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CONTACTS ALONG THE DANUBE:
A BOAT MODEL FROM THE EARLY BRONZE AGE'-

TheJanus Pannonius NÍuseum [Py) in_Pé-cs-gives home to a group of Íinds from

Darda (Crőatia; Pl. XXIIIa-b). They .o'd. from theJuhász collection, which was formed under

unknown circumstances (]anrrs Pánnonius Museu]m' Inv' Nr': 304'1-10)' The finds include

,orn. trorrze jewellery uni r.u".ol miniature.clay objects, which, according to their-published

descriptions, are partíy of unknown function.1 The objects Were referred to aS grave finds by C'
B;;;t:' i. si'"ic, i" her book summarizing the Croatián.finds of the Encrusted Pottery culture'

identifie"d this group of objects as child's"grave-goods.3 Despite the unknown circumstances of

their recovery,"t1'e ina1ysi's of the objectí atteápted beloú fuily supports this interpretation

and supplements it with some further data.
TÉe first two pieces in the group of finds are two miniature, oval and basket-shaped

vessels (Pl. XXIIIc-gi. t', accordanJe witrr nándi's view, the basket-shaped pottery 9b.]":': :ii
be .egaided as the iiay imitations of vessels made of organic materials (leather or birch bark)'"

This s'upposition is póved by the shape of the objects (cf. the birch bark vessels that came to

rigl't i.áá the well ór ca''ouó., SlovaÉia or the *obde., containers of Lago di t edro, Italy)5_as

ou?tt u, by the fact that with the encrusted_pattern seen under the side handles of the vessels, the

potter ciearly imitated the sewing (Pl. XXIiIh), whose function was to stitch the organic material

i.g;;h;;. stÁi;. ;h" was the firit'to depict th"'. objects on photos and drawings, interpreted

thE pieces in a similar way. She refers io a small-siied vessel with a handle, originating from

Szer-emle as a similar form.6

Description: if we rake a side-view of the basket-shaped vesseis, we see that they have the shape,of an

ungulá, their bottom and rim (with longitudinal axes perpendicular to each other) are ova}-shaped' The

oval rim is arched with a wide hanclle,'and on one side-of the body there is 1 sm-all, vertically piece-d

handle. The vessels are d.ark brown. One of them is totally intact, chipped only slightly on the side handle

and the rim. In tn" *iaJt. part of the body, a wide and carved enciústed streak can be seen, aiong the

rim ancl the side of the foot there are some cross-hatched, triangular-shaped patterns and circles' The

handle is also d.ecorated by circles. The bottom of the vessel is not decorated. The damaged parts are now

pu.tty .o*pleted. JPNI iní. No.: 3O+.l. Height: 1] cm (P1. )LXIIIc-e). The other little basket is somewhat

l-aí..; its'upper"handle has been broken]Its decoration is the same aS that of the previous one, btrt

,t . ouui shape and flat bottom of the vessel is also decorated with angularly.scratched, encrusted line-

palerns and imprinted circles. JPM Inv. No.: 304.2. Height (without the handle): 6 cm (P1. XXiIIf-g)'

I woulcl1ike to express my thanks to Erzsébet Nagy for the possibilit'v to take pictures of the objects exhibited in

,h.;u,-,.,, Pannonius MrlJ..l-, Pécs- I woulcl atdíit'e to think ZsolrRéti for '::":'191::,::T_Y::::.T:-i:i::
át ,"h. bou,, interpretecl as a Áodel of a rowing boat, and Zsuzsa Kelemen for the E:rglish translation' I also

thank Róbert Fenyvesi andAntal Csiszér for sóme drawings-and ph^oios of the published artefacts. Finally, I

thank István Bóna for allowing me to use his unpublished photos of the.Darda assemblage-' 
^ ^

A. M6ZS9LICS, "Ein ro.'g"}".''tond mit Bluáendarste1lung aus Darda," Pannoni,a 1938, 284; G' BANDI

and Zs' Z9FFMANN, "ro?e-p.o bronzkori hamvasztásos remetők Baranyában -_s1a1{gra!e'rfe1der der

Nlittelbronzezeit im Komita tBiranya," Janus Pannonius Múzeum Éukilnyae 11 (1966) 47_48, VI. t' 4_5, VII' t' 1-2;

c. nÁNóilJ r. xovÁcs, "Adaiolbélmagyarország bronzkorának történetéhez (A Szeremle csoport) -
n"ioag" zur Geschichte der Bronrezeit in Süc1íngarn (Szeremle Grr-rppe),''rlan'Ll,s Pannonius NÍúzeu'm Eukön1ue

t {- l5 1 1969-70 r 107. XI. t. 4-7.
BÁNDI and ZoFFNÍANN 1'"p- n. 1) 47; G. BÁNDI' "A c-[é1-clunántú1i mészbetétes edények népe kultúrájának

elterjeclése és ereclete. - f'h" é"t.rr.io., and. origin oIthe Encrrrsted Pottery Culture in SorrthernTransdanubía,''

DuncintúLi Dolgozatok a t l967) 6.

í. iiiié", K;ii"rr,r-5nrpiru s iÁklustiranom keramikoyn u bronóanom tlobu sjetleroi.stoíne Hracltske _ Cultural groups

uith enm.uted, ceramics in the Bronze Age in North-East croati,a (2000) 56-58, 155' T. 5. 3'

BANDI and ZOFFNIANN lsupra n. l) 48.

é;;;;fi rÜiri'iíNnr<, L. VELIAÖIK anciJ. VLADÁR, Die Bronzezeit im sLowahi.schen Raum (PÁs 15' 1999)

Taf. 21b; Lago di Ledro: A. F. HARDING, Etiropean ,Societies i'n the Bronze Ága (20-0o) Fig: J:1: - -',
$IMIÓ ('"r"; n. 3) 56_57, T.5.3/1-2; M. WoSINSKY, Die inkrustierte Keramik der (Jrze'it (1904) Lxx. t. 3; see

also BÁNbl ancl KoVÁCS \supra n. lt VI. r. l0.
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i20 Viktória KISS

Bándi and Kovács defined the^miniatu."..juy' object, which is standing on four humanlegs and Was one of the pieces in the group of finás' js a sma-ll "altar,, (Pl. )LYIIii_k). on thefront left leg' t]rere is thó depiction o{'"pb";;;ll,-u'Jipr".oiled spiral bracelet; in the frontleft and bacT< left legs we '#-.;';;e the i.éwingár tn" irroe. The right legs on the front andthe back are restorJd' The broken piece lirrr..rg'{o; ,h. upper part has been identified witha human or animal fig.urine stanaitig on rhe ahir.z w.;;r, Jio ob..*" ,rr. r.ug-enr of a clayohject with arched aná triangle_snapBg p.o;.ctlo's rpl. ilrrrrt in the group of finds, which wasnot menüo""o n"-:|: for1e! Tu1ga!a; pi'ori.uii").* Til" latter was iaen^tifiea bv Simlc as thefragment of a míniature chair_bu.ti. ny p|.r'-r"*g_u .o.'r'..tlon with the ,,altar,;, 
she definedthe original obiect as a miniature chair'model.S ThE r.,ipári,io., rhat rhe fragmen* f rom Darclaform a group Is a]so 

"'ppo',"á b';" fact that o.' uJrn the chair-back anjthe surÍ.ace of theseat we see similar imprinted circÍes and line-par,*"'. Á. a parallel to this object, Simlc refersto a chair model from Kliöevac (Serbia), a siie or tr,e D;#;;z;d;e;1ture.9 We have
H.'n'f$9S:,,:il'n',t11:i;;*?il,fl1:n (ilrs*t"ffi#" o.'. orthe g.uu., i,' *'.."-.*{oi
Description: a brown, miniature chair with a back, and with an oval seat, leaning on Í-our human iegs'The edse of the seat is decorated witt tines scratched ail arouná and with n .i..r.Luáe up of imprintedcircles"|PM Inv' No':304'4' Height: +.áL^,length 

"rtr'.."áireat:_9 cm rpr. xxririt). The fragmentrepresenting the back of a chair ii of similar colo",rr, *ltt a.r-u..t.a .hupe, j.;"**i;n 
rhe upper parrwith triangie_shaped.projectíons. o.' its ro.eside, along th";;;;r, it is ciecorated with an encrusted linepattern' imprinted circiés, and the combination .f,;ú;"g p;;:;".. on its back, lines and circles can beseen' on its iower part it is clearly visible trrut pi...i rrffi'lynna.i.ut cross-section, were broken offfrom the object ut t*o places' rr'iJ pu.t-*us meant to providö tiliolr.ir.g of the seat and the back of thechair..fPM Inv. No.:30+.S. Lengtfl,T.-, *iarn, 2.3 cm(pl. XXIIil).

Amons the clay objects there is a miniature cup .tll_?_:on.rical body that belongs tothe South-Tiansdanűbiari Encru',"a r"ii".y_';;lo r'a'.''xxrv;l. In Bándi and Zoffmann'spublication we can find the description of the cup but nor irs phot6.1r
Description: a brown, miniature cup with handles, splayed rim and a flattened, spherical body. Thehandle and the joining part of the 'i- *"i. broken .ir,_á"á ;;;;"d''ö; * ;;i iíJ'*r''o two straishtencrrrsted line patterns ánd another one which,is 

'p1i, 
*,r. ,.l;;i.r. The rim is cross_hatched. The iowerpart of the body is covered uncler a horizontai Lnó with u u.',i.^u\ 

'.unning, 
triple coil of lines. JPM Inv.No.: 304'6. Height: 4.2 cm, aiu-.t.. áitii.i-, 5.2 cm (Pl. XXIVa).

The former nublications just touched upon the bronze jewellery, which also forms partof the finds (PI' )txj\b-;l. ii il'..; "i. ,n F.nbr.,"ni;of'J r-urr bronze spirar bracerer ancl rhefrasment of two bronze pins with piercea, .ori" rf.np.Jf*"a.
Description: two fragments of-a spiral bracelet with diamond.-shaped cross-section. Based on thetragmentery endinss rhe complete'braceler originally .onrl.i.i ol a. spiral having more rhan rhreethreads"|PNl Inv' No': 304'8-9.biu*.,.. +.o .*?pr. Í'xivb)'"i; undecorated broáze pins with cone_shaped heads' the heads ai9 p*...J ir'" l"*". p";;f ;i"; a.e b.oken off'JPNí Inv. No.:304.10.Length: 3.9 and 5.1 cm 1ff. X*rW_ct 

-^-

8
9

10

11

I2

li}llilÍ Í::iy;tö:öI::ő;liJ,?,'JliJir1iiÁ*o' and KoVÁCS (supra n I) 107,XI t' 4-5; T
)lYl9^,:lp.: n. s) 57. i5"5. r. s. i7+-s.
M' VASIC' "La nécrooole de Kliöeíac,'' Starinar3-4(]952-53) fig. 5; NÍ. GAR{SANIN, ,,Dubovaöko_Zutobrc1ska

ffi:"' 
in A' BENAÓ 6a.), rmlit:niia1lg,'íí,;ili;;;ű;;í;iiööb;i]LxxXII. 

4; StnatÓ $upra n.3) 58,

t/Bi?NEv' 
"The LBA cremadon graveyarcl of orsoya," Reports on prehistoric projects 2-3 (1ggg/2000) ng. 2.

P+IP] and ZoFFMANN (szpra n. t)48.
BANDI and ZOFFNÍANN i'rlp"a " ij+á' SIMIC (szpra n. 3).



CONTACTS ALONG THE DANUBE

13 BANDI and ZOFFN4ANN (szPra n. 1) 48, VI. t. 4-5, BÁNDI and KOVÁCS (supra n.1) 107, XI. t. 6_7; SIMIÓ

12r

The next object (P1. XXIVd, f) was described as having an unknown. function.ls The
object, which is .riparailelecl so far in the Carpathian basin, can be defined on the basis of
its'similarity to rhe clay boat modei found in the cemetery of Orsoya, Bulgaria (Pl. XXIVe)-14
The joining elements ihut u.. arched d.ownwards and can be the representations of either the

bracíng of"the boat or the seat of it, further back up- its interpretation as a boat model. There
are thiee such joining elements in the object from Orsoya and two in the objects from Darda
(one of them is"fragrientary).15 Its shape, which gets narrower towards the bottom, resembles
a real boat, which ál'o 

'.,pports 
the presumption in regards to its function. In addition, the

five pairs of holes piaced átö"g the upper' decorated rim of the boat can be interpreted T :l.
placé of fi.ve pairs of small' wóoden oars.16 The decoration below the holes, which is similar
'to u.o* of five flowersl7 depicted upside down, also reminds us of the,representation of
paddles. However, it is also poisible thát the oars were locked 

-in_ 
only those three pairs of holes

ihut .up be found in the .niddl" part of the side walls (P1. XXiVg), whereas the other holes
served to hang up the object itself. In the piece from Orsoya as we can see from the published
drawing, '" .ár' bb'".u""t*o holes under the rim on one side only; these two holes too can be
considered as oarlocks.

Description: a triangle shaped dark brown clay object with arched sides. It is without a bottom. Side

view: láoking at the To,lgitu'dinai side, it has vertical walls, looking at the shorter side it has the shape 
_of

an ungula, *:hi.n means"the boat model gets narrower towards the bottom. Its side walls were originally
bridge"d with two joining elements arched downwards - one of these was broken. Its rim is decorated
with"a cross'hatchéd [ne"pattern; under the rim, on both sides, the side walls are pierced with five holes.

Nong its sides we can sée a series of patterns of circles and scratched lines. Its decoration is further
.o-p"l.t.d with cross_hatched patterns ön the front and back parts: tlre decoration along the bottom and

the rirn constitlrtes of cross-hatched lines and a pattern of triangles created from the widening of these

lines.JPM Inv. No.: 3O+.3. Height: 3.4 cm,length: 9 cm (P1. XXIVd' 0'

Today a number of evidence proves that the use of {yS_-o"1 canoes (logboats) was not
unusual evén during the Mesolithic and Neolithic periods.i8 In the Carpathian basin, there
is evidence to sugge"st that the boat was the main tran_sport in prehistoric tim^es (cf. the boat
model founcl in lÉe Late Neolithic settlement site of the Tisza culttrre at Gorzsa, Eastern
Hungary and the south-eastern European parallelsof-this.boat, which are of similar age.).le 11

addiiion, the hydrographical ancl historic áata' and also the routes of the 19'h century inland
navigation from thé period preceding the regulation _of the river Tisza coincide with the

pictrire describing thé relationship of the Neolithic and Bronze Age cultures (cf. the spread
ór tn" vessels of ihe Transdanubün Encrusted Pottery culture in the eastern regions of the

(supra n.3) 58, T. 5. 3/3.
!4 T. SHALGANOVA, "the Lower Danube Encrusted Pottery Culture," in D.W. BAILEY and I. PANAYOTOV

(eds), Prehistoric Bulgaria (1995) 85_86, Í1g. 5.

15 Another fragrlent őf, pres,-,mab1y, a boát model with tlrree-similar joining_e]ements was published from
Cárna-ostroiogania: l,i. cgIctonANU'SANDok, Cultura Zuto Brr]o-Gtl,rla Mare. Contribu{ii la cunoa;terea

epocii bronuilui"Ia Duncirea NÍijloci'e ;i Inferioart7 (2003) pl. 149]? M: Btrlat refers to an unpub1ished boat model
fiom Dalj, see NI. BULAT, "Óalj_Livaclice," Arheoloihi Pregkd 21^(1979) 46'

16 A similai row of holes can be séen in two boat mode1s lrom LC tombs (one of them a1so has a hole for the

mast), see S.W. MANNING aÍ al., "Late Cypriot IA Nlaritíme Trade in Action: Underwater Sur_vey at Maroni
Tsaroukkas ancl the Contemporary East lvÍediterranean Trading System," BsÁ 97 (2002) 109_1i0' fig. 3.

I7 See NIOZSOLICS (supra n. 1).
18 The first widely-known logboat from pine wood came to light at Pesse, the Netherlands (6300 B.C.), see A.

WEGENERSLEES\A,.YK, ;A rechnical problem of the dugout," in H. TZALAS (ed.),Tropis III. 3'd International

Symposium on Shi!: Construction in Aniiquity, Athens 1989 jlOOl) ng 2; C. S_CHU^STER, "Gedank.1_ry_{",.
praÍristo.ischen Schifffahrt an der Donau.-Einbáume und Bretterbote,'' in P. RoGoZEA ancl V. CEDICA
iec1s), Fesschrift für F. MetLele{ zuln 60. Geburtstag. Bi'bliotheca historica et archaeologica Ban.atica XXXII (2004)

68' See a1so M._BUDJA, "The transition to faráing in Mediterraneatr Europe - an indigenous resPonse,''

Do cumen ta Praehistorica X'X\T ( 1 999) 124-L28.
19 F. HoRVÁTH, "Neolithic boat modei from Hódme zővásárhe|y-Gorzsa,'' in E.JEREM and P' RACZKY (eds)'

Morgenrot d'er Kulturen. Frühe Etappen d'er Menschhei,tsgeschichte in'Mittel- und S'üdosteuropct. FestschriJt für N.

KaLícz zum 75. Gebztrtsttt'g (2OO3) 263-275; SCHUSTER (supra n' 18) 68_71'



1 c)9 Viktória KISS

Carpathian basin: Pl. XXV;.zo Some data of similar importance were published by Schuster
about the Neolithic and Bronze Age records concerning navigation in the Lower Danube and
the Aegean territories.2l

On the basis of the representations (on a rock carving from Naxos dated to the Cycladic
Early Bronze Age) and some boat models (Palaiokastro and perhaps Naxos), research concludes
that the early Aegean boats might have also been logboats equipped with oars and sails or were
completed with sewn-on elements in order to make the boarding on the boat easier.22 After
some time, the boat was no longer constructed from tree trunks, but only the keel and the
other parts were built from planks. This had as a result the creation of a more complex and
multiple piece boat. Similar tlpe of plank boats were discovered in the British Isles and at
Central European sites dating in the Bronze Age.23

So we can estabiish that the simplest type of boat a the dug-out canoe, based on the
prehistoric boat finds from Central and Western-Europe and recent ethnographic observations.
However, the boat model from Darda, with its broadening shape and the decoration imitating
sewing (P1. XXM) - also applied in the case of the miniature clay baskets - refers to a sewn-
plank boat.24

Compared with the dug-out canoes, the broadening back part of the boat from Darda
provided bigger stability of the vessel. The previously mentioned boat finds from England and
Central Europe, or the oars that were found independently2s - together with holes observed
on the boat models - all support the presumption that the boats used for transporting and
fishing on the Rivers Danube and Drava resembled the rowing plankboats used in Europe
during the Bronze Age. The clay model that appeared from Novo Selo (Bulgaria) may be the

HORVÁTH $upra n. 19); cf. V. KISS, "Data to the eastern re1ations of Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery
culture,'' Biblioteca Muei ApuLercls 8 (i998); V. KISS, "Anknüpfungspunkte zwischen Mitteleuropa und
Transdanubien in der mittleren Bronzezeit," Antael,rs 25 (2002) fig.7.
SCHUSTER (supra n.lB).
WEGENER SLEES\.\,YK (supra n.18) 395-396; BUDJA (supra n.18) 126, fig. 4; SCHUSTER(supra n. 18) 71.
In the Aegean we can see larger rowing boats depicted on the frying pans from the Early Cyciadic period and
ships with sails on the fresco of the ship procession from Thera, from the Aegean Middle Bronze Age, see
H. MULLER-I(ARPE, "Zur Seefahrt im 3. und 2.Jt. V. Chr.," in H. MULLER-IiA.RPE (er7.), Zur geschicitlichen
Becleutung clerJrtihen Seefuhrt (1982) fig. 2 and 5; H. PALAIOLOGOU, "Aegean ships from the 2"d Millennium
B.C.,'' in H. TZALAS (ed'), Tropn I. Íl Internatinal S1lnposium on Ship Corutruction in Antiquity, Athens 1985
(1989) 219-222. A good example of the Late Bronze Age plank ships is known from the Cape Gelidonya
wreck: see S. N/ÍCGRAIL' The Ship. Rafts, Boats and, Ships Jrom Prehistoric Tilnes to the Med,ietlal Era (1981) 16;
K. DEMAKOPOULOU, "Shipwrecks in the Eastern Mediterranean," in Gods and Heroes oJ Bronze Age Europe.
Europe at the Time of Ulysses (2000) 36.
Caldicot, Wales (1880-1690 B.C.), Kilnsea, Engiand (1870-1670 B.C.), Erlach-Heidenweg, Switzerland (1675-
1404 B.C.): see P. VERHOEVEN, PJ. SUTER and J. FR-A.NCUZ, "Erlach-Heidenweg 1992. Herstellung
trnd Datierung des (früh)bronzezeit1ichen Einbaumes," Archtiologie im Kanton Bern 3 (1994); R. VAN DER
NOORT, R. MIDDLETON, A. FOXON and A. BAYLISS, "The 'Kilnsea-boat,' and some implications from
the discovery of Englands's oldest plank boat remains ," Antiquity 73 (1999); S. MCGRAIL, Boats of the World.
Frotn the Stone Age to N[edieual Times (2001) 172-174; see also HARDING (supra n.5) 171 ,180, fig. 5. 7; R.
BOCKIUS, "Abdichten, Beschichten, Kalfaten," /RGZM 49 (2002) Karte 3. The earliest known remains of
planked boats come from Denmark (ogárde ca. 3190 B.C.):SCHUSTER(supra n. 1B) 68.
To find out more about how these boat types were br,rilt, we can study the techniques applied with the
building of the tree-trunk coffins and plank-built colfins known from the Central European Bronze Age; see

J.-W. NÉUGEBAUER, Die Bronzezeit in ostösterreich (1994) fig. 39; J' BÁTORA., Das crtiberfeld' uon JiKouce/
Slouakei. Ein Beitrag zur Frühbronzezeit im nortlue'stlichen Karpatenbecken (Prahistorische Archtiologie Súdosteuropas
Band 16, 2000) 451, 462-163; HARDING (supra n.5) 105-109. Due to the climatic and soil conditions in the
Carpathian basin, similar observations were difficuit to make; however, lately, the traces of coffins, presumably
tree trunk, from the period of the Füzesabony crrlture were recorrlerl in Poigár_Kenderföld, seeJ. DANI, M.
Sz. MATHE and G.V. SZABO' "Ausgrabungen in der bronzezeitlichen Tell-Siedlung und im Gráberfeld
von Polgár_Kenderföld (Vorbericht über die Freilegung des mittelbronzezeitIichen Gráberfeldes von Polgár-
KenclerföId, Majoros-tanya),'' in C. LA.CSÓ @d.),-Broizezeitliche Kttlturerscheinungen int, Karpatischen Rtlum'
Die Beziehungen zu den benachbarten Gebieten (2003) 95, fig. a.
HARDING (supra n. 5) 177, 180, figs. 5.7 and 5. 8; cf. t{. MELLER, "Die Himmelsscheibe von Nebra - ein
frühbronzezeitlicher Fund von aussergewöhnlicher Bedeutung," Archtiologie in Sachsen-Anhalt 1 (2003) 10-14.
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representation of a (log)boat with sewn-on elements for safer boarding.% of course we should

;;il;bJ tÁat the Üoíí *oa"l represents the realboat in a simplified form' so in many cases

we cannot trace the proper technical details of the actual boats.

Despite the uninówn circumstances' the motifs' the material and the surface treatment

of the clay objects and, furthermore, the unique types.seem to have so close a connection

with each other. 1.n. u.rn-ption rhat the desciibed hnds belong together is considered here

jusdfied.
In addition to the above miniature finds' Bándi and' Zoffmann made record of another

.,-rp 1."girt"red under a different inventory number:JPNI In;z' No': 242; Height; 6'B cm)' The cup

can be ranked among the South-Transdanubian Entrusted Pottery, which got.to the mlrseum

;p;; or ,n" Juhász"collection from Darda (Pl. XXJIa).27 
'n. 

mr-rseum of osijek sives home

to several more vessels from Darda that cami to light as stray finds and were described first by

i;il;í;;á $i*ic.iu One of them (MSo Inv. No.: 4so; H.ignt: B cm) is a cup also belonging to

the South-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group, the ot6er is a vessel havilg-a characteristic

forrn (Etagenkrug ".-ó;; type) and decoráte'd with concentric circles (Pl' XXVIb). The latter

one is often interpreted u.'th. main form of the szeremle type-.. Y9!, it is common in the late

nhase of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery culture (also called 'proto-Szeremle phase')'2e

ffiiJJ;h; p.*ilit ,p..in"a vessels, we have knowledge of an urn from Darcla with links to

,n" ni1.to nioo-oa! é.,li''re (MSo Inrl. No': 56ol;'so
Some finds Íiom Karanac or Kozarac (Croatia; Pl. XXIIia_b) can be connected to the

above mentioned onj".t.. One of them is a fragment-of a chair model, also recorded as an altar

fragment (TPM Inv. úo.: 3B7.2; Height: 2.6 cmllength: 10.4 Cm).31 The site 1ie_s on the territory

;i:h; b.&;.*r i.isl"".) t,"i*".i Karanac and l(ozarac, but not much is known about the

circumstances of tne?iir.ou"ry of these stray finds. As opposed to the chair with an oval seat

from Darda' the one from Kiranac/Korurá, has a quaárangular-seat (PL XXVIc), therefore

resembles even more the already mentioned piecet from-the Lower Danube' The vessel

registered together with the chair modelgPY lhv. No.: 3B7.1) can be classiÍied as belonging

,oit'. yo.,'g3. phase of the South-Transdánubian Encrusted Pottery group'32 The stray finds

ffis1eclnijaperiodnabronzovataepohaot.Severozapad^naBlgarlja_.Matériaux
archéologiques de la a"r"ia'. pt.ioa. q"^t'ag" *-b:::'. en Bulgarie du Nord_otrest," Arl,,ologiya l2/3

27
28

29

30
31

J:

t l970 t fiö. 7; PALA tol'o colJ isup ra n. 22) 2I9. 22l'222'
BANDI ind ZOFFMANN (supra n. 1) 48, \TI' t' 2'

S. FOLTINy, ,.Ein Beitrag z.i. F.og. der rransdanubischen inkrustierten Keramik in Nordost-Jugoslawien,"

PZ 62 (1gB7í fig. 1.4 and I.c; SINIIÓ 1supra '"' 3) r' 4' l/2,T ' 5' 1/l'
we can understand the difference between the proto-Szeremle phase (of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery

culture) and the Szeremle culture, if we take inio account the fact that Bóna p-ub1ishcd only the material from

the older graves in the cemetery oiSr...ml., the ones whlch belonged to the South-Transdanubian Encrusted

P;,*'] gü.,p, s"..I. BÓNA, óie rnitttere Bronzezeit LIngarns y'nd, t|,re stld,östlichen Beziehungen (1975) Taf' 252_

258. See also I. BoNA ""j'cy. 
xóvÁxt' ",ttpa. bro"nzkori és Árpácl-kori vára/ÁIpár,'einebron'zezeitliche

und mitteialterlictre surg,'; cunzani,r 7 (1982) 6'9; KISS (sttprct n.20); K.P' I'ISCHL, V' KISS and G' KULCSAR'
,,Baks-Homokbánya, t o"re 

-e' 
r.á.ep.o bronzkori telépüIés .a Dé1_Alfó1dön/Baks_Homokbánya '(5o'

Csongrád), eine Érüh_ uncl mitte]brónzezeitliche Siec1lung l d:-lfh:i:s," Móra Ferenc Múzeum Eukönyae_

Stutlia Archaeologica 5 (ióó9' fig. 63. 1-9; K.P. FISCHL o"''a v' KISS, "A Vattina_kultúra kutatása és észak1

kaocsolatai,/Die Forschung der'Vattina-Kuitur und die Frage ehrer norclischen Verbindungen,'' NIóra Ferenc

ui"r"-'ii,ní";;r:S;;;;;i;i"rriigi;" B (2002) 132_133. Íhi. .liff.."''ce causes misunderstana1g's, wli{e

trying.to clefine the tinds of the Sz?remle ..,1trr.e_'-.f. BÁNDI anci KoVÁCS ('"P',?. \'1); G' 
'BÁNDI 

and T'

KOVACS, ',Die historisch.r-r B.ri.h.,rrgen cler bronzezeitlichen Szeremle-Grnppe," ActaArchHung 22 (7.970)

25_39. Since then the deÍinition of the irain t}?es of the Szeremle culture has been made more precise by T'

il;;;."ií:;(öV;öS,;il r.P.g*phi..n. uáb chronologische Stelie.der Szeremle_Kultur in der Rronzezeit

J". ríai.n"', t<o.put..,ú".t 
"i,',? 

i'iN. TASIC |ed'), Gomo"lava Bantl1 [1988] 1_3, Íig' 1; K'P' FISCHL' v' KISS

ancl G. KULCSÁR' op. cit. lO li , ng. 63). Th.e m11 yp.es.'9orr9sp9nd with Majnarió_PandZió's Pottery tyPes

oí rh. sii"to n.ao-ba; g.""p 6' u'ep'tn1qrANDliC, "Srednjobronóanodobni grobovi u Vrícu - Gráber

der mittleren Bror'rer"l ir-' et uel Írsac,'' opuscula Archaeologíca (Zagreb) 10 [1985] 58, fig 4)' The term
.Szeremle_Bijelo Brdo'..,1,.,.. may be adequáte to express üis.-similarity, cf. K'P' FISCHL andV' KISS' op'

cLt. )_33.

FOLTINY (supra n.28) Íig. 3' 4: SIMIC (supra n' 3)-I' 6' 2/4'
BÁNDI and ZoFFMANN-(rrrp- n. 1) 48, vtIt. t,. 

j; Si-ic á.igi'''ates it from Kozarac: slxttÓ (supra n' 3) 58'

i55.
BÁNDI anct ZOFFNIANN ('supra n. 1) 48, ViI. t. 6'
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originating from the same site were defined by Bándi aS grave fincls on the basis of the bronze
spiral beads (Pl. XXVId)33 and some additional vesseis (JPNI Inv. No.: 311.1-2,385.1-2) that all
got to the Janus Pannonius Museum. SpaJió excavated a settIement dating from the younger
phase of the South-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group at the same site in 1956.34 From
this site, we also have knowledge of finds of the Bijelo Brdo-Dalj culture: based on some pottery
fragments and on the burnt human bones mentioned by Spajió' Majnarió-PandZii suggested
the probable existence of urn graves.35

Bearing all this in mind, and considering the bronzejewellery and also the decoration of
the vessels and other objects, the finds from Darda and Karanac/Kozarac can be considered
as having originated from the gÍaves of the South-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery gÍoup
(RBAZ-BB1). However, due to the uncertain circumstances of their discovery, we cannot rule
out that these objects might have belonged to the Bijelo Brdo-Dalj culture (RBB1).

We should also mention that on the basis of the anthropological examination of the
ashes from the burials of the North-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group, in some cases it
was possible to demonstrate that young children were buried together with miniature objects
and distinct grave-goods (Mosonszentmiklós in Hungary; Malá nad Hronom in Slovakia).so
IJnfortunately, no such anthropological analysis exists for the grave finds from the territory
of the South-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group or from the matsrial of the Szeremle-
Bijelo Brdo-Dalj culture. Nevertheless, all the above evidence Supports Simiő's interpretation:
the finds from Darda (and very likely those from Kozarac as well), which consist of small-sized
bronze jewellery and miniatr-rre objects, can be interpreted as grave offerings from a child's
grave.37 Beyond practical functions (children's toys), research usually attributes a cultic aspect
to the above mentioned miniature objects.

We have knowledge of the analogies of the miniature objects (boat model, chair model)
found to be unique in the material of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery from the settlements
and cemeteries of the people who used pottery with encrusted decorations and inhabited
the regions along the Danube south of the territory that today belongs to Hungary. These
cultures were referred to by many names: in Croatia Bijeio Brdo-Dalj, in Serbia-Montenegro
Dr-rbovac_Zuto Brdo, in Romania Gárla Mare-Cárna and in Bulgaria Balej-orsoya culture' In a
comprehensive review, Shalganova proposed the generic term of "Lower-Danube Encrusted
Pottéry'' to refer to the terriiory lying along the Danube east of River Morava.38 In my paper
I use the name "Danubian Encrusted Pottery" as a common term for the material found
along the Danube south of the territory of the Transdamrbian Encrusted Pottery culture.
Prehistorians have for a long time been aware of the relationship between the Danubian and the
Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery culture, though much is still unclear about the details of this
reiationship (migration?), and the chronology of the Danubian Encrusted Pottery finds (from

My lormer publication erroneously showed the spiral beads made of bronze wires as part of the Darda
assemblage (V. KISS' "Bronzkori csónakmodell Dárdáról,'' osrégészeti leuelek 4 [200a] Fig. 1' 13).
E. SPAJIC, "Izvjeótaj o nalazima keramike u bronöanog doba iz Kozarca/ An account of the Bronze Age finds
from Kozarac ," Osietki zbornik 5 (1956) T.I.2, 1,5-6, B, T, II. 5-6, T. III. 1-6, T. IV. 1-3, 6-10, T. V. 1,3, 5,7-9,
T. VI-IX, T' xII. 3_+; FOLTINY (supra n' 2s) ng. t. 3, 5; SnarÓ $tt"pra n.3) T. 4. 1/1,T.4.2/4,T.4. 3/7'3,
T.1.4/1,T.5. 1/4.
SPAJIC (supra n.34) 1956, 37, T. XI; MAJNARIC-PANDZIC (supra n.29) '19, 59-60.
NÍosonsZentmiklós: Zs. ZoFFI'ÍANN, "Anthropologische Unterzuchungen der mitte1bronzezeítlichen
Bevöikerung der Gráberfelder Von NIoSonsZentmiklós-János1rázaplrsZta und Siófok-Ba1atonszéplak
(Ungarn),'' janus Pannonius Múzeum Eukön1ue 16 (i971); V. K]SS, "Megfigyetések a mészbetétes kerámia
kultúrája temetkezési szokásairól és társadalmáróy'Obsen'ations on the funerary rites and the society of
the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery Culture," in G. ILON (ed.) MOMOZ III. Az "Oskoros kutatok" III.
összejöaetelének lzonferenciakötete (2004) 244-245, Fig. 6. Malá nad Hronom:J.JAI(A.B, "Antropologickáanalyza
Ziarového hrobu z doby bronzovej z Malej nad Hronom - Anthropologische Analyse eines bronzezeitlichen
Brandgrabes aus Malá nad Hronom,'' Archeologick! yÍskury a nálezy na.SlouenshtL u roku 1992 (1993) 72; o.
OZDANI, "Detskf dvojhrob z doby bronzovej z Malej nad Hronom/Kinderdoppelgrab aus der Bronzezeit
aus Ma1á nad Hronom,'' Pamiatky a múzetÍ 4 (1994) 32-34.
ítwÓ (supra n. 3) 58.
SHALGANOY A (supra n. 14) 292-293.
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RBBl rill Ha,A1, or Lrntil RBCZ) is debated.:e Alt this is in close connection with the problem of
separating the material of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery culture from the Szeremle and
tné nueto erdo-Dalj culture,4o and also with the question of the relationship between the Vatin
and the Dubovac-Zuto Brdo cultures.4l Despite all these problems we can state that the finds
from Darda (even if we take the uncertainty of their dating into account; RBA2-BB1), predate
the age of the aforementioned Danubian Encrusted Pottery finds, therefore can be regarded as

the forerunners of the latter ones.
Beside the above miniature objects, we also have knowledge of some very characteristic

bell-shaped skirted female figurines from the Danubian Encrusted Pottery groups. These
anthropomorphic statuettes have been the subject of many shorter publications and several
studies.a2 Z. Letica has made a detailed enumeration of the Íigurines and divided them into
three territorial groups: the western group (nulj) includes the sites from Baranja ancl Sirmium-
Slavonia; the middle group (Kliöevac-Dubovac-Zuto Brdo) that includes the sites from East-

Slavonia, Baóka and mid-Banat; finally' the South-East Banat, the Serbian part of the Danube
region, Romania and Bulgaria fall in the eastern group (Korbovo-Gárla Mare-Cárna). The
thiee groups reflect chronological developments from the older (western group) to the
yo'-'''ge' (eástern).a3 Their classification was based on stylistic anaIysis and has been accepted
by later research.44 However, a detailed analysis is still hindered by the fact that the majority
oi the Íigurines are Stray finds.a5 Very few come from excavations and have been properly

V. DUL'IITRESCIJ, Neuopola r].e incinera|i'e d,in epoca bronzului tla la Ctma (1961): B. HÁ\SEL. Bei'trrige zur
Chronologie d,er mittleren Bronzezeit im Karpatenbecken, BAM 78 (1968) 740-7/\2, Beil. 12; R. HACHMANN,
"Rezensún zu V. Dumitrescu' Necropola de incineraqie din epoca bronzului da la Cirna,'' Germania 46 (1968)

368_370; I. CHICIDEANU, "Die Frühtrakische Kultur''' Dacia 30 (1986); C. REICH, "Das Gráberfeld von
Cirna," PZ77 (2002).

40 BÁNDI and KoVÁCS $upra n.29) 25_39; BÓNA (supra n.29) 226-227; B' HÁNSEL, "Südoste_urop^a^zwisch^e^n

1600 und 1000 v. Chr.,'' in B. HÁNSEL (ed.), Súdosteurofsa zuischen 1600 und ]000 a. Chr. (PAS 1, 1982) 3l-32;
S. FQLTINY, "Zwei inkrustierte Gefásse in RGZM und die Problematik des mittelbronzezeilichen Typus
Szeremle,'' JRGZM 30 (1983); B. HÁNSEL and P. ROMAN, "Siediungsfunde der bronzezetlichen G'irl,a

Nlare-Gruppe bei Ostrovu Corbului östlich des Eisernen Tores,'' PZ 59 (7981); N. NIAJNARIC PAND?I!'
"Srednje 6ionóano doba u istoónoj Slavoniji/Die_mittlere B*ronzezeit in Ostslawonien,'' in N. MAJNARIC_
PANDZIÓ @d.), Arheoloika i,straíiuanja u Istotnoj Slauoniji i Baranji Qzajeita1i' Hruatskog arheoloíhog druitua.9,
1984); MAJNARIÓ-PANDZIÓ (supra n. 29) 58; BONA and NoVAKI (;upra n.29) 69; KoVACS^1szpra.n. 29.):

N. TASIÓ;"Das Problem c]er Funde von Szeremle im Banat und ihre Chrono1ogie,'' in N. TASIC 1ed.), The

Yugoslau Danube Basin and, the Neighbouring Regions in the Td_Millennium B.C. (1996) 147-162; FISCHL, KISS
u'.á t<uLcsÁr-$uprcl n' 29) 113-119,1'26-127, fig.63;FISCHL and KISS (supran.29) 132-136' 143-144. See
also n. 29.

41 B. HÁNSEL and P. NIEDoYIC, "Zur Stellung des bronzezeitlichen Panöevo-Omoljica-Stils innerhalb des
Keramikentwicklung der Vattina_Klltlr," Starinar 40-1l (1988-89); IID.' "Vorbericht über die jugoslawisch
cleutschen Ausgrabung in der Siedlung von Feudvar bei NIoSorin (Gem. Titel, Vojvodina) von 1986-1990,"
B7TRGK 72 (1991); F. FALKENSTEIN, Feudttar IL Ausgrabungen unrl Forschungen in einer Mihroregion am

Z.tlsatnmenJluss aon Donau und Theiss (PÁs 14, 199B) 41'46; N. TASIC. "The probiem of the Belegi5 (Belegté-

Cruceni, i}elegró-Bobda) culture. Genesis, duration and periodization,'' in F. DRA$OVEAN (ed.), Fenschrift

Jtir c. Lazarouíci. Bibliotheca Historica et Archaeologica Banatica Xxx (2001)311-321; FISCHL and KISS (supra

n. 29) 132-136, 1'13-145.
42 M. VASIÓ, "Kliöevaéke nekropola,/La nécropole de Klióevac''' Starinar 3-4 (1952-53) 8-9; V. TRBUHOVIC'

"PlastikaVrSaőko_Zutobrdskekulturnegrupe/LaplastiquedllgroupeVróac-Zutobrdo," Starinclr7-8(1956_57)
132; NI. GARA.SANIN, Banat-srpsko Podunavlje-Kerameikos,/Banat-Serbisches Donauland-Kerameikos,"
RadVojaoctan.shih Muzeja 2 (1952) 67-72;T' KOVACS, "Bronzkori harangszoknyás szobrok a MagyarNemzeti
Múzeum gyűjteményében/Bronze-Age beil-skirted Statuettes in the coilection of the Hungarian National
Museum,',' ArchEú 99 (1972) 47-51.

43 Z. LETICA, Antropomorfne figurine bronza'nog doba uJugoslauiji (1973) 60, 91.
44 G. SCHUN'IACHÉR_MATTHÁUS, Studien zu bronzezeitlichen' Smucktrachten im Karpatenbechen (NÍarburger

Studien zur Vor- unrl Frühgeschichte Bd.6, 1985) 7, Karte 1; KOVÁCS $upra n. 29) 156-158; P. MEDOVIC,
"Ein neuer ldoltyp aus der Nekropole Stubarlija bei der Siedlung Feudvar/Vojvodina," in C. BEC$ER,
\4..L. DUNKELMANN, C. METZNER.NEBELSICK, H. PETER-ROCHER, NiI. ROEDER and B" TERZAN
(eds), Xpóvoq' Beitrrige zur prt)historischen Archiiologie zwi;chen Nord- uncl Südosteuropa. FestschriJt Jiir B' Htirsel
(Internationale Actzc)otogie. Studia Honoria Bd. 1, 1997) 335-3'10; D. KRSTIC, Bronze Age necropolis in Korbouo
(Arheoloíke rnonografije 15, 2003) l47, 160.

15 See also S. K\RIűA"NSKI,Katalog antropomorJne id'otplasti'keI(7c)7B);j. SIMIÓ, "Bronóanodobna antropomorfna
plastika u sjeveroistoónoj Siavoniji i Baranji/Antropomorphe P1astik aus der Bronzezeit im nordostlichen
Slawonien und Baranja,'' osjeéki Zbornil<.20 (1989) 9-29; P. N4EDOVIC, "Die Inkrustierte Keramik der



published.ao Thus, the groups sharing a similar material culture can be separated only on
typological grounds.

The development of the bell-shaped skirted figurines is still in question. Earlier
rese-arch perceived the somewhat similai figurines of t]he Vuöedol culture as the ancestorsof the mentionecl Statuettes.47 Majnarió-Panázió, however, Warns us that the finds from the
Somog1vár-Vinkovci culture dividés the Vuöedol culture and the earliest, Slavonian groups
of the Danubian figurines.as Based on the absolute chronology accepted roday in the i"gro'rr,
more than one thorrsand years Sep-arate the Vr'röedol culture (dáted aróund 2B0ó B.C.) frori theperiod of_the yollnger (decorated, Panöevo-omofica) phase of the Vatin culture49 and from
the period when the Bijelo.Brdo-Dalj ancl DubovicZrio Brdo groups evolved (the previously
mentioned, Panöevo-omoljica phase is dated between 1520 and"14zo g.c. as far as tÉe 1aC datáof the younger layers of the Nío5orin-Feudvar settlement is concerned).ro 

'n. 
latter data isimportant because of the Statuettes found in a vessel of the same Vatin périod in grave 28 from

the,cemetery at Mollrin-Stubarlija.sl Unfortunately we have little knowledge of"the figurines
of that long_period. Th'e1e are some Clay.Statuettes having a human shape rrJm the Som?gyvár-
Vinkovci culture,52 and from the early phase of the Vatii culture.53 The Darda finds, ho#áve.,
mav help_us particularly as regards to the question of the missing figurines of the lii.upo.tug
and the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery culture. According tő tÉe clay imitatior. of bir.ü
bark vessels and the boat model preserved at Darda, o.'" poí'ible explaíation could be that
the similar miniature-obj9.j'usually clefined as children's tóys or cult objects, were' during theperiod of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery cultr-rre (and probabty a".ing the age 3f its
ancestor the Kisapostag culture), ínos_tly made of organic materjals and it 'u, J.rly late"r, at the
end of RBA2-beginning of the BB1 that these objec-ts srarred ro be made in clay.
. . 

The interpretation of the scratched in motifs on the figurines helps us in the analysis of
the elements of the dress and the chronological definition of t]he statuettés. From this anaíysis' it
turns out that the pendants.appearing on the figurines are already present in the characteristic
bronze jewellery (the so-called Tolnánémedi tlpe hoards) of thá Transdanubian Encrusted

NÍittelbronzezeit in der Vojvodina,'' in TASIÓ (supra n.40) T. III-N; CHICiDEANU_SANDoR (suNlra n' 15)
101-112.
From Kladovo to Prahovo (Iron Gate II project, Serbia-Montenegro) 64 new anthropomorphic statuettes
:i"T.,: ligllg_"_- settleme,nts, 17 pieces irom cemeteries ancl 17lieces from uncerrain circ,lmstances, seeM'GARASANINetal.,lTaa!:slgSaeske2(198!89-90,105-107;IId., EerctapskeSueske3(1986)7-t6,83,142,
264-283,308-335, 167-47l; M. \TJKMANOVIÓ anc] P. PoPouÓ, "Preclmeti kultne namene na na]aziétima
!19111""9 doba ha Derdapur/CIlt objects on Bronze Age sites in the Iron Cate," Zbornik Narodnog Muzeja
16 (1995) 94, Tab. I_V' See'also [he_recently published ceÁeteries of Korbovo_Gtu-1u, xnsité(supran. ++l;

9T:":9:,To'ogania and Plosca-Cabana de metal: CHICIDEANU_SANDOR (stlpraÁ. rc).KOVACS (stlpra n. -l2r: LETIC \ tsupro n. 131.

ry MAJNARIC-PÁNDZIC. "o porijeklu.sre.dnjebronöanoclobne antropomorfne plastike u jugoslavenskom
Podrrnavljrr ' Lrber c]ie Genesis dér mittelbónzezeitlichen anth.opomorphen Plastik im iugoslawischenDonauraum." opusrulu Arrhneologirn tZagreb) 7 (1982):_slNllC(,upra 'n. +s,.' 

---- "-J--D.-

,^{:.Tdj1l$'t'o^the chronology ot Hánsel ánd NIEDoVI1 $u,pra ". 
+l; t 13'120.

Cf. B. HANSEL,."Die bronzezeitliche Besiedlung uncl ihie Funcle," BRGK 72 (1991) 7l-72; B. HANSELand P. MEDoVIÓ, "14C Datie-rungen aus clen früÍ- und mittelbronzezeitlichen Schichien dei Siedlung ,ronFeudvar bei NIoóorin in der Vojvodina," celmania 70 (1992) 252-257; S. FORENBAHER, ,,Racliocarbon
dates and absolute chro_nology of the Centrai European Earíy Bronze Age"' Antiqut1 az (rcsz1 218-220,23ő-256 1993; A' LIPPERI "P1e^T+3o]og1sctrei-c1!rndlagen,'' Abhantttuigen r|er éeotőgisch)n Bundesanstalt
56 (1999) Tab. 2. See a]so P. RA.CZKY, E. HERTELENDI a'nd F. HORVÁTH, "Zur abso'luten Datierung derbronzezeitlichen Tell-Kulturen in Ungarn," in W. N4EIER-ARENDT (ed.), Bronzezeit in (Jngctrn. Forschungen in
Tell-Sietllungen a,n Donau.und Theiss GggZ) 42-47.
NÍED-o--ViC (:y{! 

", 
aa) fig. 4-7; see a simiIar vessei from Feudvar: HÁNSEL (supra n.50) 79, Taf. 7. 1; see alsoFISCHL a^n{ I!]SS (su'pra n- 29) 130, 143. The vessel that was founcl together í,itlr the hg,'.i.'. at Klenovnik

Til!:^9l'i,'i1ar age, see M. KOSoRIÓ, "Statueta iz Klenovnika/StJtuette cle K]enov"nik ,'' Starinar 13-74(1962-63)Fig. 1.

Y _l9ry^PAR, "Earlv Bronze Age Settlement Patterns in Sorrth_West Transdanubía," Antaells 22 (1995)
Pt. 120-121.
vatin: LETIC.\ (supra n. 43) T. vII. 6; GARASANT gupra n.9) T. DLXXII. 1. To the. early varin phase cf.M. BoGDANoWÓ, "l'tittelserbien in der Bronzezeit uná die Vattina-Kd;;;;;" +\;iz|;;b;i. +ol sz_ros,FISCHL and KISS (supra n.29) 129-130, 142-8.
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Fottery culture.s4 Explaining the chronoiogical difference between the bronze jewellery and
their depictio'n is a difÍicult task. This Controversy can be resolved by recent obs'ervatioás: on
the vessels of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery culture that were excavated under well-
clocumented circumstances and also on stray finds,55 we find depictions of thejewellery even from
the veryöegr1ningperiod of the culture (end of RBA1; Pl' X'YVIe-h, m: Kesziirely, Szólős5yörök'
!o]<od, V9r1lankery "B" cemetery, Grave CXXI) up to its younger phases (RBA2; pt. *XVti-t:
Balatonszéplak-Vadkácsás Grave 70, Mosonszentmiklós Grave 19, Nagylók' Szőny-Koponyás).

- . 
Thg comparison of.the antr-op-omorphic statuettes and theiri'elation to the'Ae$ean

relative chronology has triggered different opinions. Even the first works refer to the Jmail
figurines of the Mycenaean civilisation (e.g. Mycenae, Tiryns, Phylakopi etc.) as being the
proper parallels to the bell-shaped-skirted statuettes;56 the relationship with the clay objeöts of
the sub-Nlycenaean graves of the Kerameikos have also been put forward.5T In additiori to the
typological relationship' Chicideanu-Sandor and Chicideanu ítated that the Purpose of placing
the Danubian bell-shaped skirted statuettes in the graves might have .o..e.po.rdeb with the 'Tau:
and-'Phi' figurines known Írom the $a]e'S of the Mycenaóan civilisation. Mylonas interpreted
the Myc.enaean figurines that came to light from-the graves of young girls as represeniations
of nannies, who iooked after children after death.58 It was suggested ttrit at the Lbwer Danube
too, pre_puberty children (girls?) belongine to a certain sociá|class were entitled to be buried
with the bell-shaped skirted figurines as grave supplements.5e

As we have seen,the mentioned figurines and the other miniature objects of the Danubian
ln9ry.st9d Pottery culture were in use from RBBl until HaAl (or until RBC2 according to
Reich's latest interpretation) and, based on the raC data, it has now become clear that this peiiod
should be dated from around 1600/1500 B C to 1200/1100 B.C. in Central Europe.6d Since
the earljest Mycenaean anthropomorphic figurines are dared to rhe beginning of the LH iIIA
phase (from 1400 B.C.)61 and recent research suggests that the developirent oT these figurines
@RUTTIldY,..ZurDeutungderDepotÍundevomTypusTolnanémediim

1T3*]""^"!Tg_ mít dem Idol von Babska,'' Annalen dis Nannhiitorischen Mtlseu-i'i, Wirr 85lA (t983)
1-17; G. SCHUMACHER-MATTHÁIJS (supra n. 41) 7)'-72; T. KoVÁCS, *Ein Beitrag zur Unterstrchtrng
der bronzezeitlich.en Verbindr'rngen zwischen Südtransdanr-rbien und der unteren öonaugegend - Eg}
sajátos adat a Dél-DunántúI és az Al-Duna-vidék bronzkori kapcsolatainak vizsgá1atáhoí''"pourrn 5i
(1986); NI. CHICIDEANU-SANDOR and I. CHICIDEANU, "Contribution ro the siudy of the Giria Mare
anthropornorphic statuettes," Dacia 34 (1990) 62 64, Fig. 12; SHALGANOVA (.su.pra n. i+1 ZS+.55 Sz. HoNTI anrl V. KISS, "Neuere Angaben zur Béwerturrg cier Hortfunde'vom T1p To1nanémedi,''
ActaA.rúHung 51 (1999 2000) 8a-B7, fig 5' See also IID., "A méúbetétes kerámia kultúrájíkorai időszakának
leletei Somogy megyében zFinds of the early piase of the Transdanubían Encrusted Potte"ry culture in Cotrnty
Somogy,'' Somogyi NIúzettmok Közleményei 13 (199B) 67, XI. t.

56 V.G. CHILDE, The Danube in Prehistory (1929) 286; VASIC \supra n.42); TRBUHOyIC gupra n.42);
59yÁ!q Gy|ra y. E2) 50; MAJNARIC PÁNoZIc \sLLpra n. a-B); É ToDoRoVA, "The Late Bronze Age
Idols of the Danrrbe,'' in Gods and Heroes of Bronze Aee Éurope. Euro|:e at the Time of LItysses (2000) 15B.57 GAR\SANIN ('"?!?".a\;J.BoUZrr,"rhe Argeai, Árlatátia anrl'Europe: Cutturát literrelLtioryin the Second
MiLlennium B.C. (1985) 200.

58 A. FURUMARK, 
The_C!:o:ology,of the tuIycenaean Poxery 0941) 86; G. NIYLONi\S, xtlycenae and the tuIycenaean

Áge (1966) 114-116; E. FRENCH, "The development of Vlycenaean Terracotta Figurines," BsÁ 66 (1972) 103,
108.

59 CHICIDEANU-SANDOR ancl CHICIDEA\I_U (supra n. 54) 73-7a; \'IJKr\IANOVIÓ and PoPoYIÓ $upran.46)94;REICH (sttpran.39) 162, fig. 1;CHICIDEANUSANDOR(supra n. 15) 101-112, pl. t98. Thefact
that also from the Danubian Encrusted Pottery regions we have knowle'dge of small clay axe models similar
to the ones already klrown_fro_m the Mycenaean graves, further fosters tüe presrrmed ielationship with the
Mycenaean culture, see CHICIDEANU-SANDOR and CHICIDEANU gufira n. b4) 73; SHALGANOVA
fy!:qry _l4) Fig. 80-84; \'LIKNÍANOVIÓ a1d PoPouÓ (supra n' '16) Pl. v. i-;; eoNív ('supra n.10) 27_28;CHICIDEANU-SANDOR (su,pra n. 15) 122-126; pt. 177-178.60 J IOJ+JDZI-EV' "Chronology^ of prehistoric culrures in Bulgaria," in BAILEy and pAN,\yoToy (supra
n. 74) 174, 187; see also the.Chronological Table tn Gotls oriHrrou of Bronze Age Europe. Europe at the Time
o!'rllyses (2000) 16. This period corresponds with the Aegean LH I-IIiB/C phasés.61 IRlryqT $upra-n' 58) 103-104; EAD., "Mycenaean figuies ancl figuriáes,'their t1polog7 anci function," in
R' HAGG ancl N. MARINATOS (eds), Sanctuaries ani Cults in theÁegean Bronze ige. P7oceed,ings oJ the First
International Sym'lsositlm at the Swedish Institute in Athens, 12 13 fuIay"l9s0 (1981)izz-tzl; A."TÁNIVAKI,
"Some unusual Mycenaean terracottas from the Citaciel F{ouse area,'' BsÁ 68 irgrs); I. WEBER_HIDEN, ,,Zur
Datierung Mykenischer ldole," ArchKonBl 15 (1985) 30'7-3]12. H"W. C,\TLiNG, i;A Nlycenaean rerracorra
figure from the Menelaion,'' BSÁ 90 (1995) 187: "there was a Very wide currency from íh" 1ut. 15,h century
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can be linked to the Minoan terracotta statuettes,62 we can asslrme that the cult objects of the
Danubian and the Mycenaean cultures developed independently but the function óf the more
or less contemporary objects and the practice of the cult might have been in close relation.63

Viktória KISS

onwards of the human figurines of tau, phi and psi t1pes, together with a complex of animal figurines and
small-scale models of boats and several kinds of furniture...."
R. HÁGG, "official ancl popular cults in Mycenaean Greece," in HÁGG ancl MARINAToS (supra n. 61)
35-39, Fig. 1; K. ILA.LOGEROPOULOS, in this volume.
The supposed relatiot-t is provided also by the fact that in Argos, from a group of Íinds datecl to LH IIIA2-B 1,
the fragments of some anthropomorphic statuettes, a piece of a throne model, the fragments of animal
figurines, a glass paste sea] and a boat mode1 came to light from tlre same Context; they wére intelpretecl as
objects with a religious aspect by PALAIOLOGOU (supra n. 22) 222, 224. Bonev iclentifies a culf scene in
the position of the objects íound besides the ashes in the trrn from Grave no. 310 in the cemetery of orsoya,
based on the descr1ption of Filipov: the figurine was lying on the throne (or the chair moclel), wíth two boat
models behind, see A. BONET "T'*tijl i Egejskljat Svjat prez vtorata polovina na II khiljacioletie pr n. e.,"
Razkopki i l:rouchttanija 20 (1988) Obr" 27.
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Location of Darda and Kozarac, Croatia (the map of the Carpathian Basin after @ Zentai
László).
Location of Darda and Kozarac, Croatia (after SIMIC lnQra n.3] Karta 4.1).
Darda' Croatia. Miniature basket-shaped vessei (1c photo by I. Bóna, 1d_e photos by the
author).
Darda. Fragment of a miniattrre basket-shaped vessel (photos by I. Bóna).
Imitation of sewing on the decoration of the basket-shaped vessels (photo by I. Bóna).
Darda. Lower part of the chair model (photos by the author).
Darda. Upper part of the chair model (photo by the author).
Orsoya, Bulgaria. Chair model (after BONEV lsut1ra n. 101 Fig. 2.I2/14).
Darda, Croatia. Miniature cup of the South-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group
(photo by R. Fenlvesi).
Darda. Fragments of a bronze spiral bracelet (photo by the author).
Darda. Fragments of two bronze pins with pierced, cone-shaped heads (photo by the
author).
Darda. Drawing of a miniature boat model (drawing by the author).
Orsoya, Bulgaria. Drawing of a miniature boat model (after SHALGANOVA fszlpra
n. 141 Fig. 5. B5).
Darda. Photo of the miniature boat model (photo by the author).
Darda. 3D computer image of the boat model, interpreted as a rowing boat (by Zs.
Réti).
Exportedvesseis andbronze artefacts of theTransdanubianEncrustedPotteryculture (the
map of the Carpathian Basin after @ Zentai Lászlő , the pottery imports after KISS [sz{rra
n. 20]; with the distribution of the neighbouring cultures (after I. BONA, "Bronzezeitliche
Tell-Kulturen" in MEIER-ARENDT lsupra n. 50], map: Mittlere Bronzezeit I-II; Z.
MARKOVIÓ, "o genezi i poöecima licenskokeramiöke kulture u Sjevernoj Hrwatskoj'''
Optlscula Archaeologica (Zagreb) 27 120031fig.4; N.G.O. BOROFFIG, Die Wietenberg'
Kultur Ein Beitrag zur Erforschung der Bronzezeit in Siidosteuropa lUniuersittitforschungen
zur prtihistorischen Archriologie 19,1994] maps 3-4;T' KovACS, "A középső bronzkor: a
virágkor,'' in B. MARAZ (ed.), A bronzkor kincsei Magyarországorz [1995] fig. 6,17). .
Darda, Croatia. Cup of the South-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group (after BANDI
ancl ZOFFMANN fszpra n. 1]T. VII. 2).
Darda. Cup of the late (proto-Szeremie) phase of the Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery
culture (after SiNIIC lsupra n.3lT. 5. l/l).
Karanac/Kozarac, Croatia. Fragment of a miniature chair model (photo by the
author).
Katanac/Kozarac. Spiral beads made of bronze wires (photo by I' Bóna).
Keszthe1y-Fenékpuszta, County Zala, W-Hungary. Cup of the late Kisapostag-early
Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery phase (drawing by the author).
Szőlősgyorök, County Somogy, W-Htrngary. C'p of the late Kisapostag-ear1y
Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery phase (drawing by the author).
Várdomb, County Tolna, W-Hungary. Cup of the iate Kisapostag-early Transdantibian
Encrtrsted Pottery phase (drawing by A. Csiszér).
Tokod. Cup of the Tokod group (after Mag1arország Régészeti Topogrtifiája 5, I0. t. 5).
Nagylók, County Fejér, W-Hungary. Cup of the younger phase of the North-
Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery grolrp (after HONTI and KISS [szpra n. 55, 1999-
20001 fig. 5, 1).
Szóny-Koponyás, County Komárom'Esztergom, W-Hungary. Crip of the vounger phase
of the North-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group (.after ibicl., Frg. 5, 2).
Siófok-Balatonszéplak Grave 70, County Somogy' W-Hungary. Cup of the younger
phase of the North-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery grolrp (.after ibid., fig. 5. 3).
Níosonszentmiklós-Jánosházapuszta Grave 19, County Győr-Moson-Sopron, W-Hungary.
Amphora of the younger phase of the North-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery group
(after ibid., fig. 5, 5).
Vörs_Papkert "B'' cemetery, Grave CXXI' County Somogy, WHungary. Amphora of the
older phase of the North-Transdanubian Encrusted Pottery .qÍoup (after ibid., fig. 5' 6).
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