
ONCE MORE ABOUT THE PONTO-CASPIC FACTOR 
IN THE FORMATION OF THE NOUA CUL TUREI 

The Noua culture was formed in the context of 
profound demographic, economic and cultural 
transformations, that put the stress on the transition from 
the Middle Bronze Age (MBA) to the Late Bronze Age 
(LBA), on the territory, that comprises almost entirely 
Transylvania, Moldavia, the Northem half of Bessarabia 
and the Ukrainian Pricarpat'e. In the previous period this 
territory constituted the area of more archaeological units: 
Wietenberg, Monteoru, Costişa - Ciomortan, Komarow 
and the western variant of the Mnogovalikovaja pottery 
culture (MPC). As to the Costişa - Ciomortan culture, it 
seems not to survive until the beginoing of the Noua 
culture - thus it is not certainly known what culture 
directly preceded the beginning of the Noua culture in the 
northem half of Moldavia. lt is quite possible that in that 
period this area was occupied by the Komarow culture 
(closely related with Costişa - Ciomortan culture) and 
MPC, both cultures probably being "/Jidden" in the 
tumuli, which so far havc not bccn much investigated in 
that arca. 

A lthough there are some regional di ff erences 
(espccially in thc "Noua /"phase) inside the Noua culture, 
comparcd with the cultural diversity of its area in the 
MBA, it however appears as a homogeneous fonnation. 
In its ''Noua !" phase, the Noua culture offers a series of 
clemcnts that prove the contribution of thc MBA 
carpatho-danubian cultures to its formation2. 

At the samc time, looked at as a wholc, thc Noua 
culture, especially in its classic phase, differs to a great 
cxtcnt from all carpatho-danubian MBA cultures. In thc 
first place it is to bc mcntioncd thc imprcssivc growth of 
thc number of scttlemcnts, a largc sprcading of thc 
zol'niki and thc abundance of animal bones in the 
settlements. As far as stock breading is concerned, it 
should bc pointed out that the animal races modified the 
proportion between the animal species changed3 and new 
species ( came/4) appeared. To some extent the Noua 
culture difTers from the MBA carpatho-danubian cultures 
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alsa by several anthropological characteristics5. The 
pottery of the Noua culture is characterised by a wide 
spread of sack-shaped vases, often decorated with bands, 
as well as by semifine and rarely fine cups with handles 
having often cylindrical, conical or mushroom-shaped 
tenninations, decorated much more rarely, compared with 
the MBA carpatho-danubian cultures. At the same time, 
in the field of metallurgy, with the appearance of the 
Noua culture, remarkable technological achievements 
were accomplished: the spread on a large scale of tin
bronze pieces, the extensive use in of the two- and multy
piece casting moulds etc.; consequently the degree of 
standardisation of the bronze objects grew, new types of 
objects appeared (socketed axes, sickles, spearheads 
etc.)6. The abundance of bone manufactured pieces 
characterises the Noua culture as well: notched shoulder 
bladcs, various types of arrow/Jeads, "sickles" - "tupik" 
and others, which were unknown till then in the Carpatho
Danubian Basin. Among thc ncw clcments should also be 
mcntioncd thc votive plastic ari of bumcd clay: antropo
and zoomorphic statuettes, various small "eggs" and 
"globes" as well as small "loaves of bread" and other. As 
for the funeral rites and rituals there should be mentioned 
some elemenls that distinguish the Noua culture from the 
MBA cultures of the Carpatho-Danubian space. The 
cremation is more rarely used; although flat cemeteries 
are often found, alsa graves in tumuli are relatively 
frcquent (Caşo1l7 in Transylvania, BurlăncştiB, Chirileni9, 
Pererîta 10, Dumeni I I in Bessarabia); graves in cists 
(Burlăneşti12, Moreşti 13, Jigodin 14). In the eastern area 
(Staryc Bcdrazi = Bădrajii Vechi) a great part of thc 
gravcs arc scattcrcd with oc11rc 15. The funcral inventory 
of the Noua culture, compared to that of the MBA 
carpatho-danubian cultures is many poorer (but more rich 
compared with that of the MPC), while the funeral rituals 
are more uniform. Such elements of the funeral rites as 
cists, ochre and the use of tumuli seem to be caused by 
the eastem influences. As to the rites and rituals, looked 
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upon as whole, the funeral monuments of the Noua 
culture occupy an intermediate position between MPC 
and the Monteoru culture16. 

The elements, by which the Noua culture is 
distinguished from the · carpatho-danubian MBA cultures, 
create the impression that to a great extent it represents a 
trend foreign Io local traditions. At the same time, it is 
exactly by these traits, the Noua culture presents a lot of 
close analogies with the Sabatinovka culture in the North
Pontic area and the Coslogeni culture in the Lower Danube 
region, a fact that caused many specialists to use the term 
"Sabatinovka-Coslogeni-Noua cultural complex" 17. 
Recently, in the area ofthe Noua culture was included also 
the territory east to the Dniestr 18, a zone which traditionally 
was considered as belonging to the Sabatinovka culture 19. 

Starting up from all these circumstances the 
majority of specialists consider that the Noua culture was 
formed to a great extent thanks to the influences from 
East20. Recently it was presented as belonging to "eastem 
popu/ation, re/ated to those of the Northem Caucasus and 
the North-Pontic Steppes "21. As for the real zone and the 
ethnic-cultural medium from which these influences could 
have come, as well as its unfolding aspects and thc 
character of this phenomenon, the opinions differ. lt was 
initially believed that these influences came from the 
Sruby cu/ture from thc Volga-Don area22, while others 
considered later that they came from the North- West
Pontic Sabatinovka cu/ture 23. Some specialists consider 
that these influences had the form of cultural impulses24. 
Other authors maintain that there had been a mass 
migration of the popu/afion 25 whilc othcrs suggest the 
penelration of small groups of caslern groups, which 
mig/Jt ha ve disturbed ethnic-cultural and lerritorial 
structures and determined the cultur.1/ and demographic 
transfonnations in the Carpatho-Danubian area 26. To any 
extent the point ofvicw, according to which thc similitude 
betwecn some cultural elements from Ponto-Caspic area, 
Southeast and Central Europe were determined by the 
dynastic relationships is close to this idea. In thc last years 
some authors have seen these influences in connection 
with the Sintasta -Arkaim cultural phenomenon27. 

In thc last ycars I have tried to draw specialists' 
attention to the fact that the interpretation of the process of 
fonnation of the Noua culture as a direct consequence of 
the evolution and western expansion of the Sruby cultural 
complex does not agree with the actual picture of the 
MBA and LBA East-European ethnic-cultural context and 

is not chronologically proved28. My reasons were the 
following: first, one of the main premises of the hypothesis 
about the Sruby cu/ture westem expansion factor was the 
idea that the Sabatinovka culture had directly derived from 
the Sruby one (after O.A. Krivcova-Grakova29). It bas 
been rejected by the majority of specialists in last 30 
years30. As to the possibility of the Sabatinovka culture 
extension from the North-Pontic area into the Carpatho
Danubian space, I consider that at least in the present stage 
of research there is no proof, that this culture had been 
formed before the Noua culture3 I. In my opinion at that 
time, the Sabatinovka culture derived directly from the 
MPC, which had an important contribution, together with 
the Monteoru and Costişa-Komarow cultures, also to the 
formation of the Noua culture. I considered that the MPC 
contributed to the fonnation of the Noua culture not only 
directly, but also through the ·previous influences on the 
East-Carpathian cultures32. An outstanding role in this 
process was that of the climatic changes in the South of 
Eastern Europe in that period33, which favoured the 
sedentary nature of the north-pontic populations. 
Remarkable progress in bronze metallurgy contributed to 
the intensification of the relations between the Carpatho
Danubian Basin and the North-Pontic area. In their turn 
these required cultural adaptation to new conditions and 
facilitated cultural changes. 

Now, in the light of new discoveries, recent 
literature as well as thanks to the change of opinions with 
other specialists (V. S. Bockarev, E. N. Cernych and 
V. V. Otroscenko), I have to specify my position. 

I continue to consider the bearers of the Noua 
culture as descendants of thc populations of the MBA 
carpatho-danubian cultures. But regarding the eastern 
influences there is necessary more wide approach. 

Although the Sabatinovka culture has a series of 
elements that can he perceived as being inherited from the 
MPC - mainly, those concerning the funeral rites and 
rituals and, to a lesser extent, some pottery forms - looked 
upon as a wholc - just like the Noua culture compared 
with the Carpatho-Danubian cultures - it really represents 
a unit which to a great extcnt seems to be foreign 
comparcd to the MBA north-pontic cultural pattems. The 
Sabatinovka culture is clearly distinguished from the 
MPC by the following traits: 

- By its more or less sedentary character - well over 
thousand Sabatinovka culture settlements are known34 , 
while the nwnber of the MPC settlements is tiny; 
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- By the practising of agriculture on a large scale35; 
- By the wide spreading of "zol'niki". Note that 

they are concentrated mainly in the western part of its 
area36; 

- By the great number of bronze hoards and 
foundrics37; 

- By a whole series of new categories and types of 
tin-bronzc objects (celts-axes, reaps, daggers)38, bone 
objects: notc/Jed shoulder blades, "sickles"-"tupik"39, 
arrow-/Jo/ders, arrowheads etc.40; clay objects: 
zoomorp/Jic statuettes 41, a whole series of pottery types 
and forms (sack-pots and jar-pots often omamented with 
bands, the mug with rised handles, sometimes with a crest 
or button)42. 

So t/Je rise of t/1e Sabatinovka cu/ture can hardly 
be explained only by lhe MPC heritage. 

• 
lt is evident that there are a lot of new elements 

marking the beginning of the LBA in the North-Pontic 
and Carpatho-Danubian rcgion, common to the Noua, 
Coslogeni and Sabatinovka cultures. It requires a common 
factor (or faclors?) that stood at the basis of the cultural 
changes of the ethnic-cultural situation between the Azov 
Sea and the Carpathian Basin. 

A part of common elements for these cultures have 
not any certain analogîes în the MBA cultures, either în 
the Sabatinovka-Coslogenî-Noua area or outside ît. From 
this category the following elements seem to be part: the 
''zol'niki'~ thc notchcd s/Joulder blades as well as thc 
votive plastic clay art. At the same time the following 
should be specified. 

As to thc "zol'niki" it should be remembcred that 
this tenu, as uscd in thc archaeological litcraturc, covcrs 
somctimcs different things. In thc present stage of 
rcsearch ît seems possîble for some "zol'niki"to represent 
lhc rcmnants of the houses, othcrs - thc rcmnants of somc 
riluals, whilc a part of lhcm sccms lo bc simple clustcrs of 
rubbish. As long as lhis tcnn is not clcarly detcrmîncd and 
does not mean more than deposits of soii full of ash and 
artefacts, placed within settlements or outside, any 
approach to the problem of the origin of the "zol'niki" can 
bc only prelimînary. 

For the end of the MBA, the ash deposits, often 
near houses, had been attested east of South Urals within 
the Petrovka culture43 and east of Eastern Carpathians 
wîthin thc Monteoru (II a) culture (Pufeştî44, Sărata 

Monteoru45). At the same time ''zol'niki" appear în the 
western part of the Sruby culture area, on the Severskij 
Donec (Rubcy, Usovo Ozero)46. lt should be also pointed 
oul that the above mentioned "zol'niki" unlike the 
''zol'niki" of Noua, Sabatinovka, Coslogeni, Belogru
dovka and Belozerka cultures are much smaller and do 
not appear în-groups. 

The bumt clay plastic: zoo- and anlhropomorphic 
statuettes, as well as the numerous burned-clay "eggs ·~ 
small "loaves of bread" and "globes" wîdespread in the 
Sabatinovka, Coslogeni and Noua cultures, have no 
analogies in the East-European MBA cultures. The 
presence of this kind of artefact, just like those from 
Ghindeşti (Noua culture, Bessarabia)47 and Novokievka 
(Sabatinovka culture, Ukraine, North of the Azov Sea)48 
in the western part of the Sruby culture area (Usovo 
Ozero49) can be explained by the Sabatinovka culture 
influences on the Sruby culture. Al the same time the 
more or less close analogîes votive objects in the Central 
Europe (Pi/Jnyculture50) can be mentîoned. · 

The elcments, which can be consîdered sure of lhe 
castcrn origin are the followings: stane "sceptrcs" 51, 
bone "sickle"- "tupik"52 and the majority of types of the 
bone arrow-heads 53 which, as far as one can say, 
appeared for the first time in the MBA in the territory 
between the South Ural and the Don. Of eastern origin 
must be mentioned also a series of types of bronze 
objects: celt-axes, spearheads, daggers, whose prototypes 
appear for the first tîme în Sîberîa, and then in the area 
between the Urals and the Volga54. Among the objects of 
eastern origin can also be mentîoned the bronze /ishing 
hook from Zoltan55 (the Noua culture, south-east of 
Transylvanîa). lt bas perfect analogies in the MBA in the 
Sintasta cullurc56 and thc monumcnts of thc Sejma
Turbîno lype57; in Western Europe such type of fishing 
hooks appear only in the LBA 58. 

As an cffcct of thc caslcrn înfluenccs can be 
consîdcrcd lhe încrcasîng of thc role of p11sloralism, somc 
changcs concerning thc spccics of anîmals and, 
undoubtedly, the presence of the camei in the Sabatinovka 
and Noua cultures59. In the MBA the camei was totally 
unknown in Europe while în India, Central Asia and 
Kazakhstan ît was hîghly wîdcspread60. 

The învestîgatîons în the four cemeterîes from the 
western part of the northem half of Bessarabia: Pererîta61, 
Burlăneştî62, Dumenî63 and Chîrîlenî64, revealed also the 
facl lhat lhe people of the Noua culture, at lcast în thîs 
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part of its area, besides flat burials, used to bury their 
dead alsa in older tumuli. It can he a resuit of the tradition 
of their predecessors on that territory, the bearers ofMPC. 
At Burlăneşti the western part of the cemetery belonging 
to the Noua culture overlapped the eastem part of the 
tumulus of thc Jamna culture. A part of the graves were 
buried in stone cists, a type of funeral construction, rarely 
represented in the Noua culture. In the MBA it bas 
analogies in the Komarow, MPC and Sruby cultures. Of a 
special interest is the grave no. 22 discovered next to the 
tumulus, which had a unique construction within the 
Noua culture - a platform made of stone boulders and 
surrounded by a stone ring. The pottery found in this 
grave belongs to the MPC65. A similar funeral 
construction is attested in the MPC grave from Ostap'e 
(Ukrainian Pricarpat'e)66. In the same time this type of 
funeral construction may be compared, to some extent, 
with the stone rings in the cemetery no. 3 at Sărata 
Monteoru of the Monteoru culture (II b)67. The fact that 
this grave is pari of the Noua cu/ture cemetery seems to 
be very important from at least two points of view: firstly 
in this way it becomes clear that the MPC is partially 
contemporaneous with lile Noua cu/ture and secondly it 
suggests that MPC bearers domina/ed ''politically" the 
Noua population. 

... 

Conceming the eastern /âctor in tl1e formation of 
the Sabatinovka-Cos/ogeni-Noua cultural unit, a clearly 
outstanding fact of interest represents the Iitest researches 
in thc South of Russia and Kazakhstan. Thcse contribute 
to a better undcrstanding of the Ea~t-European ethnic
cultural and "politica)" context, in which the process of 
cultural changcs unfoldcd and cxtcndcd ovcr all South of 
I ~aslcrn I ~uropc and thcrcforc throw a ncw lighl upon thc 
problem of thc castcrn influcnccs ovcr thc Carpatho
Danubian Basin. 

At thc prcscnt stage of rcscarch onc can state that 
in the MBA Western Sibcria and thc South of Eastern 
Europe havc been put into a system of cultural units, 
outstanding typical shepherd's, warlike and dynamic, all 
tightly bound together: the Andronovo cultural complex 
(western Siberia and Kazakhstan), the cultural complex 
Abasevo (the forest-steppe between the Urals and the 
Don-, the cultural complex Sruby (the forest-steppe and 
steppe between the Urals and the Dnieper), MPC (the 
forest-steppe and steppe from the Don to the Lower 

Danube). A clearly outstanding role in the process of 
integration of these units was played by some strong 
cultural impulses which started in succession, first from 
the Altai Mountain zone, then from the South Urals and 
after that from the Ural-Volga-Don region. ln the western 
part of the South of Eastem Europe (North-Pontic zone) 
the latest impulse was crossed by the eastward cultural 
impulses from the Carpatho-Danubian Basin and Aegean 
world68. 

At the beginning of the MBA, according to few 14C 
uncalibrated data, in the XVIII - XVII century BC69) in the 
Altai zone relatively rich in copper and tin ore the Sejma
Turbino phenomenon 10 burst out. lt is characterised by the 
new technology of bronze metallurgy: the processing on 
large scale of the alloy Cu+Sn, the appearance of the 
celts-axes, cast .spearheads etc„ elements that in the 
following epoch were going to cover huge territories of 
Eurasia. Those who knew how to turn to good account the 
tin ore deposits from the Altai Mountains, exceptional 
casters and warriors, and culturally dynamic, in a short 
time extended their influence westward, up to the Ural 
mountains, rich in copper and silver deposits. Objects of 
bronze, copper, silver and gold of the Sejma-Turbino 
type, although very few ( approximately 500 pieces ), are 
spread in various cultural mediums, from Mongolia up to 
Finland and Bessarabia (the Borodino treasure), a territory 
comprising approximately three million sq. km71. 

The Sintasta group had appeared tightly connected 
to the Seima-Turbino phenomenon, closely to the tin 
deposits in the steppes of Kazakhstan, in the South Ural 
zone with its copper and silver deposits, at the junction 
point of the three cultural complexes: Andronovo, 
Aba5evo and Sruby. This, probably due to the fact that it 
dominatcd thc zone rich in coppcr and silvcr deposits as 
wcll as onc of lhc mosl important links in lhc network of 
thc sprcading of thc tin or tin-bronzc, had a vcry advanccd 
levei of development and pronounced warrior character. 
lts bearers wcrc among thc first to intro~uce on a large 
scale the c/1ariots in battlc tactics. Relevant in this respect 
are the graves with chariots and horses having at their 
muzzle notched bone bridle c/Jeck pieces12. The discovery 
of three pieces of this kind at Petrovka I in the South, Ural 
zone abandoned in the manu/âcturing process 13, proves 
that the kind of cheek-pieces was of local origin. The 
bearers of this group influenced the Aba8evo culture in 
different ways and further on through it, or maybe directly 
by thcir penetrations into the South of Eastern Europe (the 
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Borodino treasure?), over the Sruby cultural complex and 
MPC, started a rapid spreading ofthe battle-chariot14• The 
cartography of this kind of cheek piece, (a reliable 
indicator of chariots), shows that they are spread between 
the South Urals, Middle Danube and Aegean 75 (fig. 8). lt 
is very attractive to pul these in the connection with the 
appearance of chariot in Near East and the Aegean, at 
approximately the same time, the cultural changes în the 
continental Greece and the Hyksos invasion of Palestine 
and then in Egypt, which they ruled between 1649 and 
1541 BC"6. 

In the Carpathian Basin and in the East
Mediterranean area, the battle chariot was very well 
known in the MBA. Some images of the battle-chariots on 
the ceramic pot of the Piliny culture (Vel'ke Raskovce 
cemetery77 in Slovacia), the golden button and the funeral 
stela from Mycenae78, the sacred scarab of Tutmosis in 
Egypt79 (fig. 7) are relevant in this respect. To these could 
be added the numerous notched bone cheek pieces, (the 
Carpatho-Danubian Basin and the South of Greece) and 
the bronze cheek pieces in Asia Minor, Palestine and 
Egypt80. 

Maybe in the MBA the carpathian population had 
manufactured the chariots, too. Thus, at Sighişoara there 
was discovered a plate bone piece which seems to be a 
notched cheek-piece abandoned in the manufacturing 
process81 (fig. 5/2). Therefore it can not be confirmed for 
the moment that the eastem intruders had introduced the 
chariots with all their attributes into the Carpathian Basin. 
Probably it was the idea of the chariots, which was 
overtaken by the carpathian population as a consequence 
of the direct or indirect contacts with the eastem warriors. 

On the same terri tory there arc al so spre ad 
numerous bone objects, rarely golden ones, the majority 
of them being probably part of horse-keeping equipment, 
decoralcd with '~11yccnaca11" ornamente; (fig. I; 2). While 
going wcslward from Ural-Don rcgion, thc dcnsily of 
chcck picccs diminishcs and thc numbcr of lhc picccs 
wilh "myccnacan" ornamcnts grows. Their zone of 
maximum conccntration is proved to be Carpathian 
BasinX2 (fig. 9). Thc fact thal this ornamental motif is 
oftcn prcscnl on lhc pollcry and olhcr calcgorics of 
objc.cts of the MBA and LBA carpatho-danubian 
culluresM3 (fig. 2/8) shows lhat, as N.Tasic bas alrcady 
mentioncdX4, this ornament is of carpalho-danubian 
origin. The synchronism between the chariot cheek pieces 
and the "mycenaean" ornaments is proved by a whole 

series of arguments. Some of the cheek pieces are 
decorated with the above mentioned omament85 (fig. 4), 
but the Borodino treasure, besides the spearheads of the 
Seima-Turbino type, which in Eastem Europe are often 
found in the same context as the cheek pieces were, also 
contains a needle which is decorated at its rhombic head 
by a kind of "mycensean" omaments, perfectly similar to 
the ornament on the pot from the Cârna (Gârla Mare 
culture) cemetery86 (fig. 3). 

The fact which also requires the plausible 
explanation is the evident similitude between the ponto
caspic and carpato-danubian MBA cultures in what means 
the decoration motifs on the pottery (first of all spiral and 
meander), which seems to be a resuit of the carpatho
danubian influences above the ponto-caspic cultures. 

The similar golden "Ohrring (Lockenn'ng)" can be 
also mentioned87. 

Approaching the relationships between Ponto
Caspic area and South-Eastem Europe in the MBA, one 
has to. take into account the very original archaeological 
evidence of the centaur, discovered in the Volga region, 
in the Potapovka tumular necropolis: it was a grave (no. 1, 
Tumulus no. 3) which had human body and horse head88. 

• 
With the extension of the eastem warriors to the 

west, in the North-Pontic space, due to the great distances 
from the Altai and Kazakhstan tin sources, access to tin 
became much more difficult. In this respect it seems 
relevant that while in the South of Siberia and in central 
Kazakhstan during the MBA thc great majority of the 
bronze objects contain tin in optimal quantities, in the 
zone of the Urals only a quartcr or onc third of the objects 
con tain this metal. The number of tin-bronze pieces în the 
Volga-Dnieper region is scarce, while in the Aba§evo 
culture it is absent complcte]yH9. 

llccausc of thc lack of lin dcposils in lhc Easlcrn 
Europc90, thc bcarcrs of' lhc MBJ\. ponlo-caspic culturcs 
lurncd thcir atlcnlion towards thc wcst, into thc 
Carpathian Basin with its numerous copper, golden and 
salt dcposils, thc rcgion whcrc, by thc agcncy of lhc 
Otomani and Suciu de Sus cullurcs, lin rcgularly 
penetrated from lhe wesl (see the chemical analysis of the 
bronze objccls from thc hoards of Apa, Ighicl, Oradea, 
Pecica, Predeal, Sânnicolau Roman I, Şimleu Silvaniei I, 
Turda, Valea Chioarului, Vărşand, Borleşti, Sinaia, 
Maglavit, Larga, Păuliş9 I). 
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It might be possible that the aspirations of the 
eastem steppe warriors went much funher - towards one 
of the most important knots of the cross-European 
network of the circulation of goods (so-called "amber 
road"), Spissky Stvrtok92. But this zone and the access to 
it from east in the MBA was monopolised and controlled 
by the bearers of the Otomani culture, as they also were 
known for their warrior character and very advanced 
levei. The gold, copper and salt zone from Transylvania 
were owned by the people of the Wietenberg and Suciu de 
Sus cultures, while the passes through the Oriental 
Carpathians as well as the richest resources of salt in the 
Oriental Carpathians area were controlled by the Costişa -
Komarow and Monteoru communities. These cir
cumstances made quite difficult the access of the ponto
caspic people into Middle Danube Basin. 

In the context of these relations one should 
mention the Borodino treasure, the Borodino-type axe and 
an isolated group of outskirts grave inside the Monteoru 
1 a cemetery from Poiana93 the turnul ar graves in 
Moldavia, Bărăgan, and Dobrudja94, the hoard from 
Odăile Podari95 etc. lt is very possible that the 
relationships we are talking about would have been done 
by thc agcncy of thc MPC. On thc other hand, the 
adaptation and adoption of the "mycenaean" decoration 
by the eastern population and the spreading of this 
dccoration-typc up to cast of Urals96 could havc bccn onc 
of thc conscqucnccs of thcsc rclationships. Thc real 
purposc of the eastern pressures ovcr the Carpatho
Danubian Basin - the ensuring of acccss to thc trans
Europcan routcs of circulation of lin and other goods -
was reached only in the LBA, starting with the 
appearance of the Noua culture in Transylvania. The real 
proof is that in the LBA tin-bronze spread massively in 
the North-Pontic space97. 

• 
The abovc review of some aspects of the 

relationships bctween thc Pontic-Caspic cultures and 
those of the Carpatho-Danubian Basin, suggests the 
followings: 

The interpenetrating of the East, Southeast and 
Central European elements in the MBA was one of the 
premises of the formation of the Sabatinovka-Coslogeni
Noua cultural complex. One of the fundamental motifs of 
these relations was the desire of some groups of the East
European population to ensure themselves of a safe and 
permanent access to tin, the necessary ingredient to obtain 
the high-quality bronzes, salt and other goods. This 
objective was achieved in the LBA, and bere the Noua 
culture was playing the role of a main link between the 
Carpathian Basin and the South of Eastem Europe. The 
elements of eastem origin in the Sabatinovka-Coslogeni
Noua cultural complex came from two related cultural 
mediums: SintaSta culture and Sruby of the Volga-Don 
region, both probably through the agency of the MPC. 

In the Carpatho-Danubian Basin these elements 
overlapped the Monteoru, Costişa-Komarow, Tei and 
Wietenberg cultures, which had already been partially 
influenced by the eastem cultural stream. 

.The problem of the local genetic roots of the 
Coslogeni culture, as long as MBA in the southeastem 
part of Romania and north-eastern part of Bulgaria is 
unknown, remains open. But it is evident that the eastem 
trend has tobe also taken into consideration in this case. 

Maybc the social peaks of eastem origin and the 
representatives of the cultural units derived from the 
Sintasta, MPC and Sruby culturcs (sec the grave no. 22 
from Durlăncşti) formcd thc dominant forcc of thc 
Sabatinovka-Coslogeni-Noua cultural unit. 

For thc time being, the ethnic aspects of the 
problem arc as follows: the castcm culturcs (Andronovo, 
SintaSta, Sruby and MPC), as far as it can be concluded at 
the actual stage of the research, belonged to the related 
Indo-Iranian groups98. The MBA cultures of the 
Carpatho-Danubian region belonged, probably, to 
protothracians. So the Sabatinovka-Noua-Coslogeni unit 
resulted oul of the ira.nian-protothracian contacts. Taking 
into account the fact that in the majority of the cases 
castern clcments arc connected with social prestige 
sphere99, it is possible to suppose that these influences 
were exercised through "politica}" ways. 
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Fig. I - Bone pieccs with "myccnacan" dccoration, MBA. I: Pctrjaicvo. Russia, South Urals (Near Ccljabinsk), Srubnaja culture. 

Apud M.F. Obydenov, Gyul'nara T. Obydcnova, 1992, p. 130, fig. 42/9; 2. Fiizcsabony, Hungary. Apud W. David, 1997, Taf. 4/4; 3. 

Ho1'·/c. Apud W. David, 1997, Taf. 4/2; 4. Vatina. Apud W.David, 1997, Taf. 6/1; 5. Tiszafiircd, Hungary. Apud W. David, 1997, 

Taf 6/2; 6. ll'iccvka, East Ukrainc (Ncar Doncck), Sruby culturc. Apud W. David, 1997, Taf. 7/4. 
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Fig.2. Bone (1-5,7,9-12), gold (6) pices and pottery (8) with "mycenaean"decoration. MBA and LBA: 1. Pererit;J, Bessarabia, Noua cul

ture. Diggings E. Jarovoj and A. l:irkov, Drawing V. Cavruc; 2. Crasna/cuca, România, Moldova, Noua culture. Diggings Lidia 

Dascălu, Drawing V. Cavruc; 3. Kirovo, Ukraine, Krimea, Sabatinovka culture. Apud V. V. Otroscenko, in ArhUSSR, 1985, p. 523, 

fig. 142/28; 4-6. Miken:ie. Apud W.David, 1997, Taf.: 1/3, 6/3; 7. Tfrgu Secuiesc, România, Southeastem Transylvania, Noua culture. 

Apud Szekely Z., 1977; 8. Suciu de Sus. România, Maramureş, Suciu de Sus culture. Apud T. Bader, 1978; 9. Vo/oiskoc, Southem 

Ukrainc, Sabatinovka culturc. Apud Irina N. Sarafutdinova, 1986, fig. 29/5; I O. Kirovo, Ukraine, Krimea, Sabatinovka culture. Apud 

Irina N. Sarafutdinova, 1986, fig. 29/4. 11. Floreni, România, Moldova, Noua c~lturc. Apud A. C. Florescu, 1991, fig. 151/3; 

12. Spi~i;ky Stvrtok, Slovakia, Otomany cui turc. A pud W. David, 1997, Tat: 8/3. 
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Fig. 3. "Mycenaean" decoration on the needle from Borodino and on the pot from Cârna. Apud V.S. Bockarev, 1968. 
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Fig. 4. Dccoratcd bone chcck picccs. I. C:irlomiinc,i;ti, România, Northcastcrn Wallachia, Montcoru culturc. Apud Al. Oancea, 

V. Drâmboccanu, 1978, p. 7, tig.3-4; 2. Bogojavlcnka, Southwcstcrn Russia, Abascvo cui turc. A pud V. llcscdin, A. Prjahin, 1992; 

3. Filatovk<1, Russia, Don vallcy, Abascvo culturc. Apud A.T.Sinjuk., l.A.Kozmircuk, 1995, p.55, fig. 9/1; 4. Picacvo, Russia, 

Tambov district. Apud N. B. Moiseev, K. Ju. Efimov, 1995, p. 79, fig. 3/2; 5. Sărata Montcoro, România, North-Eastern Wallachia, 

Montcoru culture. Apud Eugenia Zaharia; 6, 8. Potapovka, Russia, Kujbysevskij District, Potapovka group. Apud l.B.Vasil'ev, 

P.F.Kuznecov, A.P.Semenova, 1994, p. 153, fig. 49/3; 7. Starojur'cvo, Russia, Don vallcy, Abasevo culturc. Apud V.Bcsedin, 

A. Prjahin, 1992; 9. Kondra~"'evka, Russia, Don valley, Abasevo culture. Apud V. Bcsedin, A. Prjahin, 1992. 
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Fig.5. Undecoratcd bone cheek pieces: I. SintaJtJJ. Russia, South Urals, Sintasta culture. Apud V. F. Gcning, G. B. Zdanovic, 
V. V. Gening, 1992, p. 321, fig. 126/l; 2. Sighişoara - Dealul Turcului, România, Southeastem Transylvania, Wietenberg culture. 
Apud N. Boroftlca, 1994, Teii 2, Taf.130/6; 3. Trahtemirov. Ukraine, North-Pontic, Mnogovalikovaja pottery culture. Apud 
S. N. Bratcenko, 1985, p. 456, fig. 123/14; 4. Ba/anbai. Russia, Baskirija, Abasevo culture; 5, 7 Brad România, Moldova, Monteoru 
culture. Apud V. Ursachi, 1995, p. 504, pi. 213/2; 214/10; 6. Oarţa de Jos. România, Maramureş, Wietenberg culture. Apud 

N. Boroflka, 1994, Teii 2, Typentafel 31122. 
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Fig. 6. Omametal 1notifs on the bone cheek pieces. Apud Besedin, Prjahin, 1992. 
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Fig. 7. MBA images of chariots: 1, 2. Mycenae. Apud MiilJcr-Karpe, 1978; 3. Ve/'ke Ra§kovce, Slovakia, Piliny culture. 

Apud Miiller-Karpe, 1978, Abb. 49; 4. Scarob ofthe Tutmosis I, Egypt. Apud Miiller-Karpe, 1978, Abb.9; 5. Srubyand Andronovo 
cultures. Apud Elena Kuz'mina, 1994. 
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Fig.8. Spread of the notched cheek pieces. Apud: A. Oancea, 1976; Elena E.Kuz'mina, 1980, 1994, p.392, Map VI; A. D. Prjahin, 

V. I. Besedin, 1992,p. 52, fig. I. 
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Fig.9. Sprcad ofthc bone picccs with "mycenacan" dccoration. Apud: I. Bouzck,1985 and W. David,1997. 
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