. 1991: V. Vasiliev, I. Al. Aldea, H. Ciugudean, Civilizatia dacica timpurie in aria
intracarpatica a Romdniei. Contributii arheologice: asezarea fortificata de la Teleac [Le
centre d habitat fortifie de Teleac (departement d*Alba). Contributions a la connaissance
de la premiere époque du fer dans I'aire intracarpatique de Roumanie], Cluj Napoca
1991.

Vicze 1996: M. Vicze, The Prehistoric settlement at the site of Gyoma 133, In (S. Bokoony ed.)
Cultural and Landscape Changes in south-east Hungary II. Prehistoric, Roman Period,
Barbarian and Late Avar settlement at Gyoma 133 (Békes County Mocroregion),
Budapest 1996.

Vulpe 1971: Al. Vulpe, Cu privire la sistemul cronologic al lui B. Hdinsel pentru epoca mijlocie a
bronzului [Zu der Mittelbronzezeitlichen Chronologie von B. Hdnsel], in SCIV, 22,2,
1971, 301-312.

- o) Hajdﬂséms on

Pericei

@ Zalau

Salaj

PL. 1. Zauan and Pericei villages location on the Norh-Western Romania map.
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Pl 2. 1-4: Zauan Banffy-tag, pottery sherds from C1/1976.
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PL. 3. Zauan Banffy-tag. 1,4: pottery sherds from pit G1; 2-3, 5-6: pottery sherds from dwelling
L1/1981.
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PlL4. Zauan Banffy-tag. 1: pottery fragment from pit G2; 2-4: archaeological materials from
dwelling L1/1981 (3—bronze needle).
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PL. 5. Zauan Banffy-tag. 1-7: pottery sherds from dwelling L1/1981.
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PL. 6. Zauan Banffy-tag. 1-4: pottery sherds from dwelling L.1/1981; 5: pottery fragment from pit G2.
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Pl. 7. Zavan Banffy-tag. 1: clay weight from pit Gl; 2-4: pottery sherds from dwelling
L1/1981.
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Pl. 8. Zauan Banffy-tag. 1-3,5: pottery sherds from pit G4; 4: pottery fragment from pit G1.
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PL. 9. Zauan Banffy-tag. 1-6: pottery sherds from dwelling L1/1981.
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PL.10. Pericei Keller-tag. 1: pit C 70 (profile and plan); 2: pit C 7 (plan).

WWW.cimec.ro / www.muzeusm.ro



1' 2, _—"-——
e 1] i [ e e e e SN P
MU EEER | !‘JJ_ JIHHJHJHIJ]!_T
‘ ‘ : \ \
v o P y l
l & o - g_m:g\..m CTT by ]
~6,88
-4 4o — 543 - 1,28 ~ A2

-428,
~h2s5 ) T

— i1

-1, 00

e
=t
i

0 1 2

Pl. 11. Pericei Keller-tag. 1: pit C 47 (profile and plan).
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PL. 12. Pericei Keller-tag. 1: pottery fragment from pit C 14; 2-4: pottery sherds from pit C 16.
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PL. 14. Pericei Keller-tag. Potery sherds from pit C 47.
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PL. 16. Pericei Keller-tag. 1,6: pottery from pit C 41; 2: from pit G 105; 4-5,7: from pit C 70; 3:
from culture layer.
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PL. 17. Pericei Keller-tag. 1,3: archaeological materials from pit C 47; 2.4: pottery sherds from
pit C 45.
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Pl. 18. Pericei Keller-tag. 1, 5-6: bronze artefacts from culture layer; 2: from pit C 63; 3: from
pit C 14; 4: from pit C 23; 7: from pit C 86; 8: from pit C 47; 9: cup from pit C 89;
10: cup fragment from culture layer; 11: cup from pit C 29.
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Pl 19. Pericei Keller-tag. 1: bowl from pit C 7; 2: vessel from pit C 107.
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PL. 20. Pericei Keller-tag. 1. vessel from pit C 7.
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