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

Because of the complexity of the ethno-cultural and
historical processes which it implies, the definition (as
precise and correct as possible) of the transitional
moments and periods from one epoch to another raises
generally, many difficulties, indifferent of the temporal
and geographical space in which these take place. They
depend, on the one hand, on the stage of the concrete
documentation which can be offered by the primary
historical-archaeological investigations and, on the
other hand, on the different methods of interpretation
used for extant data, in the context of a more dynamic
movement of historical events and processes.

This finding can be applied also to the subject which
interests us in the context of this discussion, namely the
transition from Bronze Age to Early Iron Age in south-
western Romania, northern Serbia and north-western
Bulgaria. Distinguished both by the number and the
importance of the finds registered here so far, this area
represents a real tuming point between different
European regions, presenting a special importance not
only in the context of the Carpathian-Danubian space,
but also for most of the neighbouring regions in
Central-Eastern and South-Eastern Europe.

For that reason, starting from the present stage of
investigations on the Late Bronze Age, I will try to
discuss and to define here the fundamental features of
the most important ethno-cultural entities assigned to
the transitional period (end of the Bronze Age) and to
the beginning of the Early Iron Age in this space',
trying to make also a more precise chronological
framing.

The greatest difficulties in that sense are linked to
the different opinions manifested in literature referring,
on the one hand, to the circumstances of this transition
from Bronze Age to Early Iron Age and, on the other
hand, to the historical moment when this passage
occurred.

As to the first aspect, the progress shown by the
archaeological investigations (particularly in the last
decades) enables most specialists to accept an important
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contribution of the ethno-cultural elements from the
Late Bronze Age to the genesis of the first entities "of
Hallstatt type" specific to the area of south-western
Romania, northern Serbia and north-western Bulgaria®.
The beginnings of this process, relatively long, was
marked in Europe by the continental preliminaries of
the so-called "Great Aegean Migration", caused by that
wide ethno-cultural movement which, starting from the
North and Central Europe, crossed the continent in the
NW.-SE direction and — generating, among other things,
the Dorian invasion from northern to southem Greece,
destructions in the Mycenaean cities or in Troy and the
fall of the Hittit Empire — reached Egypt’. In
archaeological terms, for the space which is of interest
for us here, this moment was illustrated by the
penetration

of some cultural elements "of tumular type"
(Hiigelgraberkultur) at the Middle Danube and in the
Tisa Plain, communities of this type amving even in
northern Vojvodina and the north-west of the Romanian
Banat*. Although they did not produced radical changes
in the ethno-cultural aspect, these events had enough
influence on the specific cultural entities of the Late
Bronze Age in south-western Romania, northern Serbia
and north western Bulgaria, accelerating the changes
which produced the appearance of the first distinctive
elements of the Early Iron Age.

Different opinions persist, however, on the historical
moment after which we can speak of the beginning of
this epoch, owing to the diverse criteria used in that
sense (important changes of ethno-cultural, social-
economic and spiritual order, in the technology and
typology of the main objects or in the habitat type, the
beginnings of the iron metallurgy or the generalization
of the iron objects). In that sense, the investigation of
the relations between the entities of the Late Bronze
Age and the earliest elements of "Hallstatt type" from
south-western Romania, northern Serbia and north-
western Bulgaria is of great importance, this space
representing one of the primary genetic area for the
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Early Iron Age in the whole Carpathian-Danubian
basin.

The cultural entities of the Late Bronze Age
In south-western Romania, northern Serbia
and north-western Bulgaria

The most important cultural entities of this period in
the mentioned space were the Cruceni-Belegi8 culture
(in the western part of the Romanian Banat, north-
western Serbia and Vojvodina), the Zuto Brdo-Girla
Mare culture (in southem parts of Oltenia and
Romanian Banat, north-easten Serbia and north-
western Bulgaria), and the cultural group of Balta
Sédrata type (in the higher regions from north-east, east
and maybe even the center of the Romanian Banat).
Their evolution until the beginning of the Ha.A phase
can be demonstrated or presumed at least, since they
had a specific influence on the different cultural groups
which succeeded them in the same space for the
transitional period to the Early Iron Age ("'grosso modo"
Ha.A phase).

The Cruceni-Belegi8 Culture represents, for that
moment, one of the most illustrative, (and best
represented by finds) cultural entities of the Late
Bronze Age in this area, especially in western parts of
the Romanian Banat and in Vojvodina. In Yugoslavian
literature it is particularly designated by the terms of
"Belegi¥ group" or "Belegi§ Culture", while in the
Romanian one especlally by the term of "Cruceni-
Belegis culture". Prior to these, the finds of thls type
was attributed to a late phase of the Vatin culture’ or to
the so-called "Pecica-Late Vatin group"®.

The terms "Sur&in-Belegis"’, "Belegi¥-Bobda"'® and
"Pecska-Belegis"'' were also used. M. GaraSanin
continues to consider it, by the term of "Bele$1§ -Ilandza
phase", as the latest stage of the Vatin culture

The most important sites of this culture are
represented particularly by plane crematlon cemeteries
("urnfields”) and less by settlements'.

According to the opinions already expressed, this
culture was born on an preponderent background of a
Vatin type, to which there had been added elements of
South-Pannonian and Transdanubian inlaid pottery, and
— after that — some influences from the "Tumular
Graves Culture" - Hugelqraberkultur (with which was
contemporancous in part) %, Generally, its division into
two big stages (I-II) has been accepted. However, it
must be nmentioned here that Yugoslavian
archaeologists mean by the Belegid I phase what in
Romania is regarded as the whole evolution of the
Cruceni-Belegi$ culture, with two phases (I-II), as they

integrate into the Belegi3 II phase most finds with fluted
and channelled pottery belonging to Ha.A (and even the
beginning of Ha.B) Phase from Danubian regions of
Serbia and Vojvodina .

The analysis of the finds which can be assigned to
this culture shows that its existence covers especially
the period of Reinecke Bz.C-D phases, although it is
possible to date its beginnings as far back as Reinecke
BzB (rather Bz.B,;) phase. The archaeological
documentation supports, however, the prolongation of
its existence (namely the Belegi§ Ila - Cruceni II -
Karaburma II-III stage) until the beginning of the Ha.A
phase id est until the first half of the XII*® century
B.C.'®. That is sustained both by the relation established
between some elements of the Cruceni II phase (see
pLIA.1-12) and the earliest graves at Bobda', or the
"hoard" from Comnutel (see pl.IV/B.16-22), in spite of
the fact that the last one can be integrated in another
cultural area, and also with the inventory of some
graves from the late phase of Peciu Nou" and
Timigoara-"Fratelia"'® cemeteries, like the grave M.31
from the last one (see pl.I/B13- 15)

The fact that the biconical umn from Cornutel,
decorated by fluted and chanelled omaments, contained
bronze objects typical for the hoards of Uriu-Domanesti
type, supports — at the same time — the dating of this
series of hoards until the beginning of Ha.A phase.

Under that circumstances, it can be estimated that
the existence of the second stage (II) of the Cruceni-
Belegi8 culture (respectively those of Cruceni II -
Belegi$§ Ila type) took place in Vojvodina and the
western parts of Romanian Banat between the end of
Reinecke Bz.C phase and the beginning of Ha.A phase;
it was "grosso modo" synchronous with the hoards of
Uriu-Dominegti type. Its final moment could be
marked, for the Romanian Banat at least, by the
chronological level of the final complexes (graves) of
Timisoara-"Fratelia" and Peciu Nou, finds which can be
dated in the first half or at the middle of the XII"* B.C.
Although it does not belong to the same cultural area,
the "hoard" (rather a grave inventory) from Cornutel
can aiso be included here.

That does not mean, however, that the evolution of
Cruceni-Belegis culture also ends here, because a series
of sites in its area continue to exist also at the next
chronological level (Ha.A).

From a cultural point of view — the finds which can
be attributed to the last one (for example the Karaburma
I phase, I* cemetery at Pan&evo/Vojlovica-Rafinerija
or those at Ticvaniul Mare) are organically connected
with the second phase (II) of the Cruceni-Belegi§
culture (Belegi$ IIa), as they represent practically a
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final stage of this culture. However, from the point of
view of the historical evolution and of the changes
which can be observed in the whole material-culture
elements, they can be integrated in another stage,
namely in the transition period from the Bronze Age to
the Early Iron Age. Even if the chronological limit
between the end of the second phase of the Cruceni-
Belegi$ culture (Belegi8 ITa) and the beginning of this
transitional period (corresponding with the Belegid IIb
level) could show slight differences from region to
region, or from site to site, we believe that it can be
dated about 1150 B.C.

The Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare Culture is closely
related to, and it had, to a great extent, a parallel
evolution with those of the Cruceni-Belegi¥ type, both
belonging to the "urnfield" cultural complex with inlaid
pottery of the Middle Danube.

Successively known by the terms of "Girla Mare
culture"”®, "Bjelo Brdo-Girla Mare"', "Bjelo Brdo-
Vatin-Vriac-Cima"??, "Girla Mare-Cima"®, "Dubovac-
Zuto Brdo"?4, "Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare" or "Zuto Brdo-
Girla Mare-Cima"?, it was distributed on a narrow strip
along the Danube, from south-western Romania (south
parts of Banat and Oltenia)?®, north-eastern Serbia’’ and
north-western Bulgaria®®. Unsil not so far back, the
majority of the sites systematically investigated were
represented especially by plane cemeteries of cremation
("umfields"). Lately, there have been excavated also a
series of settlenents, both in north-eastern Serbia (Mala
Vrbica, Korbovo, Velesnica, Vajuga), and in north-
western Bulgaiia (Balej), as well as in south-western
Romania (Divici, Ostrovul Mare - "Km. 865", Orevita
Mare, [zvoarel¢, Ostrovul Corbului, Ghidici).

The perioc of existence of the culture under
discussion can se placed in the late stage of the Bronze
Age (Reinecke Bz.C-D), although it is possible that the
beginning of iti evolution might date as far back as the
Reinecke Bz.B (B;) phase. Generally, it can be
considered tha its appearance as a distinct ethno-
cultural entity was the result of the penetration of
communities with inlaid pottery from South-Pannonian
regions, along he Danube, towards the regions adjacent
to this river it south-western Romania, north-eastern
Serbia and norh-western Bulgaria, in the former areas
of the Vatin sad Verbicioara cultures. This moment,
which also maked the end of the Vatin settlements in
southern Banat was placed somewhere in the second
half of the ‘erbicioara III Fhase, probably in the
Reinecke Bz.B, or B,/C, stage ’,

For its diwison into periods and for chronology, the
opinions whicl have been expressed until now (D.
Berciu and E. Comsa®, V1. Dumitrescu®’!, B. Hinsel

and P. Roman®?, R. Hachmann® Al Vulpe“, S.
Morintz®, 1. Chicideanu®®, N. Tasi¢’’ and M.
Garasanin®®) chose different divisions into two, three or
even four phases. A division into three phases is — in
my opinion too — more plausible; it seems to be
confirmed also by the stratigraphycal data offered by
the settlements of Ostrovul Corbului and Ghidici.

We do not have the intention to make here a
detailed anal)'sis of these different schemes of
periodization”. However, it must be observed that the

- majority of scholars accept the prolongation of its

existence until the end of the Bronze Age, emphasizing
- in some cases — direct contacts between its final phase
and the first elements of "Hallstatt type" occurring in its
area. From this point of view, for its eastern regions
(southern parts of Oltenia) of great importance are
particularly those finds which have been integrated by
S. Morintz in the fourth phase (IV) of the Zuto Brdo-
Girla Mare culture*, by B. Hinsel in the "Isalnita
Group"*' and by I. Chicideanu in the "Bistre}-Isalnifa
Group"*?, the mentioned authors placing this final stage
of the evolution of the eastern variant (Girla Mare-
Cima-Novo Selo) of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare culture
in the Reinecke Bz.D. phase. Also, it must be
mentioned that in the settlement of Ghidici three
successive levels of this culture could be discerned;
above them, another level with fluted pottery was
superposed*’. Important is the fact that in the ceramic
inventory of some dwellings (as is the case of L, and
L;) from the third level of Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare type
of this settlement, there can be clearly observed the
evolution towards the horizon with fluted pottery which
succeeded this culture in southern parts of Oltenia.

The possibility to extend the existence of this final
stage of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare culture until the
beginning of the Ha.A phase seems to be supported also
by other finds from the western regions of its
distribution area (namely the southern part of Romanian
Banat). One of these is the "hoard" attributed to the
final phase of the cemetery at Liubcova-"Tiglarie"*.
Representing in fact a bronze artisan's grave, this
complex was composed of many bronze objects typical
for the Bz.D-Ha.A, period, found in a fragmentary
biconical um (see pl. VIII/B.2-44), besides some
cremated human bones. Its dating at the beginning of
the Ha.A phase can be supported — among other things
- by a bronze fibula of the Gemeinlebarn type, specific
to this chronological horizon in western Romania*’. A
similar chronological position has also another urn from
Svinita (see pl.VII/A.1), which can be probably
attributed to the final stage of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare
cemnetery which has been localized in this point*. Both
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finds can be considered as representative for the end of
the mentioned cemeteries and, implicitly, of the Zuto
Brdo-Girla Mare culture in the Iron Gates region
(Clisura/Djerdap).

Otherwise, in a recent analysis made on the finds of
"Dubovac-Zuto Brdo" type, M. Garalanin also agrees
with a continous evolution of this cultwe until the
beginning of the Ha.A period*’.

Undoubtedly, beyond the problems referring to the
periodization and chronology of the different phases of
the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare culture, important is the fact
that the appearance of fluted pottery was recorded as far
back as in the late stage of this culture, thanks to an
organical process similar to those traced in the second
phase of the Cruceni-Belegi§ culture (Belegi§ Ila
horizon). This fact confirms the inclusion of the cultural
elements of Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare type in the genetic
process which led to the first manifestations of fluted
pottery of a "Hallstatt type", though the latter cannot be
attributed yet to the Early Iron Age. The somewhat
different aspect shown by the pottery of the late phase
of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare culture, and which
justifies, to some extent, its being referred to distinct
groups (as is the Bistret-Igalnita group), is due to both
some interferences with late elements of the
Verbicioara culture (phases IV-V) in the eastern
regions, and to some strong influences from the
Cruceni-Belegi$ II (Belegi$ IIa) type in the western
regions of its area. That means that the transition from
the Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age in north-eastern
Serbia, north-western Bulgaria, southern parts of Banat
and Oltenia took place more likely through tg' a
synthesis of the late phases of these cultures (Zuto
Brdo-Girla Mare, Cruceni-Belegi§, and Verbicioara,
respectively), however on the preponderent background
of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare type.

The cultural group of the Balta Siratd type was
evidentiated and defined rather recently as the most
important cultural entity of the Late Bronze Age in the
higher regions from north-eastern and, probably, central
parts of the Romanian Banat*.

At the present stage of investigation, its presence
was documented as sure only in north-eastern parts of
the Romanian Banat, by a series of sites situated in the
valleys of the Timis River and its tributaries (Ilova,
Valea Timigului, Buchin, Caransebes, Piltinig, laz,
Ciuta, Var, Sacu, Ictar-Budinf, Susani). Materials of
this type appeared also in the cave "Pestera cu Apa" at
Romainesti, in addition with some elements of Cruceni-
Belegis II and Igrita types®, or in the east of the "Hateg
Country" (Pesteana, Ginjaga and Subcetate), in
addition to materials of the Wietenberg II-III type™.

Both its first general chronology (Reinecke Bz.B-C),
and its initial periodization into three phases, is still
uncertain and perfectible. At the moment of its
definition (1979), the latest finds which had been
attributed to it were those of the second level (II) of the
settlement of Valea Timigului-"Rovinad" (which also
contained an "import" of a Girla Mare type). Those
finds were dated in the Reinecke Bz.B,-C phases, like
some potsherds found at Susani. The recent finds from
the cave "Pestera cu Apd" at Romdnesti seem to
illustrate the final phase of the Balta Sératid group, and
they were dated in the Reinecke Bz.D phase’'.
Therefore, both by the appearance of its late phase and
by the elimination of its first phase it can be estimated
that the evolution of the Balta Saratd group, also
divided into three ghases (I-1II), cover the Reinecke
Bz.B,/C,-D periods™.

At present, the prolongation of its existence until the
Bz.D phase can be supported both by the appearance of
the black-brown polished pottery, decorated with
vertical and large flutes (already from the level Valea
Timisului II), and by the association of this type of
pottery with some elements of the Cruceni-Belegi$ II
and Igrita types in the cave of Romanesti. The dating of
the Igrifa group at latest in the Reinecke Bz.D (and
even at the beginning of the Ha.A phase) is ensured by
the association of its typical forms of pottery with
bronze objects of the Uriu-Domanesti and even Cincu-
Suseni type’’. A dating somewhat similar can be
presumed also for the bronze dagger found in the
settlement of Susani-"Delut"®®. This can be also
attributed, probably, to the late phase of the Balta
Sarata group.

On the other hand, the assemblage of the finds from
Romaénesti (and even those from Susani-"Delut") shows
also some differences comparable with those from the
Valea Timisului II level. They can be due both to the
fact that the first are a little later than of Valea
Timisului, and also to the presence (in the cave of
Romanesti or in the settlement of Susani) of some other
elements of the Cruceni-Belegi$, the Igrita or even of
the late "tumular” types. It is difficult to estimate if that
means a penetration of some communities of this last
type in the north-eastern part of Banat (able to stop the
evolution of the Balta Sdratd group somewhere in the
Bz.D phase), or if they represent only -cultural
influences in this area (strong enough to confer a
distinct aspect to the final stage of the Balta Siratd
group). The penetration of elements or influences of the
Igrita type in this region could also be recognized in the
hoards from Comnutel®® and Zagujeni®®, both containing
associations of bronze objects frequently found in the
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area of the Igrita group (blue glass pearl, lunulae, tutuli,
phalerae, pins and bracelets).

In any case, the clear connections (particularly types
and oramentation of pottery) which can be established
between the late stage of the Balta Sdrati group
(namely the Valea Timisului II-Susani-"Deluf"-
Roménesti horizon) and the finds of the tumulus from
Susani show a certain participation of the Balta Sirata
group (together with the other cited elements) to the
genesis of the Susani group of the transitional period to
the Early Iron Age. In that case, the find from Cornutel
(situated in the very epicentre of the Balta Sirata area)
could be considered as the link between the final stage
of the Balta Sératd group and the chronological horizon
of the Susani group.

The Late Bronze Age in northern Banat and
western Vojvodina. Much less clear is — at present —
the cultural image at the end of the Bronze Age in
northern Banat and western Vojvodina (the region
between the Tisa and the Danube).

Referring to northern Banat, it must be noted first
that the attempt of T. Soroceanu to extend the existence
of the Mures (Periam-Pecica) culture until the threshold
of the Ha.A phase® is difficult to support in this stage
of investigation. An argument in that sense could also
be the accidental find from Felnac, representing the
inventory of some graves assigned to a late aspect of
"turnular" origin, dated especially in the Reinecke
Bz.C-D phases®®. At the same time, the presence of the
above mentioned elements of the Igrita type in the cave
of Romaénesti, can be an indicator for a possible
penetration of this type of communities in northemn
Banat, hypothesis which can be supported also by the
penetration of the same elements, along the Mures
Valley, towards the south-eastern part of Transylvania;
as it seems to indicate the typical materials found near
Deva, which had been placed at the end of Bz.D and the
beginning of Ha.A phases, and which succeeded here
after the Wietenberg IV phase®.

In fact, the synthesis between the elements of a so-
called late "turnular" type (in fact umfields of the
Csorva type), of the Cruceni-Belegi$ and Igrifa types,
on the one hand, and the Balta Siratd group, on the
other hand, will lead — as shown also by the umn of the
"hoard" from Comutel — to the appearance of the Susani
group, specific to the transitional period (Ha.A) in
north-eastern and, maybe, in central parts of the
Romanian Banat.

The situation is not clear also for the northern part
of Vojvodina. In any case, for the Late Bronze Age in
this region it is accepted the prevalent presence of
elements of communities of a so-called late "tumular"

type (Csorva type)® which, in the Bz.D and beginning
of Ha.A phases, will be connected with elements of the
late Cruceni-Belegi8 type, generating similar or very
close cultural expressions with those of Bobda type for
the transitional period to the Early Iron Age (Ha.A) in
this region.

In the western part of Vojvodina, it seems that on
the late Vatin elements were superposed those of
Cruceni-Belegis® which, together with the influences
received from the so-called "tumular" elements

“originating from the South-Pannonian regions, will

generate here a somewhat different aspect of the finds
from the transitional period to the Early Iron Age. Even
if these ones continue to be designated under the
generic term of "Belegid I1I"?, they represent in my
opinion a distinct cultural group for the Ha.A period in
western Vojvodina and eastern Slavonia, which I named
here by the term of Vuéedol-Novi Begej group.

At least, at the eastern boundary of the Late Bronze
Age Umfield Complex, of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare
culture, in southern Muntenia (Wallachia) and northern
Bulgaria respectively, the ethno-cultural evolution in
the Late Bronze Age seems to be very dynamic; here
there existed succesive communities of the Late Tei,
Zimnicea-Plovdiv-ferkovna and Coslogeni types, to
which can be added some elements of the Late
Verbicioara and Girla Mare types®. On this base, in the
transition period to the Early Iron Age (Ha.A), there
appeared here a special group, which I designated here
as the Zimnicea-Novgrad group.

The cultural groups of the transition period

from the Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age

in south-western Romania, northern Serbia
and north-western Bulgaria

In the archaeological literature, the stock of finds of
this type from the Romanian Banat (and, generally,
from whole south-western region of Romania) was
successively designated by the generic terms of
"culture" or "group" of "Susani", "Susani-Bobda" and
even "Susani-Hinova-Virtop" type®, while those from
northern Serbia and from Vojvodina were integrated, in
totality, in the Belegi$ II or even in the Belegi3 II-Gava
horizon®’. I consider that, at present, it is possible for us
to distinguish, in the transitional period from the Bronze
Age to the Early Iron Age from this space, some
cultural groups, each of them having well
individualized features, relatively distinct distribution
areas and specific heritages from different entities of
the Late Bronze Age.
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Thus, the groups of Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III
type (in western parts of the Romanian Banat, center
and south of Vojvodina, east of Srem region) and of
Vuéedol-Novi Begej type (eastern Slavonia and
western Vojvodina) appeared on the base and in the
area of the Cruceni-Belegi8 culture, while the groups of
the Moldova Noui-Liborajdea type (in the south of
the Romanian Banat and the corresponding region on
the Serbian bank of the Danube) and of the Hinova-
Mala Vrbica type (in south-western Oltenia, north-
eastern Serbia and north-western Bulgana) appeared in
the area and mainly on the heritages of Zuto Brdo-Girla
Mare culture. Can be added here the groups of Susani
type (in the higher regions from north-east and, maybe,
the center of the Romanian Banat) and of Bobda type
(in north-western Banat and, probably, northern
Vojvodina). Also, in the central and southern parts of
Oltenia appeared in the same period the group of
Virtop-Plopgor type, based on that synthesis between
the late phases of Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare and
Verbicioara cultures, named Bistrej-Isalnija group. At
last, there will also be discussed here another group in
southern Romania and northern Bulgaria, namely the
Zimnicea-Novgrad group, which practised the
funerary rite of inhumation.

Of course, a clearer and more complete definition is
still difficult to achieve in the present stage of
investigation and publication. Although it is possible
that future researches may modify, to a certain extent,
the image which I try to create here (implying the
existence of some important differences between these
groups of finds), I think is an incontestable reality.
Their delimitation, even if insufficiently elaborated, for
objective reasons, will offer us new instruments of work
in the atternpt to establish, as exactly as possible, the
cultural evolution and the chronology of this period.

The Susani Group is represented especially by the
finds from the turnulus excavated in the village with the
same name in the northern part of the Romanian Banat
and published already by L Stratan and Al Vulpe® (see
pl. III). It is, for the moment, a peculiar find of this
period in Romania, representing a funerary or ritual
complex (maybe a sanctuary) wity two succesive levels,
which contained also some pits with ritual deposits of
pottery and grains and the remains of an inhumation
grave associated with pottery of the same type
(particularly biconical ums, cups with higher handles
and bowls with incurved rim, included in group 7 of the
finds).

Containing a various enough typology of pottery,
but which is decorated almost exclusively by fluted and
chanelled omaments, the tumulus of Susani shows

specific associations of forms and omaments, which
justify the term of "Susani Group". Because of the
absence of metal objects capable to offer other
chronological specifications, its initial dating in the
Ha.A phase was based exclusively on the analogies
which could be established with other neighbouring
cultural entities, particularly with those of the second
stage (II) of the Bobda cemetery. However, in spite of
these chronological parallels, it was observed that the
general image of these two groups of finds was different
enough. As such, although both can be integrated
among the earliest finds with fluted pottery from south-
western Romania, they can be considered as two
parallel phenomena synchronous to a great extent, but
distinct from a cultural point of view, the Bobda group
being specific to the plain regions from north-western
Banat and the Susani group to the higher regions in the
north-eastern and, maybe, central parts of Banat. In my
opinion, the last one was born on Late Balta Sirata
bases, to which some elements of so-called late
"turnular” type, Igrija or Cruceni-Belegi$ II types could
also be added.

For the chronological position of this group, besides
the parallels which could be established with the Bobda
II phase, of a great importance is also the hoard from
Fizes’”. The bronze objects from his composition,
typical to the horizon of the hoards of the Cincu-Suseni
type, were associated with a biconical pot decorated by
fluted omaments (pl. IV/A.1-185), having good parallels
in similar types from Susani. By this, practically, the
synchronisation between the Susani group and the
hoards of Cincu-Suseni (Ha.A,) is ensured®. A similar
relation can also be established between some types of
pottery from Susani and the pot (um) of the hoard from
Pecica (Pecica 11)*. With a view to the possibility of
extending the dating of the hoards of the Uriu-
Dominesti type also in the first half of the 12® century
B.C., it results that the horizon of the hoards of Cincu-
Suseni type can be placed rather between the middle of
the 12® - the middle of the 11" centuries B.C., which
also represents the best interval of time in which the
finds of the Susani type can be dated. This dating seems
to be confirmed also by the fact that cups similar in
form and omamentation were found in the deposit of
pottery near Battonya (Hungary), dated in the middle of
the Ha.A stage”, even if this last one seems to belong
rather to the Bobda group.

A possible prolongation of the existence of the
Susani group until the end of the Ha.A stage (Ha.A;), id
estuntil the second half of the 11" century B.C., could
not be excluded in totality because this group preceded
directly in the northern part of Banat the horizon of the
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Géva-Mediag-type settlement from Remetea Mare-
"Gomila lui Pituf" (Ha.B,, maybe even end of Ha.A).

Besides the tumulus at Susani, in the same group
may also include the hoards from Cornufel (pl. IV/B.16-
27) and, probably, those from Fizes (pl. IV/A.1-15) and
Pecica (Pecica II). While the hoard from Cornutel can
be placed at the beginning of the evolution of this
group, the references to the same group of the other two
hoards is still relative, because of — for example — the
fact that the pot of the hoard from Fizeg has also good
parallels in the cemetery of Ticvaniul Mare, this find
being situated at the boundary between the Susani
group and the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III group.
The area of the Susani group also includes the grave of
Caransebes-"Balta Siratd" (pl. V)’', which - because of
the twisted ornamentation ("turban” style) on the rim of
the incurved bowl, and of the um — can be somewhat
later than the other finds assignated to the 3usani group,
being possibly dated even at the end of Ha.A - the
beginning of Ha.B. That means it can be somewhat
synchronous with the finds of Gava type from the north-
western plain of the Romanian Banat.

The Bobda (Bobda-Csérva) Group seems to be
illustrative for the transitional period (Ha.A) in the
north-western part of Banat and, maybe, in northern
Vojvodina. For the moment, the plane cremation
cemetery from Bobda still remains the most
representative find of this group for the space discussed
here. The excavations performed in this cemetery by M.
Moga have not been published in detail yet™. Because
of this circumstances, we can make now only some
general remarks on the cultural peculiarities and the
chronology of these finds. As a simple impression, they
seems to be somewhat similar with those from the
Csoérva cemetery.

The pottery which found at Bobda is represented
particularly by some specific types decorated especially
by fluted end chanelled oraments: biconical ums, cups
with higher handles, biconical pedestaled cups,
carinated Yowls with everted rims, globular pots with
higher, cylindrical, neck (pl. II). In contrast with the
finds of Susani type or with those of Cruceni-Belegi3 II
type, the pottery of Bobda is mainly of red or brown
colour, wthout the black polished surface of many
types fron Susani and Cruceni II. Remarkable is also
the appeannce, in a grave at Bobda (M.10), of an iron
object (ink?, bracelet?, pendant?), frequently
mentionedin literature’®, which is, for that moment, the
earliest iron object from Banat found in an assured
archaeological context.

"If some types of pottery found in the earlier graves
of this cemetery (Bobda I) presumed either a short

synchronism or a direct chronological contact with the
Cruceni II phase, the majority of the graves of Bobda
(Bobda II) seem to be somewhat later, and can be
placed "grosso modo" in the Ha.A stage. The parallels
which can be established with some type of pottery
from Susani (particularly cups and bowls; compare pl.
II with pl. III) seems to indicate for the graves of Bobda
II phase a dating somewhat similar with those of the
tumulus from Susani (Ha.A,; the second half of the 12®
— the first half of the 11” centuries B.C.). However, it is

" possible that — on the one hand - the beginning of the

Bobda cemetery may be somewhat earlier (end of Bz.D;
the first half of the 12 century B.C.) and - on the other
hand - the end of the Susani group may be somewhat
later than of the Bobda cemetery (and of the Bobda II
phase). Both groups of finds can be considered,
however, synchronous to a great extent.

Besides these parallels, the differences which can be
observed between the specific pottery of the mentioned
groups are due, probably, to the different components
from the Late Bronze Age which generated each of
them, in Bobda those of late "turnular" type from the
South Pannonian regions being stronger. In that sense,
the Bobda group seems to be rather the result of an
evolutive process of the "Csérva group"’, in addition
with some influences of Cruceni-Belegis II (Belegis Ila)
type. As we will see, the existence of this group was
finished somewhere in the second half of the Ha.A
phase, being succeded in his area by the horizon of the
finds with black polished fluted pottery of the Gava-
Mediag type (end of Ha.A-Ha.B1), as is the case of the
settlement at Remetea Mare-"Gomila lui Pituf" (see pl.

Certainly, the publishing "in extenso" of the finds
from Bobda will also permit the reference of other finds
to this group. At that moment, it will be possible to
include in the same group the pottery deposit near
Battonya’s, even if the last find seems to have some
affinities also with the pottery of the Susani group’. In
any case, the dating "at the middle of the Ha.A phase"
of the deposit of Battonya represents another argument
for the chronological position of the Bobda group.

The Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III Group (pl.
VII) is at present one of the best illustrated groups of
the transitional period in the space disscused here.
Together with the very illustrative inventories of some
graves referred to the 3™ phase of the cemetery of
Beograd-Karaburma (for example graves 2-3, 49, 108,
176, 177/2, 185, 226)"", of cemetery nr. 1 from
Panéevo-"Rafinerija nafte””, and of the cemetery of
Ticvaniul Mare-"Ferma nr. 2"”°, a series of settlements
and cemeteries of the same type (Banatska Palanka,
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Belegis, Dubovac, Ilandza, Jakovo-Ekonomija Sava,
Opovo, Perlez-Batka C, Vriac, Zemun, and others)w,
usually integrated in the horizon of Belegi$ II (Belegi’
1Ib) or Belegi¥ II-Gava type®' can be also attributed to
this group. Some finds of this type (Opovo, Pan¢evo/
Vojlovnica-Rafinerija, Kovagica) have recently been
attributed inadequately, in my opinion, to the Gava
culture®?,

The typology of the pottery and of the bronze
objects is uniform and well individualized for all these
finds, the characteristic element of this group being the
association between the biconical urns of "Belegi¥ 11
type" (with horizontal fluted and channelled decoration
on the neck, slanting facets and pairs of conical and flat
prominences on the body), bowls with incurved and
facetted rim, conical bowls and cups with higher
"torsionated" handles, to which specific bronze objects
can be added, especially pins with biconical head
(Doppelkonischekopfnadeln) or with thickened head
and incised omamenation (Keulenkopfnadeln), knives
or razors with slightly curved blades, bracelets, hear
rings (Noppenringe), links and spiral rings, which can
be placed particularly at the horizon of the hoard series
of Cincu-Suseni type (Ha.A)), although some of these
still appeared in the hoards of the Uriu-Doméanesti type
(Bz.D) too.

The distribution area of these finds cover, for the
moment, the south-western part of the Romanian Banat,
the southern half of Vojvodina, including the eastern
part of the Srem region (see the map from pl. XVII).

Referring to the chronological position of this group
it must to be mentioned, from the beginning, that J.
Todorovié¢ initiall! dated the Karaburma III phase in the
Ha.A,-B, phases™. Also, the cemetery of Ticvaniul
Mare was placed (inclusively on the basis of the metal
objects) in the Ha.A (A,) phase®, while cemetery nr.1
at Panevo-"Rafinerija nafte" had been dated in the
same stage (with the express specification "after 1150
B.C.")®. It can be added here that B. Hinsel and P.
Medovi¢ placed the horizon of the Belegi3 II-Géava type
particularly in SD II (Bz.D-Ha.A) stage®. At last, the
finds included here in this group, were attributed by N.
Tasi¢ to the Belegis IIb level, d?lacing it between Ha.A,-
B, phases (1d est in the 11 -10® centuries B.C.)", a
dating that is, in my opinion, a little bit late.

For a more precise chronological placing of the
Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III group, very important is
the paralle]l which can be established between the umn
from grave M.S of the cemetery of Ticvaniul Mare (pl.
VI1/29) and those of the hoard from Fizes (pl. IV/A.15),
a relation which — besides the other bronze objects - is
significant for the synchronization of the Ticvaniul

Mare cemetery with the hoards of the Cincu-Suseni
type and, implicit, with Bobda (II) and Susani groups,
supporting a preponderant dating in Ha.A stage
(particularly in the second half of the 12® - the first half
of the 11* centuries B.C.) for the finds of Ticvaniul
Mare-Karaburma III type (Belegid IIb horizon)®®. This
dating can be supported also by the fact that many
bronze objects present in the graves of Ticvaniul Mare-
Karaburma III group appeared both in the "hoard" from
Cornugel (tutuli and pins with thickened head and
incised ornamentation) and in the find from Moldova
Noud-"Cariera de banatite" (bronze knife) or in the
early phase (I) of the cemetery from Hinova (tutuli, pin
with biconical head, knives)®.

Born on the base and in the area of the Cruceni-
Belegi$ culture (Belegi$ Ila phase), the Ticvaniul Mare-
Karaburma III group finished its evolution somewhere
towards the end of Ha.A, phase (the second half of the
1 century B.C.), at the threshold between the Ha.A,
and Ha.B, phases (about 1000 B.C.) in his area there
appearing already the earliest elements of the Gornea-
Kalakaca group (Kalakaca I phase).

Such as it was already noted”®, elements assigned to
the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III group - dislocated
probably by the pression towards south of Gava
elements — appeared also in the East Carpathian
regions, generating the early aspects (Vaslui-"Curtile
domnesti", Trifesti, a.c.) of the Chigindu-Corlateni
group.

The Vuéedol-Novi Begej Group (pl. VI) is closely
kindred in fact with those of Ticvaniul Mare-
Karaburma III type, both having, as a basis, the
background of the Cruceni-Belegi$ II (Belegis$ IIa) type.
In my opinion, to this group we can refer a series of
finds (Aljmas, Dalj, Erdut, Feudvar-Mo%orin, Gomolava
IVc level, Kalaka¢a, Novi Begej, Novi Sad, Odzaéi,
Osijek, Privlaka, Sarva, Sotin, Trpinja, Vinkovci,
Vugedol, maybe Zrenjanin and Idzos)’' massed in
western Vojvodina, eastern Slavonia and western Srem.
These — probably because of some stronger heritages
from the Late Vatin type and of some influences from
the other Late Bronze Age entities from the South-
Pannonian and Transdanubian regions, grafted on the
Cruceni-Belegi$ elements — present some peculiarities
in comparison with those attributed to the Ticvaniul
Mare-Karaburma III group. Even these finds continue
to be designated by the generic term of "3elegid "%
and, in spite of the fact that the type of urn with fluted
ornaments is similar or almost identical wita those from
the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III group (pl. VI/2, 14,
21, 24), the association of this type of ums with other
types of pottery less represented or absent in the pottery
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combinations of the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III
group (globular or piriform pots, conical and lobate
bowls, shallow carinated bowls with everted rims, small
pedestaled cups, some specific cups with higher handles
and other forms with band like handles) can be a real
argument for their assignation to a sepparate group.

Their dating (or, more correctly, the dating of the
first phase of this group) in Ha.A, at an chronological
level similar with those of the Ticvaniul Mare -
Karaburma III group, can be supported — among other
things — also by the pins with thickened head and
incised omamentation (Keulenkopfnadeln) and with
globular head (Kugelkopfnadeln) from Feudvar-
Mogorin®® and Vugedol-"Streim's Vineyard" (pl. VI/23).

However, it must to be mentioned here that, at least
in eastern Slavonia (if not even in some parts of western
Vojvodina), this group seems to have prolonged its
evolution (by a later phase-II) until the end of Ha.A; or
the beginning of Ha.B,. This later phase can be, in this
way, synchronous with the earliest stage (Karaburma I)
of the Gornea-Kalaka&a group and with the finds of the
Gaéva type from north-western Banat. An argument in
that sense, can be the presence — among the earliest
finds of the settlement from Kalakaca — of some
sherdpots belonging to lobate bowls and of some band-
like handles (pl. XV/44,46), frequent in the area of the
Vucedol-Novi Begej group.

Another element which can be used for the dating of
the Vucedol-Novi Begej group (probably for its first
stage) is also a radio-carbon date (C,,) from Gomolava
IVc level, dated about 1115 + 55 B.C.*.

On the other hand, logically and in the absence of
another cultural entity interposing between them, in
eastern Slavonia and western Srem the Vuéedol-Novi
Begej group must evolve until the appearance in this
regions of the first elements assignated to the Dalj
group, whose evolution - so it is accepted at present —
began somewhere at the middle of the Ha.B, phase (the
10th century B.C.), probably as a result of the
movement towards south of some communities
originating in the area of the V4l (I) group®’. Certainly,
for the eastern region of its area, already occupied by
the Kalakaéa I type elements (see Feudvar-Mo3orin or
Kalakaga), its end cannot be later than the second half
of the 11” century B.C.

The Moldova Noua (Moldova Noui-Liborajdea)
Group is illustrative for the transitional period to the
Early Iron Age in the southern part of the Romanian
Banat and the corresponding region from the Serbian
bank of the Danube (pl. IX). Born on the background of
the western variant of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare
culture, to which were added strong influences of the

Cruceni-Belegi$ II (Belegis IIa) type, to this group can
be referred firstly the finds from Moldova Veche-
"Cariera de Banatite" (pl. IX/A.1-11)%, Liborajdea (pl.
IX/B. 12-23)7 and Berzasca-"Stajia de pompare
IFET"®%. To the same cultural and chronological context
can be assignated, maybe, also the similar finds from
Pesata, Male Livadice, Lepena near Boljetin, Vlasac
and Veliki Gradac, on the Serbian bank of the
Danube®.

Although it was an accidental find, representing
probably the inventory of one or two graves, the
materials from Moldova Noua are of real importance
for our discussion, they illustrating a first phase (I) of
this group. Their dating at the chronological horizon of
Ha.A phase (probably somewhere in the second half of
12" century or at the threshold between the 12 and the
11" centuries B.C. is the most acceptable'®. As
arguments in that sense there can be noted both the
general aspect of the pottery found here (biconical ums,
conical bowls with prominences on the rim, cups with
higher and, in any case, twisted handles), and the
bronze knife (pl. IX/A.4) having the best parallels in the
grave M.10 from Ticvaniul Mare (pl. VII/12) or in the
graves M.4 (pl. X/6) and M.28 (pl. X/8) from Hinova.

In spite of the fact that it were assignated first to the
Géva culture'®', the finds from Liborajdea (pl. IX/B.12-
23) and those from Berzasca can be considered for the
moment illustrative for a later phase (II) of the same
group of finds like those from Moldova Noui. The
association, in Liborajdea, of the black polished and
fluted pottery (bowls, umns, jars) with bronze objects
(particularly celts) typical from the hoards of Moigrad-
Tauteu type (Ha.B,), shows that this phase of the
Moldova Noud-Liborajdea group prolonged his
existence at least in the first half and, maybe, until the
middle of Ha.B, phase (id est the first half and, maybe,
the middle of the 10* century B.C.). This conclusion
shows, at the same time, that the first occurrences of
Gomea-Kalakaéa type — which succeded it in the same
area — could not be very early, and they belonged rather
to an advanced phase (II) of this cultural group at the
beginning of the Early Iron Age. Thus, in the southern
part of the Romanian Banat and the corresponding
region on the Serbian bank of the Danube, the
appearance of the first elements of Gornea-Kalakaca
type could not be earlier than the second half of the
Ha.B, phase (id est the second half of the 10® century
B.C.).

By its dating mainly between Ha.A2 — the first half
and, maybe, the middle of Ha.B1, the second phase (II)
of the transitional group here disscused (represented
particularly by the finds from Liborajdea and Berzasca),
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is partially at least synchronous with the earliest phase
of the Gomnea-Kalaka¢a type group in the south-western
Romanian Banat and southern Vojvodina (Kalakaéa I,
Feudvar-Mo3orin, Viridia) and also with the finds of
the Gava type in north-western Banat (the horizon of
the settlement from Remetea Mare-"Gomila lui Pitut").

The Hinova-Mala Vrbica Group (pl. X) is closely
connected with those of the Moldova Noui (Moldova
Noui-Liborajdea) type, based on the eastern variant of
the late phase of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare culture, to
which a series of western influences or elements (in a
first stage from the Late Cruceni-Belegi$ type and then
even from those of the Gava type) had been added.

The finds which can be referred to it (Grade3nica,
Hinova, Korbovo, Lom, Mala Vrbica, Orsoja, Ostrovul
Mare, Uice Slatinske Reke, Vajuga, Balta Verde)'®
were situated on a narrow strip along the Danube, in
south-western Oltenia, north-eastern Serbia and north-
western Bulgaria (pl. XVII).

Of a great importance for the cultural and
chronological position of this group are the finds from
the Hinova cemetery (in south-western Oltenia), not
published yet, with the exception of a short notice'®’
and of the well-known gold treasure found in a um
from the area of this plane cremation cemetery'®. In
spite of the lack of informations, I think it is possible to
distinguish two phases in the evolution of this cemetery,
which - together with other finds — practically illustrate
the two stages of the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group.

The leading elements of the earlier phase (I) are the
grave goods from M.1 (pl. X/A.1), M4 (pl. X/A.6), M.8
(pl. X/A.2-4), M.28 (pl. X/7-8) and M.45 (pl. X/5). The
synchronization of this earlier phase from Hinova (and,
implicit, of the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group) with the
chronological horizon of the Susani-Bobda II-Ticvaniul
Mare-Moldova Noui type, and its dating in the Ha.A,
phase (the second half of the 12 century — the first half
of the 11" century B.C.) can be supported by the two
bronze knives from graves M.4 and M.28 (pl. X/6, 8)
respectively, with good parallels in Moldova Noui-
"Cariera de banatite" (pl. IX/A4) or in the similar
pieces from graves M.10 and M.13 from Ticvaniul
Mare (pl. VII/11-12), by the tutulus from the grave M.8
(pl. X/A.3) similar to those from the grave M.8 in
Ticvaniul Mare (pl. VII/8) and from the "hoard" from
Comnutel (pl. IV/B.17-18), and also by the pin with
biconical head from grave M.45 (pl. X/A.5) with good
parallels in similar pieces from cemetery nr. 1 at
Panéevo-"Rafinerija nafte" (pl. VII/1, 15-16). A direct
connection between the beginning of the Hinova
cemetery and the late phase of the Zuto Brdo-Girla
Mare culture is marked by the presence at Hinova of a

great lobated bowl with meander ornainentation used as
a lid for the umn "of Hallstatt aspect”" of grave M.1 (pl.
X/A.1), and also by a fragmentary clay statuette of "en
cloche" type — typical for the eastern variant >f the Zuto
Brdo-Girla Mare culture — placed in the um of grave
M.7. In the same context, there could be also observed
here, parallels between the urns of graves M.1 or M.28
at Hinova (pl. X/A.1,7) and those almost identical from
Grade3nica or from the final stage of Orsoja
cemetery'®’.

For the second stage (II) of the Hinova cemetery (so
that of the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group), the most
important elements with which we can operate at
present are the gold treasure (pl. X/B.9-35) and grave
M.25 (pl. X/B.36-37) of Hinova, to whick could be
added grave nr.2 from Korbovo-"Pesak" (p. X/B.54),
grave nr.l of Vajuga-"Pesak" (pl. X/B.4142, 45-52)
and the similar finds from Mala Vrbica-"SeliSte" (pl.
X/B.38-40, 43-44).

The gold treasure from Hinova had bteen dated

initially "at the end of the Bronze Ag: and the
beginning of the Early Iron Age" and wrongly
assignated to the Insula (Ostrovul) Banului group'®. A
first remark on this problem is that the urn ir which the
gold treasure was placed has a different asect, more
evoluated, in comparison with those of graves M.l and
M.28 assignated to the earlier phase of this cemetery;
that is the reason for a later dating of this fiad. In fact,
the possibility of a later dating (even in HaB) of this
treasure was advanced also by B. TerZan, wio referred
it to the horizon of treasures of Mihalkow-Fakoru-Dalj
typelm.
On the other hand, the finds from Mala /rbica and
Vajuga-"Pesak" (for which important influeices of the
Giva type were also presumed), had teen dated
(inclusively on the base of some Peschiea fibulae)
particularly in the 11* century B.C., with the
specification "not earlier than Ha.A, phase . and not
later than the threshold between the 1" ad the 2™
millenia B.C."'%.

For the end of the Hinova cemetery awd, of the
Hinova-Mala Vrbica group respectively, the most
important element is — for the moment — gave M.25
{pl. X/B.36-37), by the presence in his inventory of a
bronze pin with "S"-shaped curved heac (Hirten-
stabnadel) with the best parallels in the Bilogna I-II
phases (Ha.B;-B,!?)'®. Even if we are force to accept
an earlier dating for the piece from Hinova. it is very
difficult to date it before the Ha.B, phase.

Considering these arguments, I assume that — at
present, at least — the second stage of tle Hinova
cemetery and, implicitly, of the Hinova-Mila Vrbica
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group can be dated best in Ha.A; - the first half of
Ha.B, period (id est in the second half of the 11®
century — the first half of the 10® century B.C.).
Consequently, this group could be, in part at least,
synchronous both with the finds of the Gava type from
north-western Banat or with the earliest phase of the
Gornea-Kalakaca group (Kalaka&a I), and with the final
stages of the Vuéedol-Novi Begej and Moldova Noui-
Liborajdea groups or with a certain stage in the
evolution of the Virtop-Plopsor group.

Its area being occupied after that by communities
belonging to the Gornea-Kalakaca and, especially, to
the Insula Banului groups, it results that the beginning
of these two last groups in the riverside Danubian
regions of south-western Oltenia, north-eastern Serbia
and north-western Bulgaria cannot be dated before the
second half of the Ha.B, phase (id est the second half
of the 10™ century).

The similarities which can be established between
the finds belonging to the second stage of the Hinova-
Mala Vrbica group, still named as "Belegi3 IIb" type,
and the later phase of the Chigindu (Kishinev)-Corlateni
group ® show either the existence of a new irmpulse
from our regions towards the East Carpathian area, or a
parallel — but very similar — evolution of these two
groups. A possible movement towards east of some
elements belonging to the second stage of the Hinova-
Mala Vrbica group can be, however, pointed out —
among other things — also by the superposing of the
cremation grave M.13 (with pottery of Hinova-Mala
Vrbica type) over the inhumation grave M.9 in the
cemetery of Zimnicea''' or by the hoard from Dridu
(Ha.B1), the later containing many bronze objects of
western origin''

The Virtop-Plopgor Group (Fl XII) had been
defined as such firstly by D. Berciu'?, who attributed it
to the second horizon with fluted pottery in Oltenia,
placing this type of finds after those of the "umnfield"
cemetery from Balta Verde. The finds of this type have
been reanalysed, after that, particularly by B. Hinsel,
being dated about in the Ha.A,-Ha.B, phases, between
the end of Girla Mare culture and the beginning of
Ostrov (Insula Banului) group, respectively'*. A
similar dating has been recently accepted also by Al
Vulpe, who synchronised these finds with those from
"Susani-Hinova-Virtop" or as "Hinova-Virtop" type'".

Depending on the finds known so far (Calugireni,
Cima, Craiova, Ghidici, Plopsor, Segarcea, Virtop)''®,
this group seems to be spread over the most part of
Oltenia, without its south-western corner (near the
Danube) covered by the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group

and, maybe, those of the north-east where finds
belonging to the Riureni group''” had been recorded.

The Virtop-Plopsor group was bom on the
background of the synthesis between the Late Girla
Mare and Late Verbicioara elements designated b?' the
term of Isalnifa or Bistret-Isalnita group (pl. XI)''®
which also a series of others western elements not yet
clarified must to be added.

The typological similarities existing between the
pottery specific to the Virtop-Plopsor group, on the one
hand, and those of the Susani or the Hinova-Mala
Vrbica groups, on the other hand, show the possibility
to synchronize — partially at least — all these groups, and
indicate as sure a dating in Ha.A,-Ha.B, (more
precisely between the second half of the 12* century
and the first half of the 11" century B.C.) for the
Virtop-Plopsor group. If in the southern part of Oltenia
this group finished its evolution somewhere in the
second half of the Ha.B1 phase, this region being
occupied after that by communities belonging to the
Insula Banului (Ostrov) group''®, the Virtop-Plopsor
group may have continued its existence in the central
and northern parts of Oltenia almost in the whole Ha.B
period, although we have no conclusive finds in this
sense yet.

The Zimnicea-Novgrad Group (pl. XII). This
group, specific to the transitional period to the Early
Iron Age in southerm Muntenia (Wallachia) and
northern Bulgaria, represents a totally different ethno-
cultural entity in comparison with the other groups
presented here. So, if most of them practically represent
a final stage of the "umfields" of south-western
Romania, northern Serbia and north-western Bulgaria,
the Zimnicea Novgrad group is characterized by
inhumation graves.

The genetic background of this group was the
entities of the Zimnicea-Plovdiv-ferkovna type from the
Late Bronze Age in the same area, to which some
contributions of Late Tei or Coslogeni type and even
influences of Late Girla Mare type must also be
added'?°.

One of the most important finds which can belong to
this group is the cemetery of Zimnicea'?'. Besides this,
some similar finds from northem Bulgaria (Bukjovci,
Gigen, Novgrad, Novae, Orjahovo, Ruse)'?? could also
belong here. I consider this group also includes the
well-known treasure from Valcitrdn.

Besides the burial rite, the defining elements of this
group are also its specific pottery (particularly the cups
with higher and flat handles, decorated with incised and
fluted or chanelled omamentations) and even its bronze
objects (particularly the knives with curved pointed
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end), which offer also the most important clues to the
chronological position of the Zimnicea-Novgrad group.

So, the cups with higher and flat handles decorated
by longitudinal flutes are similar with those from
Vajuga (pl. X/42, 46, 53) representing the second stage
of the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group. The same
chronological horizon is also indicated by the parallel
which can be observed between the flat bronze bracelet
of grave M9 of Zimnicea (pl. XIII/7) and the similar
gold piece from the Hinova treasure (pl. X/33). These
temarks permit us to date the cemetery of Zimnicea at
least in the Ha.A, phase and in the first half of the
Ha.B, phase Qhe second half of the 11" century - first
half of the 10 century B.C.).

Together with the pieces found in the grave from
Radovanu'” or in some graves belonging to the first
phase of the cemetery from Riureni'?, the bronze
knives with curved pointed end from Zimnicea (pl.
X1I1/1-5) have the best parallels both in the settlement
from Tamioani'?’, at the chronological horizon of the
11* century B.C."%®, and in some hoards dated in the
Bz.D-Ha.B, period'?’.

The similarity which exists between the gold cups of
the Vilcitrin treasure'”® and the other clay pieces
represziting the Zimnicea-Novgrad group, seems to be
significant for the reference of this gold treasure to the
same cultural entity. Although, for its dating (and also
for that of the similar finds from Radeni and KryZovlin)
it 1s possible for us to take into account the large
interval of the 15®-11* centuries B.C., so it was already
noted, a date between the 12°-11" centuries B.C. is
more acceptable'?’,

All these speak for a dating of the Zimnicea-
Novgrad group "grosso modo" in Ha.A-Ha.B, (id est
between the second half of the 12 century-10® century
B.C.).

Synchronous to a great extent with the other groups
of the transitional period of south-western Romania,
northern Serbia and north-western Bulgaria, but
connected rather with other similar groups of the Lower
Danube and the East Carpathian regions (of the
Tamaoani, Holercani-Hanska and Babadag I types), the
Zimnicea-Novgrad group is practically situated at the
boundary between the eastern cultural complex,
represented by these last groups, and the western one
illustrated by the latest "urnfield" entities (the Bobda,
Vugedol-Novi Begej, Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III,
Moldova Noui-Liborajdea and Hinova-Mala Vrbica
groups) of the regions here discussed.

For the end of the Zimnicea cemetery, significant
seems to be the moment illustrated by the superposing
of the cremation grave M.13 (with good parallels in the

second stage of the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group) on the
inhumation grave M.9, fact which can suggest dating
this moment in the middle of the 10® century. As a
result of the movement towards east of some elements
of Hinova-Mala Vrbica II type, the end of the
Zimnicea-Novgrad group can be placed probably in the
second half of the 10® century, by the appearance in his
area of the Insula Banului group. Another argument in
that sense can also be the appearance of a pot with
stamped ornamentation of this last type in the area of
the Zimnicea cemetery (pl. XIII/25).

So, it is evident that — in spite of those common
element represented by the polished and fluted pottery
and particularly by the wide-spread distribution of the
biconical um of so-called "villanovian" type - the
cultural image of the #ransitional period (Ha.A and, in
some cases, the begin of Ha.B) from south-western
Romania, northern Serbia and north-western Bulgaria is
sufficiently diverse, by some regional peculiarities,
generated both by the different heritages from the Late
Bronze Age and also by the subsequent impulses
received from other cultural areas. This image is one of
a very complex and dynamic world, in which the
former vast and compact cultural unities of the Late
Bronze Age was broken in many regional groups which
were followed by the first cultural entities of the
beginning of the Early Iron Age.

Thus, we cannot speak of a real beginning of the
Early Iron Age in these regions before the end of the
Ha.A phase or the beginning of the Ha.B phase.

The cultural entities at the beginning of the
Early Iron Age in south-western Romania,
northern Serbia and north-western Bulgaria

Depending on the chronology of the cultural groups
belonging to the transitional period, it can be estimated
that the beginning of the Early Iron Age in these
regions should be placed — with some little differences
— about 1000 B.C.

At that moment, for the region disscused here, there
can be observed important ethno-cultural changes,
another types of habitation, the abandonment of the
former sites from the Late Bronze Age and the
transitional period to the Early Iron Age, major changes
in menthalities and ritual practice, in social-economical
structures, in the typology and even the technology of
the most important categories of objects, also implying
the beginning of the iron metalurgy.

The beginning of the Early Iron Age in south-
western Romania, northern Serbia and north-western
Bulgaria was marked by the presence of some groups
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belonging to threee vast cultural complexes whose
boundaries it intersects in this area: the finds of Gava-
Mediag type (belonging to the cultural complex with
black polished and fluted pottery), the Gomnea-
Kalakaéa group (belonging to another cultural complex
with incised pottery from the West-Balkan and South-
East-Alpine regions) and the Insula Banului/ Ostrov
group (belonging to the cultural complex with stamped
pottery of the P3enicevo II-Babadag II-Cozia-Brad-
Saharna-Solonceni type).

The finds with fluted pottery of Gava or Géva-
Mediag type, belongs to a vast cultural complex wide-
spread in eastern Hungary, eastern Slovakia, western
and north-eastern Romania (Transylvania, north-
western Banat and northern Moldavia), eastern Ukraina.
The finds of this type had been designated initially
particularly by the generic terms of Gava culture™® or
Gava-Holihrady complex''.

The earliest manifestations of this entity, going back
to the Ha.A phase, are massed especially in the Upper
Tisa Plain region (inclusively in north-western
Romania)'*?, reaching Transcarpathian Ukraina and
northern Moldavia (the Granicesti group)m, the use of
the term "Gava culture" being justified especially for
these earliest finds. From here, in the advanced stages,
the communities with black polished and fluted pottery
of Gava type extended to eastern Slovakia, southern
Hungary, western and central Romania (Transylvania
and north-western Banat), generating a great cultural
synthesis based on the almost exclusive use of fluted
pottery, a phenomenon which can be designated for the
moment by the generic term of Gava-Medias complex.

Generally, his evolution had been divided into two
or even three phases, there existing some differences of
opinion both about their chronological position and
about their contents'*. A later dating of this type of
finds, at least for the inner Carpathian area, had been
proposed by V. Vasiliev'?,

A clearer distinction of this horizon of finds in the
area which we are interested in here could be made only
very recently'*. For that reason, its specific problems
are far from being clarified at present, the more so as
the investigations made in the most representative sites
of this area are unpublished, or they are not finished
yet.,

. Although, very recently it has been considered that
the elements of this type occupied almost all the
Romanian Banat™, in the same context also including
some finds of the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III
(Belegi8 IIb) type of southern Vojvodina'®, I consider —
for the moment at least — that there exist clear
arguments for the presence of communities of this type,

to the south of the Lower Moris river, only in the north-
western part of the Romanian Banat and, maybe, in the
northern part of the Serbian one.

The most illusirative finds of this type have come,
until now, from the settlement of Remetea Mare-
"Gomila lui Pitut" (pl. XIV/1-26) and in the cemetery
from Bocsga Roména-"Dealul Mare"'”®, situated in the
Romanian Banat. Also here, I can also mention some
other finds from the Serbian Banat, mentioned in
literature (IdZos, Perlez-Batka C)'*°. Before an
extensive publication of the finds registered here, the
cultural belonging of the settlement of Varadia-"Chilii"
still remains a difficult problem. Although in this
settlement these are present finds of the Géava type too,
the strong connections between the pottery found in this
settlement and those of the early Kalakaca type
(Kalakaca I) seems to be concludent for its inclusion in
an early stage of the Gormea-Kalakaéa group or, maybe,
in a mixed aspect, between this group and the finds of
the Gava (G4va-Medias) type'*'.

Besides the specific pottery, decorated by flutes and
prominences, to this horizon from Banat also belong
two bronze vessels. The first is the situla of
Hajdubdszormény type from Remetea Mare-"Gomila
lui Pitug" (pl. XIV/7)"*2. The second, an isolated find
from "the western plain of Banat", but which can be
attributed to the same chronological and cultural
horizon, is a cup of the Fuchsstadt type (pl. XIV/27)'4’.
Both types of pieces are typical for the hoards of the
Moigrad-Tauteu type in Romania (Ha.B,).

For the chronology of the finds of the G4va (Géava-
Medias) type from south-western Romania I can
mention, first, the parallels between the pottery found in
the settlement of Remetea Mare-"Gomila lui Pitu" and
those of the first two phases of the settlement of
Mediag'** or of Tigad'*’. As an important guide-mark,
the "kidney-shaped" cup can be used, well represented
in Remetea Mare (pl. XIV/4), and considered typical
for the horizon of the Mahala IV-Somotor II-Medias
type of the Gava-Holihrady complex'* and very
frequent in the second level (II) of the fortified
settlement of Teleac'’. Taking into account that the
horizon of Mahala III-Somotor I-Reci I is considered to
correspond to the Ha.A, phase (the second half of the
11® century B.C.), those of Mahala IV-Somotor II-
Medias can be placed particularly in Ha.B. That also
means that for the simimilar finds from Remetea mare-
"Gomila lui Pitut" a dating before the beginning of the
Ha.B, phase cannot be accepted, possibly the end of the
Ha.A, phase (id est not earlier than the end of the 11®
century B.C.). The more so as also the end of the Susani
group cannot be placed — in the same area — earlier than
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the niddle or the second half of the 11* century B.C. In
that sense, I can also mention the absence at Remetea
Mare-"Gomila lui Pituf" of some earliest types of
pottery typical for the initial area of the Gava culture
from the Upper Tisa basin. In fact, a dating particularly
in the Ha.B, phase of the settlement of Remetea Mare-
"“Gomila lui Pituf" is sustained also by the bronze of
situla Hajdiibdszormény type found in his area.

More difficult problems are raised by the materials
found in the cremation cemetery of Bocsa Romani-
"Dealul Mare", which seems to belong to the same
complex with fluted pottery of the Gava type. They
come from some graves excavated as early as 1962 in
the area of a fortified settlement, the inventories of
these graves being lated mixed'*®. However, there exist
some indications which show that their chronological
position cannot be more different in comparison with
those from Remetea Mare-"Gomila lui Pitut". So, both a
"storeged umn” and other types of pottery from Boczc’a
Romana have good parallels in the pottery from Reci'
generally in the horizon of Mahala III-Somotor I-Reci
', some analogies being made also with other types,
typical for the earliest phase of the Gava culture of the
Upper Tisa basin. From all these, there results the
possibility they could be somewhat earlier than the
herizon of the settlement of Remetea Mare-"Gomila lui
Pitut” and can be dated still in the Ha.A, phase (but not
before the second half of the 11* century B.C.).

I must mention, however, that a "storeyed ums"
similar to those found in Reci and Bocsa Romani
appeared also in the 2™ level and even in the 3™ level
of the settlement of Teleac, levels dated in Ha.B,-B,
and in Ha.C'", respectively. But, to accept such a
dating for the cemetery of Bocga Romdnd would
contradict the cultural evolution in north-western Banat,
where already exists in Ha.B, (even a little earlier) the
group of Gornea-Kalakaca type, followed in Ha.B3-C
by the Basarabi culture. Also, that means to contest in
totality also the stratigraphical situation established for
the settlement of Mahala (id est the succesion of the
Mahala III and IV levels).

As such, even the accurate chronological position of
the cemetery of Bocsa Romana can raise discussions,
their dating in the horizen of the Ha.A, phase (the
second half of the 11"™ century B.C.) is the most
acceptable for the moment.

So, it can be estimated that the finds with fluted
pottery of the Gava-Medias type from north-western
Banat (particularly Bocsa Romana and Remetea Mare),
can be dated between the end of Ha.A,-Ha.B; ( the
seecond half of the 11* century - the 10® century B.C.).
Thus, they must be somewhat synchronous with the first

stage of the Gomea-Kalaka¢a group in the south-
western pait of the Romanian Banat and the southem
half of Vojvodina (Kalaka¢a I, Feudvar-MoSorin and,
maybe, Viridia), being placed between the horizon of
the transitional groups (Susani-Bobda II) and the more
advanced finds of Gornea-Kalaka&a type (the 2°® phase)
from north-western Banat.

The cultural group of Gornea-Kalakaga (Bosut
I1Ia) type. His defining as distinct ethno-cultural entity
is of a relative recent date and is due especially to
Yugoslavian archaeologists; some new contributions of
the Romanian archaeology'*? can be added.

Characterized — besides the fluted decoration — by
the preponderand using of the incised omamentation on
a series of specific types of pottery (pl. XV), this group
has a distribution area which includes northern Serbia
(particularly the Great Morava Valley and the Danubian
regions), the Srem region, Vojvodina and the most part
of the Romanian Banat, with some penetrations up to
south-western Oltenia (see the distribution map in pl.
XVIII). It belongs to a vast cultural complex with
incised pottery in West Balkans and South-East Alps
regions. The finds of this type are designated in
Yugoslavian literature especially by the term of "Bosut
IIIa horizon" or those of "Kalakada group", "Kalakaca
horizon" respectively. Theg were succesively dated
between 850/800-600 B.C.'*, 900-750 B.C.'**, 950-750
B.C."** and, recent, between 1000-800 B.C.'*.

Based on the results of the excavations at Gornea (in
the southern part of the Romanian Banat)'*’, and also
on other finds from Banat, the present author
distinguished for the first time the presence of this type
of finds also in south-western Romania, considering it
as the expression of a distinct ethno-cultural entity at
the beginning of the Early Iron Age, which was named
"Gornea-Kalakaa group” and dated in the Ha.B,-B,
phases'®.

At present, there can be noted a number of 75 sites
belonging to the Gomnea-Kalakada group (Aradac,
AZanja, Bagrdar, Banatska Palanka, Banatska Topola,
Banatski Dvor, Bela Crkva, Beograd-Karaburma,
Boljetin, Budinf, Caransebes, Centa, fuprija, Dejani,
Dobra Voda, Dobrica, Dorcol, Dragocvec, Drenovac,

Duboka, Duleu, Farkaidin, Feudvar-Mg3orin,
Gomolava-Hrtkovci, Gospodinci-Ada, Gradina na
Bosutu-Vasi¢e, Gataia, Greoni, Gomea, Giroc,

Hajdukovo-Peres, IdZos, laz, Izvorul Frumos, Jabir,
Jakovo-Ekonomija Sava, Jarak-Strmoglavica, Jasenovo-
Zidovar, KalakaZa, Kostolac, Kovin, Kupinovo-
Slavinovac, Lanifte-Gradac, Majur, Milcoveni,
Mislogin, Novi Begej, Novi Sad, Novi Slankaruen,
Novo MiloSevo, OdZaci, Panéevo, Piduren, Perlez-
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Batka, Peéinci, Popov Sala§, Potporanj, Prahovo,
Remetea Mare-"Gomila lui Gabor", Romanesti,
Sefkerin, Sekurié, Senta, Sot, Star&evo, Svetozarevo,
Svojnovo, Tekija, Titel, Vatin, Veliko Gradiste, Vrani,
Vrdnik, Vriac, Zemun)"®. Most of them are
settlements.

The docurnentation about the burial practice of this
group still remains generally poor. Only the inhumation
tomb of Vmik-"Pegine"'®® was referred to them, and the
two collective tombs of Gomolava'®', for the last ones
there existing, however, the possibility of interpretation
as ritual sacrifices.

Besides the fluted and faceted omamentation or the
"turban-shaped" torsions, of the conical prominences or
the vertical crests, the specific elements of the fine
pottery of Gomnea-Kalakada type are the incised
ornamentations (pl. XV/1-4, 6-26, 28-30, 34, 39, 41-
48). In its final stage; there begin to appear also somne
stamped ornamentations, due to the connections with
the group of the Insula Banului type and, maybe, with
the earliest elements of the Basarabi type.

Although not so numerous, the metal objects are
important clues to the chronological position of this
group. Besides some bronze objects (fibula, bracelets,
phalaere, pendants, buttons, hear rings muffs) found in
the settlement of Kalaka&a (pl. XV/27, 40) and in the
collective tomb nr. II from Gomolava (pl. XV/31-33,
35-38), I can mention also the flat iron axe with little
wings (Armchenbeil) from the Bosut Illa level of the
settlernent of "Gradina na Bosutu" (pl. XV/6)'2,

The chronological position and the cultural
connections of the Gornea-Kalakada (Bosut IIla) group
could be established clearly enough at this moment. Its
initial dating (Ha.B,-B,) was based particularly on the
"harp-shaped" fibula (Harfenfibel) from Kalakada (pl.
XV/27) and on the metal objects of the so-called
"Thraco-Cimmerian" type belonging to the inventory of
the collective tomb nr. 2 from Gomolava (pl. XV/31-33,
35-38). Publishing, more recently the monography of
the settlemant of Kalakaca, P. Medovi¢ divided their
evolution irto two stages (A-C)'®.

The earliest stage (A) was dated — inclusively on the
base of ther connections with the Gava type finds and
with those of the Kastanas VI phase — towards the end
of the Ha.A, phase and in the first half of the Ha.B,
phase (id est at the end of the 11* century and at the
beginning cf the 10™ century B.C.). Besides the similar
finds from Feudvar-MoBorin and, probably, Varidia,
this phase of the settlement of Kalakaca represents a
first stage () of the Gornea-Kalakaca group, when its
distibution area — corresponding somewhat with those
of the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III group, which

succeded directly in the same space — seems to include
only the southern half of Vojvodina and the south-
western corner of the Romanian Banat. Thus, this first
stage of the Gornea-Kalakada group seems to be
synchronous with the finds of the Gava-Medias type in
north-western Banat (as is indicated also by the
interferences from Varddia) and even with the later
phases of the Moldova Noué-Liborajdea and Hinova-
Mala Vrbica groups.

The second stage (B) of the same settlement was
dated between the second half of Ha.B, phase (the end
of the 10® century B.C.) and the end of Ha.B, phase (of
the 9 century B.C. respectively), the leading element
of this horizon being the "harp-shaped" fibula from
complex nr. 87, which belongs to the Rude type'® and
can be dated particularly in Ha.B, and, maybe, also at
the beginning of Ha.B,'*’. That second phase (II) of the
Gornea-Kalakaéa group illustrates its greatest spatial
extension, the finds of this type being present in most of
Vojvodina and the Romanian Banat, in the Great
Morava Valley and in the Danubian regions in north-
eastern Serbia (see the distribution map in pl. XVIII).
This phase seems to be, partially at least, synchronous
with the early phase of the Dalj group and with the
Insula Banului group. This conclusion can be sustained
also by mutual influences or interferences which exist
in both types of finds. At the level of this phase exerted
a somewhat pression both towards Transylvania
(illustrated by the appearance of some typical elements
up to Tartéria or the second level from Teleac'®®) and
also towards south-western Oltenia (as shown by the
typical materials from ostrovul Mare and Izvorul
Frumos)'®’. At the same time, it is possible that the end
of the Gornea-Kalakacda horizon in the southern part of
Romanian Banat and the coresponding region on the
Serbian bank of the Danube was caused by a pression
towards east of the Insula Banului group, exerted at the
end of the 9™ century B.C., when ty:ical elements of
this last group arrived near Kostolac'™.

The third and last stage of the settlement from
Kalakaca (C) was placed in the first half of Ha.B; phase
of the 8® century B.C. respectively, being synchron
with the horizon of the "Thraco-Cimmerian" bronzes
from Gomolava (the collective tomb nr. II), one of
these (the spectacle fibulae with "eight-shaped" middle,
the phalera, a.c.) having good parallels in Romania as
far as the hoards of Vinju-Coldau-Bilvanesti type'®. So,
it is very probable that the end of the Gornea-Kalakac¢a
group was later in Srem than in Banat and in north-
eastern Serbia, its last phase (III) being — partially at
least — synchronous with the beginning of the Basarabi
culture in south-western Romania and north-eastern
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Serbia (the beginning of the 8 century B.C.). This
conclusion seems to be supported also by the
appearance of some imports or influences of the early
Basarabi type in the settlement at Kalakaca (pl.
XV/45)'"° or by the appearance, in the same settlement,
of some hair rings with "eight-shaped" end (pl. XV/40),
particularly typical for the grave goods belonging to the
earlier (I) and even the middle (II) phases of the
Basarabi culture in south-western Romania and north-
eastern Serbia.

In these conditions, the evolution of the Gormea-
Kalakaca group finished somewhere in the first half,
latest in the middle of the 8th century B.C., when the
whole area of this group was occupied already by
Basarabi-culture elements.

The cultural group of the Insula Banului type (pl.
XVI) was defined (by correlation also with some
similar others finds from south-eastern Banat, south-
western Oltenia, north-eastern Serbia and north-western
Bulgaria) at the same time with the publication of the
investigations made in the Danube isle with the same
name in south-western Oltenia. At that moment it was
considered iilustrative, in the mentioned area, for the
chronological interval between the end of Zuto Brdo-
Girla Mare culture and the beginning of the Basarabi
culture, being dated in the Ha.A-B period'”".

After that, B. Hinsel designated this type of finds by
the term of "Ostrov group” (Ostrov Gruppe),
considering that its evolution in southemn Oltenia and
the Iron Gates region developed between the horizon of
the Virtop (Virtop-Plopsor) type, of the Isalnifa group
respectively, and those of the Basarabi culture, dating it
particularly in Ha.B (maybe also the end of Ha.A)'™.

In the present stage of investigations we registered a
number of 24 finds which can be referred with
somewhat certitude to the Insula Banului group, in
south-western Romania, north-eastern Serbia and north-
western Bulgaria (Dolni Lom, Dubova, Drmmno-
Kostolac, Insula Banului, Izvorul Frumos, Korbovo,
Kostol-Kurvingrad, Krivelj, Magura, Mala Vrbica,
Mihajlovac, Novo Selo, Ostrovul Corbului, Ostrovul
Mare, Petrovo, Porefka reka, Prahovo, RuZenka, Uice
Slatinske Reke, Vajuga, Valea Rea, Vele3nica, Zajecar
and Zimnicea)'”. All these show that the distribution
area of this group was concentrated particularly in
north-eastern Serbia, north-western Bulgaria, the south-
eastern corner of the Romanian Banat and the southemn
half of Oltenia, with some penetrations up to the
southern part of Muntenia (pl. XVIII). In these
conditions, it appeared as a group of the western
periphery of the vast Thracian complex with stamped

pottery of the PSenicevo II-Babadag II-Cozia-Sahama-
Solonceni type.

Characterised by a specific typology of pottery
decorated mainly with stamped ormaments, and less by
those incised or fluted, the Insula Banului group is well
individualised in comparison with the other entities at
the beginning of the Early Iron Age in south-western
Romania, north-western Bulgaria and north-eastern
Serbia (particularly with those of the Gava-Medias and
Gornea-Kalakata type), although the mutual
connections between these are frequently evident. The
rows of little stamped circles with a cross in the middle
represents one of the leading elements which
individualized the pottery of this group in comparison
with the other groups in the area of the cultural complex
with starnped pottery (PSenicevo II-Babadag II, Cozia-
Brad, Sahama-Solonceni). The incised ormamentation
which is also present in the pottery of this group
represents, probably, influences and even imports from
the Gomnea-Kalakaca group. The association, in the B
sector of the settlement from Insula Banului, of the two
pits which contained only fluted pottery with the others
complex in which this type of pottery was mixed with
stamped pottery, can be a sign for the fact that the finds
from this sector represent the initial moment of
penetration of the Insula Banului type elements in the
milieu or over the local background with fluted pottery.

Besides some others bronze objects found in the
settlement of Insula Banului (pl. XV1/32-36), in the B
sector of those, there also appeared (in a pit containing
only fluted pottery) a flat iron axe with little wings-
Armmchenbeil (pl. XVI/26). It is one of the most
important guide-marks for the chronological position of
the Insula Banului group. Although, in general, this is a
type of piece with a longer existence, it is considered
that its earliest appearance in the Romanian territory
cannot be placed before the Ha.B'™*, maybe even the
Ha.B, period'”. In consequence, the piece from Insula
Banului, representing one of the earliest appearance of
the Wesse II, variant'’, cannot be earlier than Ha.B,
being a first indication for the restriction of the dating
of the Insula Banului group at the level of Ha.B,-B,. On
the other hand, the mutual connections between this
group and those of the Gomea-Kalakaca type are
evident only from the second stage of the last one, a
fact which seems to indicate a more restrictive dating,
for the Insula Banului group, in the Ha.B, phase (the 9*
century B.C.) respectively, maybe also the second half
of Ha.B,. An earlier beginning than the end of the 10®
century for the Insula Banlui group seems to be
contradicted both by the possibility that the existence of
the late phase of the Hinova-Mala Vrbica group might
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cover also the first half of Ha.B,, and of the placing the
middle or in the second half of the same phase of those
elements of the Gomnea-Kalakaca type, which penetrate
into south-eastern Oltenia (Ostrovul Mare, Izvorul
Frumos) probably immediately before of the first
appearances of the Insula Banului group in the same
region. At the same time, we cannot take into account a
possible prolongation of the existence of the Insula
Banului group after the end of the 9" century B.C. Such
a possibility is contradicted by the fact that his area was
included in the genetic space of the Basarabi culture,
for its beginning is impossible to be accepted a date
after the beginning of the 8* century B.C.""".

In consequence, for the moment, I can estimate that
the horizon of the Insula Banului group in south-
western Romania, north-eastern Serbia and north-
western Bulgaria can be placed better at the end of the
10* century and in the 9® century B.C.

This group, and those of Gornea-Kalakaca type,
mixed with the background of fluted pottery in these
regions, will produce the synthesis which generated the
specific style of the Basarabi culture, the characteristic
cultural entity of the middle stage of the Early Iron Age
in south-western Romania, northern Serbia and north-
western Bulgaria.
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Plate I. A.1.12.-Grave goods from the second sta

from the final stage (grave M.3 1) of Timigoara -
15). Different scale.

ge of Cruceni umfield cemetery (1,4-10,12 - pottery; 2-3,11 - bronze); B. 13-15.- grave goods
Fratelia” umfield cemetery (13-15, potery). According to O. Radu (A. 1-12) and Fl. Medelet (B. 13-
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Plate II. Types of pottery from Bobda umfield cemetery (Bobda Group). According to N. Boroflka (1,4,7,9,11,13-14) and Fl. Medelet (2-3,5-
6,8-10,12). Different scale.
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Plate II. Types of pottery found in the tumulus from Susani (Susani Group) According to I. Stratan and Al. Vulpe (1-52). Different scale.
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Plate IV. The hoards from Fizes (A.1-15) and Comutel (B. 16-27). According to O. Bozu (A. 1-15) and I. Stratan (B. 16-27): bronze (1-14, 16-
20) and pottery (15,27). Different scale. '
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Plate V. cCremation grave from Caransebes - “Balta Sarata”. All pottery.
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Plate VI. Finds from Ha. A period in eastem Slavonia and Westem Wojvodina (Vuéedol-Novi Begej Group): Privlaka-Gradina (1-3); Idzos
(4); Sarva3-Gradac (5); Hrtkovici-Gomolova (6,12); Novi Begej-Bordzos (7,9); Osijek-Retfala (8); Trpinja (10); Zrenjanin - “Fabrika koze” (13);
Erdut (14); Vuéedol = “Streim’s Vineyard” (11,15-24). According to S. Forenbacher (1-3,5,8,10-11,15-24) and P. Medovi¢ (4,6,7,9,12-14). Pottery
(1-21,24) and bronze (22-23). Different scale.

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro / http://www.instarhparvan.ro



The End of the Bronze Age 125

Plate VII. Fins belonging to the Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma II1 Group: Panéevo (14, 15-19,22-23,41,44,47); Beograd-Karaburna (5,35-37);
Ticvaniul Mare (6-14,20-34,38-40); Opovo-Beli breg (42); kovaéica (4346). According to P. Medovié (22-23,41), J. Todorovié (5,35-37) and Lj.
Bukvi¢ (42-47.. Bronze (1-4,8-19,22), bone (34) and pottery (5-7,20-21,23-33,35-47). Different scale.

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro / http://www.instarhparvan.ro



126 Manan Gumi

Plate VIIL. Finds from the final stage of the Zuto Brdo-Girla Mare Culture in southern Banat: Svinifa - “Piatra Elisovei” (A.1); Liubcovd -
““Tigl¥rie” (B.2-44). According to C. Sicirin (B.2-24). Bronze (2-43 and pottery (1,44). Different scale.
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Plate IX. Finds belonging to the Moldova Noua (Moldova
banatite™ (A.1-11). B.- Second stage (Ha.A,-B

Noui-Liborajdea) Group. A.- First stage (Ha.A;): Moldova Noui - “Cariera de
1): Liborajdea (B.12-23). Bronze (4,12-16) and pottery (1-3,5-1 1,17-23). Different scale.
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Plate X. Finds belonging to the Hinova-Mala Vrbica Group. A.-First stage (Ha.A,): Hinova (1.-from the grave M.1; 2-4.- from the grave M.8;
S.- from the grave M.45; 6. from the grave M.4; 7-8.- from the grave M.28). B.- Second stage: Hinova (9-37; 36-37.- from the grave M.25); Mala
Vrbica (38-40, 43-44); Vajuga-Pesak (41-42,45-53); Korbovo-Pesak (54). According to M. Davidescu (9-35), M. Vukmanovi¢ - P. Popovi¢ (389,43-
44), M. Vukmanovié¢ (39-40), A. Premk-P. Popovié-L). Bjelajaé (41-42,45-53) and N. Radojéi¢ (54). Pottery (1-2,4,7,28,36,38,42-54), bronze
(3,5,6,8,37,3941) and gold (9-27,29-35). Different scale.
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Plate "Xl Finds belonging to the Bistrej-Isalnita Group: Craiova-Isalnita (1-5,15-16,20); Cogoveni (8); Bistret (6-7,9-14,17-19,21). According
to B. Hans: (1-5,8,15-16,20) and I. Chicideanu (6-7,9-14,17-19,21). All Pottery. Different scale.
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Plate XII. Types of pottery belonging to the Virtop-Plopsor Group (1-25). According to B. Hansel. Different scale.
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Plate XIII. Finds belonging to the Zimnicea-Novgrad Group: Zimnicea (1-7,16-28); Novae (8); Ruse region (9); Orjahovo (10)Vilcitrin
(11,13); Bikjovici (12); Novgrad (14); Gigen (15). According to A.D. Alexandrescu (1-7,16-28) and G. Tonéeva (8-15). Bronze (1-7,24), gold
(11,13) and pottery (8-10,12,14-23,25-28). Different scale.
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Plate XIV. Finds of Giva type in Romanian Banat: Remetea Mare - “Gomila lui Pituf" (1-26); “Banat” (27). According to Fl. Medele} (1-26)
and Fl. Gogéltan (27). Pottery (1-6, 8-26) and bronze (7,27). Different scale.
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Plate XV. Finds belonging to the Gornea-Kalakaca Group: Beska-Kalakaga (1-5,7-8,10-13,15,3942,4448); Vasi¢a-Gradina na Bosutu (6);
Gornea (9,16,18-25); Satchinez (17,43); Hrtkovci-Gomolava (14,26-38). According to P. Medovi¢ (1-8,10-13,15,39-42,44-48) and N. Tasié¢ (14,26-
38). Pottery (14,7-26,3948), bone (5), bronze (27-38) and iron (6). Different scale.
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Plate XVI. Typical finds for Insula Banului Group: Insula (Ostrovul) Banului (1-38); Mala Vrbi¢a-Konopidte (39). According to S. Morintz-P.
Roman (1-38) and M. Jevti¢ (39). Pottery (1-2427-39), bronze (32-36), stone mould (25) and iron (26). Different scale.
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Plate XVII. Distribution map of the transitional groups from the Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age, belonging to the Late Umfield Complex, in
south-westem Romania, northem Serbia and north-westem Bulgaria (Ha.A period): A. Susani Group, B. Bobda Group; C. Vugedol-Novi Begej
Group; D.- Ticvaniul Mare-Karaburma III Group; E.- Moldova Noua (Moldova Noua-Liborajdea) Group; F.- Hinova-Mala Vrbica Group; G.- Virtop-
Plopsor Group H.- Zimnicea-Novgrad Group. 1.- Aljma§; 2.- Banatska Palanka; 3.- Bottonya; 4.- Belegi$; 5.- Belgrad-Karabunna; 6.- Berzasca-
"Staia de pompare IFET"; 7.- Bobda; 8.- Buk jovoci; 9.- Caransebes; 10.- Cima; 11.- Craiova; 12.- Comule}; 13.- Dalj, 14.- Dubovac; 15.- Erdnut;
16.- Feudvar-MoSorin; 17.- Fizes; 18. Gigen; 19.- Ghidici; 20.- Gradednica; 21.- Gomolava; 22.- Hinova; 23.- Idzos; 24.- llandza; 25.- Jakovo-
Ekonomija Sava; 26.- Kalakaca; 27. Korbovo; 28.- Liborajdea; 29.- Lom; 30.- Mala Vrbica; 31.- Moldova Noua - *“Cariera de banatite™; 32.- Novae;
33.- Novgrad, 34.- Novi Begej; 35.- Novi Sad; 36.- Odzaci; 37.- Opovo; 38.- Orjahovo; 39.- Orsoja; 40. Osijek; 41.- Ostrovul Mare; 42.- Pancevo,
43.- Pecica; 44.- Perlez-Batka C; 45. Plopsor; 46.- Privlaka; 47.- Ruse; 48.- Sarvas; 49.- Segarcea; 50.- Sotin; 51.- Susani; 52.- Ticvaniul Mare; 53.-
Trpinja; 54.- Usce Slatiske Reke; 55.- Vajuga; 56.- Valcitran; 57.- Vinkovici; 58.- Virtrop; 59.- Vraca; 60.- Vriac; 61.- Vuéedol; 62.- Zemun; 63.-
Zimnicea, 64.- Zrenjanin; 65.- Balta Verde; 66.- Calugéreni; 67.- Pesaca; 68.- Male Livadice; 69.- Lepena, near Boljetin; 70.- Vlasac; 71.- Veliki
Gradac.
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Plate XVIII. Distribution map of the cultural groups from the beginning of the Early Iron Age in south-westem Romania, northem Serbia and
north-westem Bulgaria (HaB period): A.- Gomea-Kalakaéa Group (Bosut IIIa level), B. Giva type finds; C. Insula Banului (Ostrov) Group. 1.-
Aradac; 2.- AZanja; 3.- Bagrdar; 4.- Banatska-Palanka; 5.- Banatska Topola; 6,- Banatski Dvor; 7.- Bela Crkva; 8.- Beograd-Karabunna; 9.- Bocsa
Romaéna-Dealul Mare; 10.- Boljetin; 11.- Budin; 12.- Caransebeg; 13.- Centa; 14.- Cuprija; 15.- Dejani; 16.- Dobra Voda; 17.- Dobrica; 18.- Dolni
Lom; 19.- Doréol; 20.- Dragocveac; 21. - Drenovac; 22.- Drmno-Kostolac; 23.- Duboka; 24.- Dubova; 25.- Dulev; 26.- Farkazdin; 27.- Feudvar-
Mogorin; 28.- Gomolova-Hrtkovci; 29.- Gospodinéi-Ada; 30.- Gradina na Bosutu-Vasiée; 31.- Gataia; 32.- Greoni; 33.- Gomea, 34.- Giroc; 35.-
Hajdukovo-Peres; 36.- IdZos; 37.- laz; 38.- Insula Banului; 39.- Izvorul Frumos; 40.- Jabir; 41.- Jakovo-Ekonomija Sava; 42.- Jarak-Stnnoglavica;
43.- Jasenovo-Zidovar, 44.- Kalakada; 45.- Korbovo; 46.- Kostol-Kurvingrad; 47.- Kostolac; 48.- Kovin-Grad; 49.- Knvelj; 50.- Kupinovo-
Slavinovac; 5 1.- Laniste-Gradac; 52.- Magura; 53.- Majur; 54.- Mala Vrbica; 55.- Mibajlovac-Kula; 56.- Milcoveni; 57.- Mislogin; 58.- Novi Begej;
59.- Novi Sad; 60.- Novi Slankamen; 61.- Novo Milo3evo; 62.- Novo Selo; 63.- OdZaci; 64.- Ostrovul Corbului; 65.- Ostrovul Mare, 66.- Panéevo;
67.- Pidureni; 68.- Perlez-Batka; 69.- Pecinéi; 70.- Petrovo; 71.- Popov Salas; 72.- Porecka reka; 73.- Potporanj; 74.- Prahovo; 75.- Remetea Mare -
“Gomila lui Pitu}”; 76.- Remetea Mare - “Gomila lui Gabor”; 77.- Romanesti; 78.- RuZenka; 79.- Sefkerin; 80.- Sekuri¢; 81.- Sents; 82.- Sot; 83.-
Staréevo; 84.- Svetozarevo; 85.- Svojnovo, 86.- Tekija; 87.- Titel; 88.- Usée Slatinske Reke; 89.- Vajuga; 90.- Valea Rea, 91.- Vatin; 92.- Vele3nica;
93.- Veliko Gradiste; 94.- Veliko Sredilte; 95.- Vrani; 96.- Vrdnik; 97.- Vriac; 98.- Zajecar; 99.- Zemun; 100.- Zimnicea.
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Plate XIX. The chronology and the synchronisation of the different cultural groupe from the end of the Bronze Age and the beginning of the Early Iron Age in south-westem

Romania, northem Serbia and north-westemn Bulgana (Ha.A-B periods).
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