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CĄTEVA CONSIDERAἩII PRIVIND VASELE ANTROPOMORFE  

ĊN NEOLITICUL TIMPURIU DIN NORD -VESTUL ROMĄNIEI 

 

 

Cristian Virag* 

 

 

Cuvinte cheie: neolitic timpuriu, cultura Starļevo-Criĸ, nord-vestul Rom©niei, 

vase antropomorfe. 

Keywords: Early Neolithic, Starļevo-Criĸ culture, north-western Romania, 

anthropomorphic vessels. 

 

 

Rezumat: Problema neoliticului timpuriu din nord-vestul Rom©niei a devenit 

ceva mai clarŁ ´n urma sŁpŁturilor arheologice din anii 1970-1980 pe situri precum 

Homorodu de Sus, Homorodu de Mijloc, Dumbrava, Fughiu, Suplacu de BarcŁu ѽi 

ZŁuan. Ċn ultimele douŁ decenii, au avut loc descoperiri importante ´n timpul 

cercetŁrilor de teren, atribuirea lor faza IIIB / IVA a culturii Starļevo-Criѽ baz©ndu-se 

pe anumite elemente ale decoraѿiei ceramicii, cum ar fi ciupiturile sau barbotina; cu 

toate acestea, aceste elemente au fost mai mult sau mai puѿin prezente ´n etapele imediat 

urmŁtoare ale culturii Piѽcolt. 

P©nŁ de cur©nd, se considera cŁ ´n acest orizont cronologic t©rziu au apŁrut 

vasele antropomorfe ´n mediul Starļevo, cu tipuri care se vor dezvolta mai departe ´n 

urmŁtoarele etape ale neoliticului. DouŁ astfel de piese au fost deja publicate provenite 

din nord-vestul Rom©niei. Ċn acest context, vŁ prezentŁm aici alte trei astfel de 

artefacte: douŁ din TŁѽnad-Sere ѽi unul din Homorodu de Sus-Ograda Borzului. 

Abstract: The problem of the Early Neolithic in north-western Romania 

became somewhat clearer following archaeological excavations in 1970-1980s at sites 

such as Homorodu de Sus, Homorodu de Mijloc, Dumbrava, Fughiu, Suplacu de 

BarcŁu and ZŁuan. In the last two decades, important discoveries took place during 

field surveys, their attribution to the phases IIIB/IVA of the Starļevo-Criĸ culture being 

based on certain elements of the pottery decoration, such as the pinches or the 

barbotine; nevertheless, these elements were more or less present during the 

immediately following stages of the Piѽcolt culture also. 

Until recently, it was considered that it was at this late chronological horizon 

that the anthropomorphic vessels appeared in the Starļevo environment, with types that 

would develop further during the next stages of the Neolithic. Two such pieces had 

already been published originating from north-western Romania. In this context, we 

present here three more such artefacts: two from TŁѽnad-Sere and one from Homorodu 

de Sus-Ograda Borzului. 

 
 

                                                                 
*  Muzeul JudeἪean Satu Mare.  
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Problematica neoliticului timpuriu din nord-vestul Rom©niei a fost ´ntruc©tva 

clarificatŁ ´n urma sŁpŁturilor arheologice desfŁἨurate ´n anii 1970-1980 la Homorodu 

de Sus ĸi de Mijloc1, Dumbrava2, Fughiu3, Suplacu de BarcŁu4 Ἠi ZŁuan5. Ċn ultimele 

douŁ decenii, importante descoperiri s-au fŁcut ´n siturile de la PorἪ6, TŁĸnad-Sere7 ĸi 

CŁlineĸti Oaĸ-D©mbul Sfintei MŁrii8.  

Neolitizarea zonei avutŁ ´n vedere se produce, la nivelul descoperirilor actuale, 

la nivel Starļevo-Criĸ IIIB, prin pŁtrunderea purtŁtorilor culturii Starļevo-Criĸ ´n zona 

Careiului dinspre SŁlaj, prin Valea BarcŁului, Valea Ierului ĸi poate, prin culoarul 

Crasnei9. Astfel de aἨezŁri de tip Starļevo-Criĸ avem atestate la SŁlacea, Tarcea, 

Voievozi, VŁἨad, PiἨcolt, Berea, Urziceni, TŁἨnad, etc. Pentru zona nordicŁ, 

pŁtrunderea se face pe Valea SomeἨului, Ἠi amintim aici, pe l©ngŁ descoperirile de la 

CŁlineἨti OaἨ-D©mbul Sfintei MŁrii10, cele de la Seini-Dagaѽ11 (cercetare preventivŁ), 

CŁmŁrzana-Vatra satului12, LechinŞa-Ċn sat13, Racĸa-Ċn localitate14, Remetea Oaĸului-

ķomoĸ I-II15 Ἠi Medieĸul Aurit-Ċn localitate16. 

DupŁ cum se poate observa, cele mai multe puncte arheologice au fost 

descoperite prin periegheze, ´ncadrarea lor fŁc©ndu-se sui generis etapelor Starļevo-

Criĸ IIIB/IVA pe baza unor materiale ornamentate cu ciupituri sau cu barbotinŁ; trebuie 

´nsŁ menἪionat cŁ aceste elemente sunt prezente Ἠi ´n etapele imediat urmŁtoare ale 

grupului cultural PiἨcolt. 

Pentru siturile de la ZŁuan-D©mbu Cimitirului Ἠi PorἪ-CorŁu au fost observate 

evoluἪii pe parcursul etapelor Starļevo-Criĸ IIIB-IVA, eventual chiar IVB, ´n timp ce la 

TŁἨnad, avem douŁ faze evolutive clare Starļevo-Criĸ IIIB, respectiv IVA, la nivelul 

acesteia din urmŁ apŁr©nd elemente ale fazei timpurii a grupului PiἨcolt17. 

Gh. Lazarovici sublinia ´n acest context importanἪa descoperirilor de la 

CiumeἨtiïBerea precum Ἠi cele de la VŁἨad, din aria ´n care s-au format mai t©rziu fazele 

timpurii ale culturii ceramicii liniare. Materialele ceramice de la VŁἨad au ´n amestec 

mult nisip, cioburi pisate, m©l Ἠi pleavŁ, fenomen caracteristic fazelor evoluate ale 

culturii Starļevo-Criĸ18 Ἠi unde, prezenἪa ornamentelor incizate determinŁ o ´ncadrare 

                                                                 
1 Bader 1968. 
2 Dumitraĸcu, Luca 1991. 
3 Ignat 1978. 
4 Ignat 1978. 
5 Lazarovici, Lako 1981; BŁcueἪ CriἨan 2008. 
6 BŁcueἪ CriἨan 2008. 
7 Iercoĸan 1994-1995; Virag 2015. 
8 Virag 2008a; Chmielewski, AstaloἨ 2015. 
9 N®meti 1999, p. 19. 
10 Virag 2008a, Chmielewski, AstaloἨ 2015. 
11 Bob´nŁ 2009, p. 13; Chmielewski 2009. 
12 Roska 1942, p. 136; Maxim 1999, p. 147. 
13 Maxim 1999, p. 166. 
14 Roska 1942, p. 51; Maxim 1999, p. 177. 
15 Popescu 1964, p. 553; Popescu 1965, p. 589; Maxim 1999, p. 178. 
16 Luca, Iercoĸan 1998, p. 157, Maxim 1999, p. 168, Kalmar 1987, p. 62, Dumitraĸcu, Luca 1991, p. 289-295. 
17 Virag 2015a. 
18 Lazarovici, Lak· 1981, p. 19. 
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cronologicŁ ´n faza IIIB a acestei culturi. La acestea trebuie adŁugatŁ Ἠi apariἪia pe 

c©teva fragmente a inciziilor sub buzŁ. 

La BereaïCiumeἨti, punctul PŁѽune (Berea II) existŁ o ceramicŁ caracteristicŁ 

orizontului Starļevo-Criĸ IIIB-IVA; tot aici sunt prezente o serie de elemente precum 

buzele scurte trase ´n afarŁ, picioarele lobate ĸi inciziile lustruite, elemente 

corespunzŁtoare acestui orizont cronologic ´n mediul Vinļa A, Starļevo-Criĸ t©rziu Ἠi 

liniar timpuriu19. 

Descoperirile de la Berea Ἠi CiumeἨti20 aparἪin unui orizont cu ceramicŁ pictatŁ 

Ἠi cu incizii liniare timpurii subliniind o perioadŁ de formare a ceramicii liniare timpurii 

Ἠi a unei civilizaἪii cu ceramicŁ pictatŁ. Astfel, la Berea I, amestecul pastei cu resturi 

organice Ἠi prezenἪa m©lului este un element care se ´nt©lneἨte din faza a IV a culturii 

Starļevo-Criĸ ´n afara ariei de rŁsp©ndire a culturii Vinļa A21. Un fenomen similar se 

observŁ ĸi la ZŁuanïD©lma Cimitirului22. 

ExistenἪa unor fragmente ceramice ornamentate cu ciupituri Ἠi cu buza marcatŁ 

de o incizie (tip Lippenrand), ciupituri pe o pastŁ cu m©l (de aspect liniar), a unor forme 

tronconice sau bitronconice cu acelaἨi tip de buzŁ, a unor tipuri de picioare de cupŁ sau 

a unor urme de picturŁ, demonstreazŁ existenἪa unei evoluἪii spre un grup cu ceramicŁ 

liniarŁ Ἠi pictatŁ av©nd elemente genetice de orizont Starļevo-Criĸ IVAïVinļa A2. 

AceastŁ evoluἪie semnalatŁ la Berea I este socotitŁ o etapŁ de formare a ceramicii liniare 

timpurii ĸi a unui grup cu ceramicŁ pictatŁ ´n aceastŁ zonŁ,  paralelŁ cu evoluἪia fazei 

Starļevo-Criĸ IV23. 

 

P©nŁ de cur©nd, se considera cŁ la acest orizont cronologic t©rziu apar ´n mediul 

starļevian vasele antropomorfe care vor cunoaἨte o dezvoltare ´n urmŁtoarea etapŁ a 

neoliticului24. Pentru nord-vestul Rom©niei sunt cunoscute ´n literatura de specialitate 

douŁ astfel de piese.  

O primŁ piesŁ o reprezintŁ vasul antropomorf cu douŁ guri descoperit la ZŁuan 

´n cadrul complexului L525. Pentru acest tip de vas, analogiile identificate se plasau la 

un orizont cultural mai t©rziu, ´n mediul culturilor Banatului ï la ParἪa, niv. II26 Ἠi Esztar 

ï la Beretty·szentm§rton-Morotva27. Descoperirile de la Cristian I28 aduc ´n prim plan 

un vas cu douŁ guri ´ncadrat de autorul cercetŁrii la nivel Starļevo-Criĸ I. Tot din acest 

punct provine un fragment de vas antropomorf sau mascŁ umanŁ, cu redarea unei feἪe 

umane ́ ntr-o manierŁ extrem de realistŁ.  

O a doua piesŁ o reprezintŁ un picior uman, de formŁ tronconicŁ, cu laba scurtŁ 

Ἠi talpa oblicŁ, pe care sunt incizate patru linii paralele. Piesa provine de la Suplacul de 

                                                                 
19 Lazarovici, N®meti 1983, p. 25. 
20 Virag 2008b. 
21 Lazarovici, N®meti 1983, p. 26. 
22 Lazarovici, Lak· 1981, p. 16-19. 
23 Lazarovici, N®meti 1983, p. 26. 
24 Maxim 1999, p. 51. 
25 Lak· 1978, p. 44, Fig. 5/3-4, BacueἪ CriἨan 2008, p. 38, Pl. 8/2. 
26 Lazarovici 1979, p. 104, Lazarovici 1982, Fig. 11-13. 
27 Math® 1979, T§bla I-2. 
28 Luca et alii 2012, p. 101/Foto 44. 
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BarcŁu ï Lapiѽ, din cadrul bordeiului nr. 429. Piesa este perforatŁ pe interior, 

reprezent©nd un fragment dintr-un recipient Ἠi nu dintr-o statuetŁ monumentalŁ. 

Ċn acest context, dorim sŁ atragem atenἪia asupra altor trei fragmente de vase 

antropomorfe, douŁ provenind de la TŁἨnad-Sere iar al treilea de la Homorodul de Sus-

Ograda Borzului30. 

Prima piesŁ de la TŁἨnad (fig. 1) provine din Cx. 3/2005 localizat ´n Caseta M 

(4,40Ĭ3 m) Ἠi reprezintŁ o parte dintr-o locuinἪŁ bine pŁstratŁ, fiind conservatŁ platforma 

de chirpici ars cu un numŁr mare de fragmente ceramice. Sub platforma de chirpici, ´ntr-

o groapŁ de st©lp, a fost descoperit un craniu de Bos primigenius, groapa reprezent©nd 

o groapŁ de fondare a locuinἪei31. Piesa antropomorfŁ ´n discuἪie reprezintŁ un vŁscior 

(dimensiune h=28 mm, l=44 mm), pŁstrat fragmentar, fiind recuperatŁ doar partea 

inferioarŁ. Sunt reprezentate douŁ picioruἨe scurte, de formŁ ovalŁ, pline (28Ĭ15mm), 

demarcate printr-un mic ἨŁnἪuleἪ; corpul vasului pare sŁ fie de formŁ globularŁ Ἠi este 

pŁstrat fragmentar. 

AceastŁ formŁ ´Ἠi gŁseἨte bune analogii ´n siturile de la Szarvas 8/2332 Ἠi EndrŖd 

3/11933. O altŁ variantŁ a aceluiaἨi mod de reprezentare este cea av©nd picioarele lipite, 

marcate printr-o incizie ad©ncŁ. Cele mai reprezentative descoperiri de acest fel sunt 

cele de la R§k·czifalva34, ĂVenus de la Gorzsaò din H·dmezŖv§s§rhelyïGorzsa35, 

ĂVenus de la ¥csºdò din ¥csºdïKendereshalom36. O altŁ analogie provine din situl de 

la EndrŖd 3/3937. 

A doua piesŁ de la TŁἨnad (fig. 2) provine din Cx. 64/2006, o locuinŞŁ ad©ncitŁ, 

de formŁ uĸor neregulatŁ (7,5Ĭ5,5 m), cu ad©ncimea maximŁ de 0,80 m. Ċn complex au 

fost descoperite 10 gropi de st©lp, umplutura complexului fiind negru-cenuἨiu cu 

chirpici diseminat, cu numeroase materiale ceramice Ἠi litice38. 

Piesa antropomorfŁ este de formŁ tronconicŁ (dimensiune h=74 mm, diam=60 

mm) reprezent©nd piciorul drept; talpa piciorul este scurtŁ (41Ĭ47 mm), ´n partea 

frontalŁ ´mpŁrἪindu-se ´n douŁ pŁrἪi rupte din vechime, o parte reprezent©nd probabil 

degetul mare, cealaltŁ parte celelalte degete. Ċn partea frontalŁ sunt marcate prin 

alveolare douŁ linii oblice, iar pe lateral este reprezentatŁ m©na, pŁstratŁ fragmentar. 

Vasul este de culoare negru-cenuἨiu, cu aspect moale, degresat cu pleavŁ tocatŁ Ἠi nisip. 

Piesa ´Ἠi gŁseἨte analogii ´n situl de la EndrŖd 3/11939. 

A treia piesŁ (fig. 3) provine de la Homorodul de SusïOgrada Borzului40. Ċn 

registrul de inventar nu apare specificat contextul descoperiri, dar pe baza jurnalului de 

                                                                 
29 Ignat 1980. 
30 Bader 1968. 
31 Virag et alii 2006. 
32 Starnini 2014, Fig. 48/2. 
33 Starnini 2014, Fig. 48/1, 50/5-6, 150/8-9. 
34 Kalicz 1970, Pl. 4; Hansen 2007. Taf. 119. 
35 Kalicz 1970, Pl. 2. 
36 Kalicz 1970, Pl. 3. 
37 Starnini 2014. Fig. 50/4. 
38 Virag et alii 2007, Virag 2015b, p. 1-12. 
39 Starnini 2014, Fig. 49/3, 50/1-2. 
40Bader 1968. 
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sŁpŁturŁ, cu unele rezerve, putem atribui piesa locuinἪei 6 din S XIII/196741. Piesa 

reprezintŁ un picior uman (dimensiuni: h=113mm, diam. maxim=117mm), respectiv 

piciorul drept; talpa piciorului este de formŁ ovalŁ (90Ĭ74 mm) iar degetele marcate 

prin impresiune; corpul vasului are un aspect globular; la limita dintre talpa piciorului 

Ἠi corpul vasului este marcatŁ glezna piciorului (maleola lateralŁ) sau genunchiul 

piciorului, printr-o proeminenἪŁ conicŁ, dispusŁ pe lateral. 

O analogie pentru aceastŁ formŁ se regŁseἨte tot ´n situl de la EndrŖd 3/3942, cu 

menἪiunea cŁ piesa de la EndrŖd are marcate degetele piciorului prin incizii scurte, 

ad©nci. 

DupŁ cum se poate observa, vasele antropomorfe se regŁsesc ´ncŁ din primele 

etape de manifestare a culturii Starļevo-Criĸ, cu o perpetuare a formelor de reprezentare 

pe tot parcursul neoliticul timpuriu. NumŁrul restr©ns al unor astfel de vase poate fi 

explicat parἪial de stadiul cercetŁrilor arheologice, pe de altŁ parte de caracterul 

Ăspecialò, cultic sau ritualic al acestor piese. Trebuie subliniate douŁ aspecte: toate 

piesele provin din locuinἪe Ἠi toate vasele antropomorfe au atribute feminine, 

funcἪionalitatea lor fiind legatŁ de un cult al fecunditŁἪii Ἠi fertilitŁἪii, induc©nd ideea de 

Ăsolidaritate misticŁ dintre fecunditatea pŁm©ntului Ἠi forἪa creatoare a femeiiò43. Astfel, 

presupunem un rol complementar sau identic cu statuetele antropomorfe, predominant 

feminine, prezente ´ntr-un numŁr mult mai mare ´n aἨezŁrile starļeviene44. 
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Rezumat: Acest studiu ´ѽi propune sŁ punŁ ´n valoare ansamblul obiectelor 

confecѿionate din materii osoase, aflate ´n colecѿia Muzeului Municipiului Bucureѽti. 

Pentru aceste artefacte, putem postula o ´ncadrare cronologicŁ neo-eneoliticŁ, ´nsŁ s-

au pierdut datele legate de situl arheologic de provenienѿŁ. A fost analizat un ansamblu 

de 38 de piese, din care 26 confecѿionate din os, 5 din corn, 6 din valvŁ ѽi 1 din dinte. 

Este vorba, ´n general, de piese finite, ilustr©nd o selecѿie a materialului arheologic. 

Secvenѿele operaѿionale ale transformŁrii materiilor prime ѽi analiza stigmatelor 

tehnologice ѽi de uzurŁ ne-au permis sŁ ´ncercŁm reconstituirea unui model 

comportamental al modalitŁѿilor prin care aceste materii prime au fost achiziѿionate, 

transformate tehnologic, precum ѽi activitŁѿile desfŁѽurate cu ajutorul lor. 

Abstract: The aim of this paper is to discuss the assemblage of artifacts made 

of osseous materials  which are part of the collections of the Bucharest Municipality 

Museum. For these artifacts, we can assume a Neo-Eneolithic chronological age but 

the data on the archaeological site of origin was lost. An assemblage of 38 pieces was 

analyzed of which 26 are made of bone, 5 of antler, 6 of valve and 1 of tooth. These are 

generally finished pieces, illustrating a selection of archaeological material. 

Operational sequences of raw material transformation and the analysis of the use-wear 

and technological traces led us to try to reconstruct a behavioral model of the way raw 

material was acquired, processing techniques and activities developed with them. 

 

 

ColecἪia de Arheologie a Muzeului Municipiului BucureἨti ´nsumeazŁ peste 

7000 de piese, dat©nd din aproape toate perioadele istorice. Cu ocazia reevaluŁrii acestor 

piese, a fost identificat Ἠi un numŁr semnificativ de artefacte neo-eneolitice realizate din 

materii osoase. Atribuirea lor epocii neolitice a fost fŁcutŁ pe baza tipologiei pieselor. 

Putem spune cŁ studiul neo-eneoliticului ´n zona BucureἨtiului a ´nceput dupŁ 

anul 1920, c©nd a luat fiinŞŁ ķantierul Arheologic Bucureĸti, aflat sub egida Muzeului 

                                                                 
* Universitatea ĂValahiaò din T©rgoviἨte; Institutul de Arheologie ĂVasile P©rvanò al Academiei Rom©ne.  
** Muzeul Municipiului BucureἨti. 
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NaŞional de AntichitŁŞi, sub conducerea lui Vasile P©rvan1. CercetŁrile de teren ´ncepute 

dupŁ acest an au dus la identificarea a peste 60 de situri Ἠi puncte cu materiale neo-

eneolitice2, la care se adaugŁ Ἠi altele dat©nd din aproape toate perioadele istorice, 

indic©nd o locuire probabil permanentŁ a acestei zone din neolitic ĸi p©nŁ ´n prezent. 

Radu Vulpe, Dinu V. Rosetti, Ion Nestor Ἠi Mircea Petrescu-D´mboviŞa sunt 

printre specialiĸtii care au efectuat primele cercetŁri de suprafaŞŁ ĸi sondaje de-a lungul 

D©mboviŞei Ἠi Colentinei, av©nd ca rezultat descoperirea siturilor arheologice  de la 

Glina3, Jilava4 Ἠi Vidra5. 

Ċn anul 1953 a fost format Colectivul Arheologic Bucureĸti (din care fŁceau 

parte cercetŁtorii Constantin S. NicolŁescu-Plopĸor, Dinu V. Rosetti, Bucur Mitrea, 

Gheorghe Cantacuzino, Vladimir Zirra, Eugen Comĸa Ἠi Sebastian Morintz) Ἠi cŁrora le 

revine meritul descoperirii aĸezŁrilor de la Giuleĸti-S©rbi6, Cernica-MŁnŁstirea Iezerul7 

Ἠi Fundenii Doamnei8. 

Eugen Comĸa (dupŁ anul 1945) ´n urma numeroaselor periegheze realizate pe 

terasele D©mboviŞei Ἠi Colentinei, descoperŁ, printre altele, Ἠi aĸezŁrile de la Dudeĸti9 ĸi 

CŁŞelu10. 

Cercetarea sitului de la Militari-C©mpul Boja (identificat ´n anul 1922 de C. S. 

NicolŁescu-Plopĸor ´n urma unei cercetŁri de suprafaŞŁ) a ´nceput ´n anul 195811, iar cea 

de la ChitilaïFermŁ12 ´n anul 1982 (deἨi situl fusese identificat ´n anul 1972, de Eugen 

ComἨa Ἠi Aristide ἧtefŁnescu). 

Este foarte posibil ca o parte dintre piesele din prezentul studiu sŁ provinŁ din 

aceste sŁpŁturi, dar este la fel de posibil sŁ fie donaἪii realizate de-a lungul vremii de 

diverἨi colecἪionari sau alte instituἪii muzeale (ex. Muzeul NaἪional de AntichitŁἪi). 

A fost analizat un ansamblu de 38 de piese, din care 26 confecἪionate din os, 5 

din corn, 6 din valvŁ Ἠi 1 din dinte (Tabel 1). 
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aŀǘŜǊƛŜ ǇǊƛƳŇ /ŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜ ǘƛǇƻƭƻƎƛŎŇ Nr. piese 

Os ±ŃǊŦ 3 

5ŀƭǘŇ 2 

{ǇŀǘǳƭŇ 2 

tƭŇŎǳǚŇ ǇŜǊŦƻǊŀǘŇ 7 

CƛƎǳǊƛƴŇ 7 

CǳǎŀƛƻƭŇ 2 

LƴŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘŇ 3 

Corn ±ŃǊŦ 3 

5ŀƭǘŇ 2 

±ŀƭǾŇ 9ƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŘŜ ǇƻŘƻŀōŇ 6 

Dinte 9ƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŘŜ ǇƻŘƻŀōŇ 1 
Tabel 1. DistribuἪia pieselor analizate ´n funcἪie de materia primŁ Ἠi categoria tipologicŁ/ 

Distribution of analyzed items on raw material and typological categories. 

 

Os  

V©rfuri 

1. ĊmpungŁtor (nr. inv. 14499), (PlanἨa I/1). Suportul folosit este unul plat, 

obἪinut printr-o metodŁ de debitaj longitudinal ´n quadri-partiἪie, aplicatŁ prin dublu 

rainurage (PlanἨa I/2). SuprafaἪa piesei a fost regularizatŁ prin raclage longitudinal 

(PlanἨa 1/3) suprapus la nivel distal de abraziune. V©rful este uἨor fracturat en languette 

(PlanἨa I/4) fiind vorba de o fracturŁ de naturŁ funcἪionalŁ. Din acest motiv nu avem 

date legate de uzura extremitŁἪii distale. Cel mai probabil vorbim despre o piesŁ ce putea 

fi utilizatŁ at©t pentru perforare, c©t Ἠi pentru ´mpletitul fibrelor vegetale. 

2. ĊmpungŁtor (nr. inv. 14521), (PlanἨa II/1). Suportul este plat, obἪinut prin 

quadri-partiἪie fŁrŁ a se putea identifica procedeele de debitaj, deoarece ´ntreaga 

suprafaἪŁ a fost fasonatŁ prin abraziune. Pentru a crea v©rful, convergenἪa laturilor a fost 

asiguratŁ prin raclage longitudinal (PlanἨa II/2) aplicat la nivel distal. Extremitatea 

proximalŁ a fost regularizatŁ prin abraziune amenaj©ndu-se o suprafaἪŁ planŁ (PlanἨa 

II/3). Piesa prezintŁ lustru de uzurŁ pe ´ntreaga suprafaἪŁ (PlanἨa II/5), cu un v©rf 

puternic emouss® Ἠi striuri longitudinale de naturŁ funcἪionalŁ (PlanἨa II/4). Putem 

presupune o funcἪie identicŁ cu cea a piesei anterioare. 

3. V©rf de armŁ (nr. inv. 14426), (PlanἨa III/1). Din peretele diafizar al unui os 

lung a fost obἪinutŁ o aἨchie fŁrŁ a se mai putea stabili succesiunea procedeelor de 

debitaj, datoritŁ intervenἪiilor tehnologice ulterioare. Sistemul de ´nmŁnuἨare ï partea 

mai subἪire ï a fost creat prin deliniaἪie ´n sciage (PlanἨa III/2) dupŁ care ambele 

extremitŁἪi au fost ascuἪite prin raclage longitudinal, suprapus de abraziune (PlanἨa 

III/3). Frontul activ este fracturat, ´n schimb, partea proximalŁ este intactŁ cu urme de 

uzurŁ const©nd ´ntr-un lustru macroscopic Ἠi striuri oblice (PlanἨa III/4), destul de 

neregulate, cel mai probabil rezultate ´n urma prinderii. 
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DŁltiѿe 

4. DŁltiἪŁ (nr. inv. 14515), (PlanἨa IV/1). Piesa a fost confecἪionatŁ prin quadri-

partiἪia osului ´n percuἪie. Ċntreaga suprafaἪŁ a piesei a fost amenajatŁ prin abraziune 

(PlanἨa IV/2) peste care s-au suprapus numeroase incizii transversale (PlanἨa IV/3) 

obἪinute prin pasajul repetat al unui utilaj litic. Frontul activ a fost creat prin abraziune 

transversalŁ bifacialŁ aplicatŁ la nivel distal. Uzura piesei este intensŁ, dezvoltatŁ 

bifacial, cu striuri longitudinale funcἪionale (PlanἨa IV/4) care atestŁ o utilizare a piesei 

´ntr-o miἨcare paralelŁ cu axa acesteia. 

5. DŁltiἪŁ (nr. inv. 14465), (PlanἨa V/1). Suportul utilizat este plat obἪinut prin 

percuἪie din peretele diafizar al osului. La nivel proximal, convergenἪa laturilor s-a 

realizat prin mici lovituri aplicate bilateral prin percuἪie. Laturile de debitaj au fost 

regularizate prin raclage longitudinal (PlanἨa V/2). FaἪa inferioarŁ a fost riguros 

abrazatŁ (PlanἨa V/3) devenind planŁ. La nivel distal a fost aplicatŁ o abraziune 

transversalŁ bifacialŁ (PlanἨa V/5) cu scopul de a amenaja frontul activ. Uzura acestuia 

este intensŁ, bifacialŁ, elimin©nd striurile de abraziune care au fost ´nlocuite de striuri 

longitudinale funcἪionale (PlanἨa V/4). 

 

Spatule 

6. SpatulŁ (nr. inv. 14501), (PlanἨa VI/1). Pentru confecἪionarea piesei a fost 

folositŁ o coastŁ care, ´n procesul tehnologic, a fost bipartiἪionatŁ longitudinal prin 

percuἪie, urmatŁ de abraziunea laturilor de debitaj (PlanἨa VI/3). Segmentarea 

transversalŁ s-a realizat prin sciage (PlanἨa VI/2) aplicat pe faἪa inferioarŁ, desprinderea 

finalŁ obἪin©ndu-se prin flexionare. FaἪa inferioarŁ a fost regularizatŁ integral prin 

abraziune cu scopul eliminŁrii Ἢesutului spongios. La nivel proximal a fost realizatŁ o 

perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ. Frontul activ este puternic tocit Ἠi rotunjit cu eliminarea 

urmelor tehnologice (PlanἨa VI/4). 

7. SpatulŁ (nr. inv. 14517), (PlanἨa VII/1). Suportul utilizat este plat obἪinut prin 

debitaj longitudinal fŁrŁ a se mai putea identifica procedeul, laturile fiind regularizate 

prin raclage longitudinal (PlanἨa VII/2). Ambele extremitŁἪi au fost amenajate prin 

abraziune (PlanἨa VII/3, 5). Frontul activ ilustreazŁ o utilizare ´ndelungatŁ a piesei, fiind 

caracterizat de un lustru puternic Ἠi dezvoltarea unor striuri de uzurŁ ce au acoperit 

stigmatele tehnologice (PlanἨa VII/4). 

 

PlŁcuѿe perforate 

8. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 14489), (PlanἨa VIII/1). Piesa are o formŁ 

trapezoidalŁ, fiind utilizat un fragment din peretele diafizar al unui os obἪinut prin 

debitaj ´n percuἪie. Toate laturile de debitaj au fost regularizate prin raclage suprapus 

de abraziune (PlanἨa VIII/2), ´n timp ce faἪa inferioarŁ a fost amenajatŁ prin abraziune. 

Central a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa VIII/3). Piesa nu 

conservŁ urme ale unei eventuale utilizŁri. 

9. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 16115). De data aceasta este vorba despre o piesŁ 

cu o formŁ pŁtratŁ. Suportul este plat obἪinut prin debitajul longitudinal al osului prin 

percuἪie, dupŁ care segmentarea a fost realizatŁ prin sciage. Laturile rezultate din 



26 

 

debitajul prin sciage au fost regularizate prin abraziune. FaἪa inferioarŁ a fost  superficial 

curŁἪatŁ prin abraziune. Piesa prezintŁ o perforaἪie realizatŁ prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ. 

10. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 14479), (PlanἨa IX/1). Piesa are formŁ pŁtratŁ 

fiind obἪinutŁ prin aceeaἨi metodŁ de debitaj longitudinal combinatŁ cu segmentarea 

transversalŁ. Nu cunoaἨtem ´nsŁ procedeele folosite deoarece conturul piesei a fost 

ulterior riguros fasonat (PlanἨa IX/3). ἧi ´n acest caz apare o perforaἪie centralŁ realizatŁ 

prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa IX/2). 

11. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 16116), (PlanἨa X/1). Forma acesteia este 

dreptunghiularŁ. Nu putem exclude utilizarea unei metode de debitaj prin extracἪie 

deoarece laturile poartŁ semne ale tŁierii prin sciage (PlanἨa X/2). Cu toate cŁ laturile 

au fost regularizate prin abraziune (PlanἨa X/3) pe faἪa superioarŁ se pŁstreazŁ tŁieturi 

parazitare ale acestui procedeu. De asemenea, faἪa inferioarŁ a cunoscut acelaἨi 

procedeu de amenajare prin abraziune (PlanἨa X/4). PerforaἪia centralŁ a fost realizatŁ 

prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa X/5). 

12. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 14488), (PlanἨa XI/1). Ċn opinia noastrŁ este o 

piesŁ reciclatŁ. PrezintŁ uzurŁ ´n suprafaἪŁ dovedind o utilizare ´ndelungatŁ. Probabil 

iniἪial era o piesŁ de tip spatulŁ, dar s-a fracturat Ἠi a fost transformatŁ ´n plŁcuἪŁ cu 

formŁ dreptunghiularŁ. Suportul este plat, fŁrŁ a putea reconstitui procedeul de debitaj, 

laturile (PlanἨa XI/2) Ἠi faἪa inferioarŁ (PlanἨa XI/3) fiind regularizate prin abraziune. 

Spre aceastŁ extremitate a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa XI/4). 

La capŁtul opus am identificat un procedeu de segmentare prin sciage, dupŁ care planul 

de segmentare a fost abrazat (PlanἨa XI/5). 

13. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 16117). Deoarece nu am identificat urme de 

fasonaj putem considera piesa o preformŁ. Are o formŁ aproximativ pŁtratŁ obἪinutŁ 

prin combinaἪia dintre un procedeu de debitaj prin percuἪie cu unul prin sciage 

transversal (unifacial, de pe faἪa inferioarŁ). Central este prezentŁ o perforaἪie realizatŁ 

prin rotaἪie unifacialŁ, aplicatŁ de pe faἪa inferioarŁ.  

14. PlŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (nr. inv. 14481). ἧi ultima piesŁ din aceastŁ serie este o 

preformŁ. Suportul este plat, obἪinut prin percuἪie longitudinalŁ Ἠi sciage transversal 

(unifacial) la una din extremitŁἪi, Ἠi prin flexionare la cealaltŁ. PerforaἪia a fost obἪinutŁ 

prin rotaἪie unifacialŁ de pe faἪa inferioarŁ. 

 

Figurine 

15. FigurinŁ (nr. inv. 15068), (PlanἨa XII/1). Piesa analizatŁ este o figurinŁ platŁ 

din care se conservŁ doar partea proximalŁ. Nu cunoaἨtem procedeele de obἪinere ale 

suportului plat. Laturile de debitaj au fost regularizate prin abraziune (PlanἨa XII/2). 

DetaἨarea pŁrἪilor corpului s-a realizat prin sciage bilateral (PlanἨa XII/3). La nivel de 

decor, pe faἪa superioarŁ a fost trasat un ἨanἪ orizontal prin rainurage (PlanἨa XII/4). 

Uzura generalŁ a piesei pare avansatŁ. 

16. FigurinŁ (nr. inv. 17354), (PlanἨa XIII/1). PiesŁ fracturatŁ, conserv©ndu-se 

doar partea proximalŁ. Laturile de debitaj au fost regularizate printr-un raclage bifacial 

(PlanἨa XIII/52). AcelaἨi raclage s-a aplicat Ἠi la nivelul fracturii, probabil pentru a 

repara Ἠi refolosi piesa. Pe faἪa superioarŁ sunt redate prin rainurage triunghiul pubian 

Ἠi picioarele. Triunghiul pubian are pe douŁ dintre laturi c©te trei puncte aplicate prin 
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rotaἪie (PlanἨa XIII/3). La nivelul genunchiului sunt prezente douŁ Ἠiruri de puncte. Pe 

faἪa inferioarŁ a fost realizat un ἨanἪ longitudinal prin rainurage, pentru redarea 

picioarelor, ἨanἪ delimitat de un altul orizontal la nivelul bazinului. 

17. FigurinŁ (nr. inv. 17355), (PlanἨa XIV/1). Este un fragment proximal. At©t 

laturile de debitaj (PlanἨa XIV/2), c©t Ἠi feἪele piesei (PlanἨa XIV/3) au fost regularizate 

prin abraziune. Pe faἪa superioarŁ a fost trasat triunghiul pubian prin rainurage (PlanἨa 

XIV/6) . Acesta este dublat de puncte pe douŁ laturi (PlanἨa XIV/5). Apoi, urmeazŁ Ἠapte 

r©nduri orizontale cu un numŁr variabil de puncte (4-5-6). Alte douŁ puncte apar spre 

extremitatea proximalŁ. Picioarele nu sunt sugerate. Pe faἪa inferioarŁ doar douŁ puncte 

au fost imprimate spre bazin. Pe una din laturi au fost iniἪiate douŁ ἨanἪuri ad©nci prin 

tŁiere ï poate s-a dorit reamenajarea piesei Ἠi segmentarea la acel nivel, dar procedeul a 

fost abandonat. Se mai pŁstreazŁ din zona de detaἨare a g©tului, realizatŁ prin sciage 

bilateral (PlanἨa XIV/4). Zona de fracturŁ nu a fost fasonatŁ. SuprafaἪa piesei este 

caracterizatŁ de un lustru macroscopic (PlanἨa XIV/7) ca urmare a manipulŁrii 

´ndelungate. 

18. FigurinŁ (nr. inv. 17356), (PlanἨa XV/1). ἧi din aceastŁ figurinŁ s-a 

conservat doar partea proximalŁ. Nu Ἠtim procedeele de obἪinere ale suportului plat 

deoarece ´ntreg conturul a fost fasonat prin abraziune (PlanἨa XV/2). Ambele feἪe au 

fost regularizate prin raclage multidirecἪional (PlanἨa XV/3). Pe faἪa inferioarŁ, la nivel 

proximal, a fost trasat un  ἨanἪ orizontal prin rainurage (PlanἨa XV/4).  

19. FigurinŁ (nr. inv. 15294), (PlanἨa XVI/1). Este o piesŁ ´n curs de prelucrare 

care nu a ajuns ´n stadiul de piesŁ finitŁ. Suportul este plat cu o morfologie rectangularŁ. 

Nu am reuἨit sŁ reconstituim procedeele de debitaj deoarece conturul a fost riguros 

abrazat (PlanἨa XVI/2-3). SuprafaἪa piesei a fost regularizatŁ printr-o combinaἪie dintre 

raclage Ἠi abraziune (PlanἨa XVI/4). Capul Ἠi membrele au fost detaἨate prin tŁiere 

bilateralŁ, urmele procedeului fiind vizibile (PlanἨa XVI/5-6). Pe una din feἪe s-a iniἪiat 

o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie (PlanἨa XVI/7).  

20. FigurinŁ (nr. inv. 16121), (PlanἨa XVII/1). ἧi ´n acest caz vorbim de o piesŁ 

´n curs de prelucrare. A fost utilizatŁ o coastŁ bipartiἪionatŁ prin percuἪie (PlanἨa 

XVII/2) dupŁ care conturul a fost regularizat prin abraziune (PlanἨa XVII/3). S-a iniἪiat 

detaἨarea capului prin sciage bilateral (PlanἨa XVII/4), ´nsŁ operaἪia nu a fost finalizatŁ.  

21. FigurinŁ prismaticŁ (nr. inv. 17357), (PlanἨa XVIII/1). Pentru acest tip de 

figurinŁ s-a folosit forma naturalŁ a osului. ExtremitŁἪile au fost abrazate, ca Ἠi feἪele ï 

la nivel distal (PlanἨa XVIII/2-3). Ċn felul acesta a fost sugeratŁ o faἪŁ umanŁ. 

 

Fusaiole 

22. FusaiolŁ (nr. inv. 14473), (PlanἨa XIX/1). Pentru confecἪionarea piesei a 

fost folosit un femur de Bos taurus. Capul femural a fost desprins prin percuἪie dupŁ 

care ambele feἪe au fost atent abrazate (PlanἨa XIX/2) cre©ndu-se douŁ suprafeἪe plane. 

A rezultat o piesŁ cu morfologie trapezoidalŁ. Central, a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin 

rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa XIX/3). 

23. FusaiolŁ (nr. inv. 14474). ἧi ´n acest caz a fost utilizat un cap femural 

desprins prin percuἪie. Planul de debitaj a fost regularizat prin abraziune. Central este 

prezentŁ o perforaἪie cu morfologie conicŁ. Ea nu pare sŁ fi ajuns ´n stadiul final de 
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prelucrare. A fost iniἪiatŁ de pe faἪa superioarŁ. Pe faἪa inferioarŁ sunt vizibile douŁ 

´ncercŁri de iniἪiere a perforaἪiei, dar sunt abandonate. 

 

Indeterminate 

24. PiesŁ (nr. inv. 15080), (PlanἨa XX/1). Piesa ´n discuἪie este posibil sŁ 

provinŁ de la o figurinŁ en violon care s-a fracturat. Suportul este plat, obἪinut ´n 

bipartiἪie longitudinalŁ, fŁrŁ a putea identifica procedeul de debitaj deoarece laturile de 

debitaj au fost fasonate prin abraziune (PlanἨa XX/2). FaἪa inferioarŁ a fost regularizatŁ 

printr-un raclage longitudinal suprapus de abraziune. ἧi faἪa superioarŁ a fost uἨor 

aplatizatŁ prin raclage longitudinal (PlanἨa XX/3). La ambele extremitŁἪi sunt prezente 

c©te trei perforaἪii (PlanἨa XX/4) realizate prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ. Ċn zona mai ´ngustŁ 

perforaἪiile periferice sunt deformate cŁtre peretele exterior (PlanἨa XX/5). Striurile de 

rotaἪie au dispŁrut ´n aceastŁ zonŁ. De altfel, uzura generalŁ a piesei este avansatŁ.  

25. PiesŁ (nr. inv. 16123), (PlanἨa XXI/1). Nu cunoaἨtem funcἪia acestei piese. 

A fost utilizat un suport plat provenind din peretele diafizar al unui os lung. Succesiunea 

procedeelor din cadrul operaἪiei de debitaj sunt imposibil de reconstituit datoritŁ 

fasonajului ulterior. Doar la una din extremitŁἪi se mai pŁstreazŁ stigmate de tŁiere 

(PlanἨa XXI/2). ConvergenἪa laturilor a fost asiguratŁ prin raclage longitudinal (PlanἨa 

XXI/3), dupŁ care suprafaἪa a fost regularizatŁ prin abraziune (PlanἨa XXI/4). Central 

a fost amenajatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa XXI/5) asigur©nd un sistem 

de ´nmŁnuἨare transversal. Extremitatea mai ´ngustŁ, cea care pare sŁ fi fost folositŁ, are 

un aspect tocit cu lustru Ἠi dispariἪia stigmatelor tehnologice. 

26. PiesŁ (nr. inv. 14480), (PlanἨa XXII/1). Ċn acest caz bŁnuim cŁ este vorba 

despre un ac bilobat a cŁrui tijŁ s-a rupt. Suportul este plat, fiind vorba despre o aἨchie 

din peretele diafizar, fŁrŁ a cunoaἨte procedeul prin care a fost obἪinutŁ. Lobii au fost 

creaἪi prin tŁiere (PlanἨa XXII/2) dupŁ care a avut loc fasonajul suprafeἪei. Ċn zona de 

delimitare a celor doi lobi a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa 

XXII/3), cu uzurŁ marcatŁ Ἠi dispariἪia striurilor de rotaἪie (PlanἨa XXII/4). SuprafaἪa 

piesei este caracterizatŁ de un lustru puternic Ἠi aplatizarea suprafeἪei (PlanἨa XXII/5).  

 

Corn  
V©rfuri 

27. V©rf (nr. inv. 14529), (PlanἨa XXIII/1). O razŁ de corn, specia Cervus elaphus, 

a fost segmentatŁ din ramurŁ prin percuἪie directŁ (PlanἨa XXIII/2) aplicatŁ ´n jurul ´ntregii 

circumferinἪe. A fost conservat volumul anatomic al cornului. La nivel proximal a fost 

amenajatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ (PlanἨa XXIII/3) ce asigura un sistem de 

´nmŁnuἨare transversal. Piesa are o uἨoarŁ fracturŁ la acest nivel, probabil din ´nmŁnuἨare. 

Morfologia v©rfului nu a fost schimbatŁ, doar a fost regularizatŁ prin abraziune (PlanἨa 

XXIII/4). V©rful este puternic tocit cu lustru macroscopic (PlanἨa XXIII/5). 

28. V©rf (nr. inv. 18352), (PlanἨa XXIV/1). De data aceasta a fost utilizat un 

fragment de axŁ dintr-un corn de Capreolus capreolus. Suportul este ´n volum, 

segmentarea realiz©ndu-se prin percuἪie directŁ (PlanἨa XXIV/2) ´n jurul ´ntregii 

circumferinἪe. SuprafaἪa piesei a fost regularizatŁ prin aἨchiere (taille au canif) 

bilateralŁ (PlanἨa XXIV/3). V©rful a fost creat prin raclage (PlanἨa XXIV/4) aplicat la 
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nivel distal ´n jurul ´ntregii circumferinἪe. Mezial a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie 

bifacialŁ (PlanἨa XXIV/5). Piesa nu pare sŁ aibŁ uzurŁ Ἠi nicio etapŁ de finisare, de 

aceea se poate presupune cŁ era o preformŁ.  

29. V©rf (nr. inv. 14516), (PlanἨa XXV/1). S-a utilizat un corn de Cervus 

elaphus. Suportul este plat fiind vorba despre o aἨchie din Ἢesutul compact al unei axe 

fŁrŁ a Ἠti prin ce procedeu s-a obἪinut, deoarece laturile de debitaj au fost regularizate 

prin aἨchiere (taille au canif) (PlanἨa XXV/2). Segmentarea s-a realizat prin percuἪie 

(PlanἨa XXV/3). La nivel proximal a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ 

(PlanἨa XXV/4). La nivel distal a fost aplicatŁ o abraziune ´n jurul ´ntregii circumferinἪe 

pentru a crea v©rful. Acesta este tasat (s-a format un mic plan rectiliniu) cu dezvoltarea 

unor striuri funcἪionale longitudinale (PlanἨa XXV/5). Deoarece Ἠi extremitatea 

proximalŁ prezintŁ aceeaἨi tasare putem presupune folosirea piesei pentru a perfora, prin 

aplicarea unei percuἪii indirecte. 

 

DŁlѿi 

30. DaltŁ (nr. inv. 14460), (PlanἨa XXVI/1). Pentru aceastŁ piesa a fost folositŁ 

o razŁ de corn din specia Cervus elaphus, segmentatŁ prin percuἪie directŁ aplicatŁ ´n 

jurul ´ntregii circumferinἪe. La nivel proximal a fost realizatŁ o perforaἪie (PlanἨa 

XXVI/3) iniἪiatŁ prin percuἪie Ἠi continuatŁ cu rotaἪie bifacialŁ. Piesa are o uἨoarŁ 

fracturŁ la nivel proximal. Morfologia frontului activ s-a realizat prin abraziune aplicatŁ 

bifacial (PlanἨa XXVI/2) ï rezult©nd douŁ faἪete convergente de tip daltŁ. Frontul este 

tasat, probabil ca urmare a folosirii piesei ´n acἪiuni de percuἪie, iar pe suprafaἪa sa se 

dezvoltŁ striuri funcἪionale dispuse perpendicular pe extremitate (PlanἨa XXVI/4). 

31. DaltŁ (nr. inv. 15085), (PlanἨa XXVII/1). Cea de a doua piesŁ din aceastŁ 

categorie tipologicŁ a fost confecἪionatŁ pe suport plat obἪinut dintr-o axŁ de corn de 

Cervus elaphus. Laturile de debitaj au fost regularizate prin mici aἨchieri (PlanἨa 

XXVII/2). La nivel proximal, pe faἪa superioarŁ, a fost aplicat acelaἨi procedeu de 

aἨchiere (taille au canif) (PlanἨa XXVII/3) pentru subἪierea zonei. Frontul activ a fost 

amenajat prin abraziune bifacialŁ aplicatŁ la nivel distal. Lustrul de uzurŁ este extrem 

de puternic cu striuri funcἪionale perpendiculare pe extremitate (PlanἨa XXVII/4). 

 

ValvŁ 

Podoabe 

32. PiesŁ trilobatŁ (nr. inv. 14439), (PlanἨa XXVIII/1). Drept materie primŁ a 

fost folositŁ bivalva Spondylus din care a fost obἪinutŁ o aἨchie cu o morfologie 

rectangularŁ. DetaἨarea lobilor s-a fŁcut prin sciage (PlanἨa XXVIII/2) dupŁ care a 

urmat abraziunea ´ntregii suprafeἪe (PlanἨa XXVIII/3). La extremitŁἪi a fost realizatŁ 

c©te o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bilateralŁ (PlanἨa XXVIII/4). Piesa a fost prinsŁ prin 

coaserea la nivelul perforaἪiilor, mŁrturie st©nd deformarea perforaἪiilor spre zona 

perifericŁ (PlanἨa XXVIII/5), dispariἪia striurilor de rotaἪie Ἠi apariἪia unui lustru  

puternic ca urmare a procesului de frecare de haine. 

33. MŁrgicŁ biconvexŁ (nr. inv. 14442), (PlanἨa XXIX/1). AceeaἨi materie 

primŁ a fost folositŁ Ἠi pentru urmŁtoarea piesŁ de podoabŁ. Nu cunoaἨtem procedeele 

de obἪinere ale suportului deoarece suprafaἪa piesei a fost fin fasonatŁ. Central a fost 
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realizatŁ o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ. Uzura piesei este avansatŁ, la nivelul 

extremitŁἪilor dezvolt©ndu-se mici concavitŁἪi (PlanἨa XXIX/2) ce corespund unei 

faἪete aplatizate longitudinale, caracterizatŁ de lustru (PlanἨa XXIX/3).  

34. Pandantiv (nr. inv. 14445), (PlanἨa XXX/1). O valvŁ de Cardium a fost 

perforatŁ la nivelul umbone-lui prin percuἪie (PlanἨa XXX/2). Piesa este ´n mod clar 

afectatŁ de uzurŁ, mŁrturie st©nd deformarea perforaἪiei spre umbone form©ndu-se o 

micŁ concavitate cu perete rotunjit, lipsit de stigmatele tehnologice Ἠi cu lustru 

macroscopic. Frecarea de haine s-a fŁcut la nivelul umbone-lui Ἠi zona ´nvecinatŁ pe 

faἪa inferioarŁ. Ċn acest perimetru s-a dezvoltat un lustru macroscopic cu apariἪia unor 

faἪete plane cu lustru (PlanἨa XXX/3). 

35. Pandantiv (nr. inv. 14443), (PlanἨa XXXI/1). Datele tehnologice Ἠi cele 

legate de uzura piesei sunt identice cu cele descrise mai sus (PlanἨa XXXI/2-4). 

36. Pandantiv (nr. inv. 14444). Datele tehnologice Ἠi cele legate de uzura piesei 

sunt identice cu cele descrise mai sus. 

37. Pandantiv (nr. inv. 14446). Datele tehnologice Ἠi cele legate de uzura piesei 

sunt identice cu cele descrise mai sus. 

 

Dinte 

PodoabŁ 

38. Pandantiv (nr. inv. 14472), (PlanἨa XXXII/1). Materia primŁ este 

reprezentatŁ de caninul masculului din specia Sus scrofa. Suportul este plat, obἪinut prin 

bipartiἪia longitudinalŁ a dintelui cel mai probabil ´n percuἪie. Transversal, segmentarea 

s-a realizat prin sciage (PlanἨa XXXII/3). Ċn urmŁtoarea etapŁ faἪa inferioarŁ a fost 

regularizatŁ prin abraziune, ca Ἠi extremitatea proximalŁ (PlanἨa XXXII/4). Latura 

concavŁ conservŁ stigmate de raclage (PlanἨa XXXII/2). La nivel proximal s-a realizat 

o perforaἪie prin rotaἪie bifacialŁ. Nu este imposibil ca sŁ fi fost vorba despre un racloire 

transformat ´n pandantiv atunci c©nd frontul activ a devenit ineficient (a devenit prea 

subἪire, ca urmare a reascuἪirilor repetate). PerforaἪia prezintŁ Ἠi ea urme de uzurŁ 

caracterizate de formarea unei mici concavitŁἪi periferice (PlanἨa XXXII/5). 

 

DiscuἪii 

Lipsa contextului arheologic pentru aceste artefacte ne-a ridicat, de la ´nceput, 

´ntrebŁri legate de relevanἪa studierii lor. Am considerat totuἨi cŁ identificarea 

schemelor tehnologice de confecἪionare a diferitelor categorii tipologice Ἠi ´ncercarea 

de a gŁsi corelaἪii cu piese bine ´ncadrate stratigrafic Ἠi cultural ar putea contribui la 

´mbogŁἪirea cunoἨtinἪelor noastre legate de industria materiilor osoase pentru perioada 

preistoricŁ, Ἠi ar valida ´ncadrarea pieselor la nivelul neo-eneoliticului. Ne-a atras atenἪia 

´ncŁ de la ´nceput faptul cŁ este vorba despre piese pentru confecἪionarea cŁrora s-au 

utilizat scheme tehnologice complexe, lipsind aἨa numitele unelte ad hoc (fragmente 

osoase recuperate dintre resturile culinare Ἠi care erau transformate ´n unelte printr-o 

investiἪie tehnologicŁ minimŁ), dar nu putem exclude o selecἪie a materialului. 

Ċn cazul osului, studiul ansamblului arheologic a dus la identificarea unui 

debitaj longitudinal cŁruia i se subordoneazŁ trei tipuri de scheme de transformare: 

bipartiἪie, quadri-partiἪie Ἠi partiἪii succesive. Lor li se adaugŁ o schemŁ de transformare 
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prin fasonaj direct, identificatŁ ´n cazul figurinei prismatice care reprezintŁ, de altfel, Ἠi 

singurul suport ´n volum din os. Chiar dacŁ nu avem o dovadŁ directŁ, una dintre piese 

ne lasŁ sŁ ´ntrevedem Ἠi posibilitatea aplicŁrii unei metode de extracἪie. Putem constata 

o preferinἪŁ pentru utilizarea suporturilor aplatizate (debitate longitudinal), ´n opoziἪie 

cu cele ce conservŁ volumul anatomic. Debitajul transversal a fost realizat prin percuἪie 

directŁ Ἠi prin sciage. Ċn sens longitudinal, a fost utilizatŁ percuἪia, dublul rainurage 

intervenind ´ntr-un singur caz.  

Ċn cadrul procedeelor de modificare ale suprafeἪei abraziunea a fost cel mai des 

folositŁ, urmatŁ de o combinaἪie abraziune-raclage. Punctual, mai ales ´n cazul 

figurinelor, au intervenit rainurage-ul, sciage-ul Ἠi rotaἪia - pentru trasarea decorului. 

Pentru procedeul de modificare a volumului principala tehnicŁ utilizatŁ a fost perforaἪia 

ce ´nregistreazŁ o singurŁ variantŁ, respectiv rotaἪia. Tot pentru modificarea volumului 

a intervenit sporadic sciage-ul (ex. detaἨarea pŁrἪilor componente ale figurinelor). 

Trei suporturi ´n volum Ἠi douŁ suporturi plate au fost obἪinute din corn. Ċn cazul 

debitajului transversal, tehnica utilizatŁ a fost percuἪia directŁ. Nu a putut fi identificat 

procedeul folosit pentru debitajul longitudinal. Tehnicile de fasonaj utilizate au fost: 

abraziunea, aἨchierea Ἠi, ´ntr-un caz, raclage-ul. PerforaἪiile au fost realizate prin rotaἪie 

Ἠi o combinaἪie ´ntre percuἪie Ἠi rotaἪie. 

Ċn mod clar, pentru prelucrarea valvei de Spondylus a fost aplicat un debitaj 

longitudinal sub forma unei scheme de transformare prin partiἪii succesive. Nu am putut 

´nsŁ identifica procedeele implicate ´n operaἪia de debitaj datoritŁ intervenἪiilor 

tehnologice ulterioare. Ċn schimb, sunt evidente procedeele de modificare ale volumului 

prin sciage Ἠi perforaἪie, ´n timp ce suprafaἪa pieselor a fost prelucratŁ prin abraziune. 

Pentru specia Cardium am ´nregistrat o singurŁ intervenἪie de naturŁ tehnologicŁ, 

respectiv modificarea volumului prin perforare aplicatŁ ´n percuἪie.  

Dintele este reprezentat de o singurŁ piesŁ pe suport plat. Debitajul longitudinal 

a fost realizat prin percuἪie, iar segmentarea transversalŁ prin sciage. La aceastŁ materie 

primŁ pentru modificarea suprafeἪei abraziunea a fost combinatŁ cu raclage-ul. 

Modificarea volumului s-a realizat prin perforaἪie. 

La nivel tipologic piesele comune de tipul ´mpungŁtoarelor, dŁltiἪelor/dŁlἪilor 

sau spatulelor din os Ἠi corn ï universal prezente ´n cadrul tuturor etapelor cronologice, 

´ncep©nd chiar din mezolitic ï nu ne pot oferi informaἪii legate de apartenenἪa culturalŁ. 

ExcepἪie face v©rful de armŁ din os, o astfel de morfologie regŁsindu-se doar ´n tell-

urile gumelniἪene precum cel de la Pietrele13, VitŁneἨti14 sau CŁscioarele15. Ċn schimb 

sunt prezente piese ce au analogii clare ´n cadrul unora dintre culturile specifice (mai 

ales) eneoliticului. Vorbim ´n primul r©nd despre plŁcuἪele perforate cu morfologii 

variate pe care le regŁsim printre descoperirile din tell-urile de la GumelniἪa16, Vidra17 

sau MŁriuἪa18, Ἠi de figurine plate, prismatice sau en violon care sunt specifice tot culturii 

                                                                 
13 ToderaἨ et alii 2009; Hansen et alii 2011. 
14 Andreescu et alii 2009. 
15 Dumitrescu 1965. 
16 Dumitrescu 1924, 1925; LazŁr et alii 2017. 
17 MŁrgŁrit Ἠi VintilŁ 2018. 
18 MŁrgŁrit et alii 2014. 
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GumelniἪa apŁr©nd ´n majoritatea aἨezŁrilor din aceastŁ perioadŁ19. Acele bilobate sunt 

prezente, de asemenea, ´n aἨezŁri gumelniἪene precum cele de la Vidra20, Tang©ru21 sau 

Atmageaua TŁtŁrascŁ22. Podoaba trilobatŁ din valvŁ de Spodylus este specificŁ culturilor 

Hamagia23 Ἠi Boian24 poate chiar culturii DudeἨti (cu posibile exemple ´n necropola de 

la Cernica)25, ´n timp ce mŁrgica biconvexŁ din aceeaἨi materie primŁ este o formŁ 

comunŁ mai ales printre podoabele funerare din perioada eneoliticului 26. Pandantivele 

din valvŁ de Cardium apar ´n cultura Hamangia (ex. aἨezarea de la Cheia27), ´n cultura 

Boian (ex. aἨezarea de la Isaccea-Suhat28) Ἠi ´n cultura GumelniἪa (ex. tell-ul de la 

H©rἨova29). Piesa din dinte de mistreἪ nu ne oferŁ nici ea prea multe indicii de naturŁ 

cronologicŁ fiind o materie primŁ transformatŁ ´n pandantive ´ncŁ din cultura Starcevo-

CriἨ30 Ἠi, apoi, pe tot parcursul neo-eneoliticului. 

  

MulἪumiri 

MulἪumim recenzorului anonim pentru observaἪiile constructive, care au permis 

´mbunŁtŁἪirea manuscrisului. Acest studiu a fost realizat ´n cadrul unui grant de 

cercetare realizat cu sprijin financiar din Fondul Recurent al Donatorilor, aflat la 

dispoziŞia Academiei Rom©ne ĸi gestionat prin FundaŞia ĂPATRIMONIUò GAR-UM-

2019-II -2.1-1 (proiect nr. GAR-UM-2019-II -2.1-1/15.10.2019) 

 

 

Bibliografie / Bibliography  

 

 

Andreescu et alii 2009: R.-R. Andreescu, P. Mirea, K. Moldoveanu, I. TorcicŁ, Noi 

descoperiri ´n aѽezarea gumelniѿeanŁ de la VitŁneѽti ĂMŁguriceò, BMJT, 1, 2009,  

p. 75-92. 

Beldiman Ἠi Sztancs 2013: C. Beldiman, D.-M. Sztancs, The osseous artefacts of the 

Starļevo-Criѽ culture in Romania. An overview, ´n A. ComἨa, C. Bonsall, L. Nikolova, 

(eds.), Facets of the Past. The Challenge of the Balkan Neo-Eneolithic. Proceedings of 

the International Symposium Celebrating the 85th Birth Anniversary of Eugen Comѽa, 

6-12 october 2008, BucureἨti: Editura Academiei Rom©ne, 2013, p. 106-133. 

Berciu 1935: D. Berciu, SŁpŁturile arheologice dela Tang©ru (1934) ï Raport 

preliminar, Buletinul Muzeului Vlaĸca ĂTeohari Antonescuò, I, 1935, p. 1-55. 
                                                                 
19 Dumitrescu 1924, 1925; ComἨa 1977, 1991; ToderaἨ et alii 2009, pl. XV/7; Hansen Ἠi ToderaἨ 2010, fig. 19; 

Hansen et alii 2012, fig. 53/4-7; MŁrgŁrit et alii 2014; Hansen et alii 2017, fig. 84; MŁrgŁrit Ἠi VintilŁ 2018. 
20 ComἨa 1997b; MŁrgŁrit Ἠi VintilŁ 2018. 
21 Berciu 1935. 
22 Marinescu Ἠi Voinea 2004. 
23 MŁrgŁrit 2012. 
24 ComἨa 1973. 
25 Stratton et alii 2018. 
26 LazŁr et alii 2018. 
27 Voinea et alii 2014. 
28 Micu 2014. 
29 MŁrgŁrit Ἠi Popovici 2012. 
30 Beldiman Ἠi Sztancs 2013. 



33 

 

BoroneanŞ 1992a: V. BoroneanŞ, ManifestŁri de artŁ ´n locuirea neoliticŁ de la Chitila-

FermŁ, CAB, IV, 1992, p. 11-30. 

BoroneanŞ 1992b: V. BoroneanŞ, ConsideraŞii preliminare privind cercetŁrile 

arheologice de la Chitila ïFermŁ, MIM , XI, 1992, p. 11-16. 

BoroneanŞ 2000: V. BoroneanŞ, Chitila-FermŁ. Studiu Monografic. I. Istoricul 

cercetŁrilor, MIM, XIV, 2000, p. 49-54. 

BoroneanŞ 2005: V. BoroneanἪ, Consideraѿii privind pŁdurea ´ngropatŁ din bazinul 

Argeѽului inferior, CAB, VI, 2005, p. 3-14. 

BoroneanŞ  et alii 1998: V. BoroneanŞ, F. Miu, Gh. MŁnucu ï Adameĸteanu, ķantierul 

Chitila ï FermŁ, CCA. Campania 1997. Bucureĸti: cIMEC, 1998, p. 11-12. 

BoroneanŞ et alii 2003: V. BoroneanŞ (MMB), A. BoroneanŞ (IAB), C. Nicolae, I. 

Nicolae (studenŞi FIB), 53. Chitila, com. Chitila, jud. Ilfov, Punct: FermŁ, CCA. 

Campania 2002. Bucureĸti: cIMEC, 2003, p. 85-87. 

Cantacuzino 1963: Gh. Cantacuzino, Unele probleme istorice privind aĸezŁrile 

medievale muntene ´n lumina cercetŁrilor arheologice de la Cernica, SCIV, 2, anul 

XIV, 1963, p. 361-394. 

Cantacuzino, Morintz 1968: Gh. I. Cantacuzino, S. Morintz, Descoperirile 

arheologice de la Cernica ĸi importanŞa lor pentru cunoaĸterea vechilor culturi din Şara 

noastrŁ, MIM,  VI, 1968, p. 7-26. 

Cantacuzino, Fedorovici 1971: Gh. I. Cantacuzino, C. Fedorovici, Morminte de femei 

decedate ´n Timpul naĸterii din necropola neoliticŁ de la Cernica, MIM, VIII, 1971,  

p. 37-53. 

Comĸa 1954: E. Comĸa, ConsideraŞii cu privire la evoluŞia culturii Boian, SCIV 3-4, 

anul V, 1954, p. 361-398. 

Comĸa 1955: E. Comĸa, Stadiul cercetŁrilor despre viaŞa oamenilor din faza 

Bolintineanu a culturii Boian, SCIV, tom VI, nr. 1-2, 1955, p. 13-46. 

Comĸa 1956: E. Comĸa, Rezultatele sondajelor de la Dudeĸti ĸi unele probleme ale 

neoliticului la sud de CarpaŞi, SCIV, VII, 1-2, ianuarie-iunie, 1956, p. 41-49. 

Comĸa 1957: E. Comĸa, Stadiul cercetŁrilor cu privire la faza Giuleĸti a culturii Boian, 

SCIV, tom VIII, nr. 1-4, 1957, p. 27-47. 

Comĸa 1959: E. Comĸa, SŁpŁturile de la Dudeĸti, MCA, V, 1959, p. 91-97. 

Comĸa 1971: E. Comĸa, Donn®es sur la civilisation de Dudeĸti, PZ, 46, 2, 1971, p. 195-249. 

Comĸa 1972: E. Comĸa, Figurinele antropomorfe descoperite la Dudeĸti, MIM,  IX, 

1972, p. 57-64. 

ComἨa 1973: E. ComἨa, Parures n®olithiques en coquillages marins d®couverts en 

territoire roumain, Dacia N.S., 17, 1973, p. 61-76. 

Comĸa 1974a: E. Comĸa, Istoria comunitŁŞilor culturii Boian.  

Comĸa 1974b: E. Comĸa, Date despre folosirea aurului ´n cursul epocii neolitice pe 

teritoriul Rom©niei, Apulum XII, 1974, p. 13-22. 

Comĸa 1975: E. Comĸa, Nouvelles donn®es relatives ¨ la phase Bolintineanu de la 

culture Boian (¨ la lumi¯re des fouilles de lôaglom®ration de Cernica), Dacia, XIX, 

1975, p. 19-26. 

Comĸa 1976: E. Comĸa, Quelques consideration sur la culture GumelniŞa 

(Lôagglomeration MŁgura Jilavei), Dacia, XX, 1976, p. 105-127.  



34 

 

ComἨa 1977: E. ComἨa, Despre Ăfigurinele en violonò din aria culturii Gumelniѿa, 

Pontica, 10, 1977, p. 45ï51. 

Comĸa 1978a: E. Comĸa, Descoperiri neolitice de pe teritoriul Bucureĸtilor, Izvoare 

arheologice bucureĸtene, Bucureĸti 1978, p. 16-20. 

Comĸa 1978b: E. Comĸa, Probleme privind cercetarea neo-eneoliticului de pe 

teritoriul Rom©niei, SCIV(A), 29, nr. 1, ianuarie-martie 1978, p. 7-31. 

Comĸa 1981: E. Comĸa, Unele date referitoare la complexele neolitice din zona 

Bucureĸtilor, CAB III, 1981, p. 19-30. 

Comĸa 1986: E. Comĸa, Date privind evoluŞia tipurilor de locuinŞe din epoca neoliticŁ 

din Muntenia, Anuarul Muzeului de Istorie ĸi Arheologie Prahova III, 1986, p. 13-32. 

ComἨa 1991: E. ComἨa, Despre figurinele antropomorfe plate de os, de la sf©rѽitul 

culturii Gumelniѿa, de pe teritoriul Rom©niei, Peuce, 10/1, 1991, p. 9ï12. 

Comĸa 1992: E. Comĸa, Despre datarea necropolei neolitice de la Cernica, CAB,  IV, 

1992, p. 31-36. 

Comĸa 1997a: E. Comĸa, Tipurile de aĸezŁri din epoca neoliticŁ din Muntenia, CCDJ,  

XV, 1997, p. 144-163. 

Comĸa 1997b: E. ComἨa, Acele pentru pŁr, lucrate din os ѽi din corn, din epoca 

neoliticŁ descoperite ´n sudul Rom©niei, Pontica, 30, 1997, p. 7-15. 

Comĸa 2000: E. Comĸa, Types dôhabitations dans lôaire de la culture de Dudeĸti en 

Valachie (Munt®nie), SAA, VII, 2000, p. 51-59. 

Comĸa 2005: E. Comĸa, The dwellings in the range of the Dudeĸti culture, ´n Scripta 

prehistorica, Miscellanea in honorem nonagenarii magistri Mircea Petrescu-

D´mboviŞa oblata, Ediderunt Victor Spinei, Cornelia-Magda Mantu Lazarovici et Dan 

Monah. Iaĸi, 2005, p. 193-200. 

Comĸa, Cantacuzino 2001: E. Comĸa, Gh. Cantacuzino, Necropola neoliticŁ de la 

Cernica, Ed. Academiei Rom©ne, Bucureĸti, 2001. 

Dolinescu-Ferche 1964: Suzana Dolinescu-Ferche, C©teva date referitoare la cultura 

Dudeĸti, SCIV, anul XV, 1964, p. 113-119. 

Dumitrescu 1924: Vl. Dumitrescu, D®couvertes de GumelniŞa, Dacia, I, p. 325-342. 

Dumitrescu 1925: Vl. Dumitrescu, Fouilles de GumelniŞa, Dacia, II, p. 29-103. 

Dumitrescu 1965: Vl. Dumitrescu, Principalele rezultate ale primelor douŁ campanii de 

sŁpŁturi din aĸezarea neoliticŁ t©rzie de la CŁscioarele, SCIV, 16(2), 1965, p. 215-237. 

Hansen Ἠi ToderaἨ 2010: S. Hansen, M. Toderaĸ, Pietrele und die neuen Dimensionen 

kupferzeitlicher Siedlungen an der Unteren Donau, S. Hansen (ed.), Leben auf dem Tell 

als soziale Praxis, Bonn, 2010, p. 85-105. 

Hansen et alii  2011: S. Hansen, M. Toderas, A. Reingruber, D. Nowacki, H. Norgaard, 

D. Sp©nu, J. Wunderlich, Die kupferzeitliche Siedlung Pietrele an der Unteren Donau. 

Bericht uber die Ausgrabungen und geomorphologischen Untersuchungen im Sommer 

2010, Eurasia Antiqua, 17, 2011, p. 45-120. 

Hansen et alii 2012: S. Hansen, M. Toderaĸ, A. Reingruber, J. Wunderlich, N. 

Benecke, I. Gatsov, E. Marinova, M. M¿ller, C. Nachev, P. Nedelcheva, D. Nowacki, 

A. Rºpke, J. Wahl, S. Zªuner, Pietrele an der Unteren Donau. Bericht ¿ber die 

Ausgrabungen und geomorphologischen Untersuchungen im Sommer 2011, Eurasia 

Antiqua, 18, 2012, p. 1-68. 



35 

 

Hansen et alii 2017: S. Hansen, M. ToderaἨ, J. Wunderlich, K. Beutler, N. Benecke, A. 

Dittus, M. Karaucak, M. M¿ller, D. Nowacki, A. Pint, T.D.  Price, K. Ritchie, D. 

Steiniger, T. Vachta, T., Pietrele ĂLacul Gorganaò. Bericht ¿ber die Ausgrabungen in 

der neolithischen und kupferzeitlichen Siedlung und die geomorphologischen 

Untersuchungen in den Sommern 2012ï2016, Eurasia Antiqua, 20, 2017, p. 1ï116. 

LazŁr et alii 2017: C. LazŁr, A. BŁlŁἨescu, I. CrŁciunescu, C. CovŁtaru, M. Danu, A. 

Darie, M. Dimache, O. Frujina, M.  Golea, C. HaitŁ, Th.  Ignat, B. Manea, M. MŁrgŁrit, 

V. OpriἨ,  V.  Radu, T. Sava,  G. Sava, D. ἧtefan, G. Vasile, Gumelniѿa: Then and Now. 

The research results of the 2017 fieldwork, Studii de Preistorie, 14, 2017, p. 119-174. 

LazŁr et alii 2018: C. LazŁr, M. MŁrgŁrit, V. Radu, V. Between dominant ideologies 

and techno-economical constraints: Spondylus ornaments from the Balkans in the 5th 

millennium BC, A.P. Cruz, J.P. Gibaja, (eds.), West and East: Technology and 

knowledge circulation - Idiosyncrasy of dominant ideologies in pre and early history?, 

Oxford: BAR International Series 2891, 2018, p. 5-21. 

Leahu 1963: V. Leahu, SŁpŁturile arheologice de salvare de la Giuleĸti-S©rbi, CAB, 

I, 1963, p. 182-219. 

Marinescu Ἠi Voinea 2004: S. Marinescu, V. Voinea, Ace de pŁr descoperite ´n tell-

ul de la AtmŁgeaua TŁtŁrascŁ, I. C©ndea, V. S©rbu, M. Neagu, M. (eds.), Prinos lui 

Petre Diaconu la 80 de ani, BrŁila-CŁlŁraἨi: Istros, 2004, p. 35-41. 

MŁrgŁrit 2012: M. MŁrgŁrit, Shell adornments from the Hamangia cemetery excavated 

at Cernavoda ï Columbia D. Techno-typological analysis, R. KogŁlniceanu, R. CurcŁ, 

M. Gligor, S. Stratton (eds.), Homines, Funera, Astra. Proceedings of the International 

Symposium on Funerary Anthropology, (5-8 June 2011) Alba Iulia, Oxford: BAR 

International Series 2410, 2012, p. 97-106. 

MŁrgŁrit Ἠi Popovici 2012: M. MŁrgŁrit, D.N. Popovici, From block to finished object. 

Function of the personal ornaments in the eneolithic settlement from H©rĸova-tell 

(judeŞul ConstanŞa, Romana), Acta Archaeologica Carpathica, XLVII , 2012, p. 91-114. 

MŁrgŁrit Ἠi VintilŁ 2018: M. MŁrgŁrit, C.-M. VintilŁ, Podoabe ѽi figurine 

confecѿionate din materii dure animale descoperite ´n aѽezarea eneoliticŁ de la Vidra 

(jud. Ilfov), Studii de preistorie, 15, 2018, p. 73-105. 

MŁrgŁrit et alii 2014: M. MŁrgŁrit, V. Parnic, A. BŁlŁἨescu, Lôindustrie en mati¯res 

dures animales de lôhabitat GumelniŞa de MŁriuŞa (d®partement de CŁlŁraĸi), Dacia 

N.S., LVIII, 2014, p. 29-64. 

Micu 2014: C. Micu, ObservaŞii privind industria materiilor dure animale ´n aĸezarea 

neoliticŁ de la Isaccea, punctul ĂSuhatò, I. C©ndea, V. S©rbu, M. Neagu, M. (eds.), 

Prinos lui Petre Diaconu la 80 de ani, BrŁila-CŁlŁraἨi: Istros, 2004, p. 41-75. 

Morintz 1962: S. Morintz, Tipuri de aĸezŁri ĸi sisteme de fortificaŞie ĸi de ´mprejmuire 

´n cultura GumelniŞa, SCIV, 2, anul XIII, 1962, p. 273-283.  

Morintz Ἠi Rosetti 1959: S. Morintz, D.V. Rosetti, Din cele mai vechi timpuri ĸi p©nŁ 

la formarea Bucureĸtilor, Bucureĸtii de odinioarŁ ´n lumina sŁpŁturilor arheologice. 

Bucureĸti: Ed. ķtiinŞificŁ, 1959, p. 11-35. 

Moscalu 1973: E. Moscalu, Locuirea geticŁ de la Cernica, SCIV, 24, nr. 2, 1973, p. 

291-298. 



36 

 

Negru et alii 2005: M. Negru ï responsabil (MMB), C. F. Schuster, Al. Morintz (IAB), 

55. Bucureĸti. Punct: Militari-C©mpul Boja, CCA. Campania anului 2004, cIMEC, 

2005, p. 84-86. 

Negru et alii 2006: M. Negru ï responsabil, R. Ursu (USH Bucureĸti), C. Schuster, A. 

Comĸa, Al. Morintz, C. Semuc (IAB), E.S. Teodor, Al. BŁdescu (MNIR), 45. Bucureĸti, 

Punct: Militari-C©mpul Boja, CCA. Campania anului 2005. A XLA Sesiune NaŞionalŁ 

de Rapoarte Arheologice ConstanŞa, 31 mai ï 3 iunie 2006. Bucureĸti: cIMEC, 2006, p. 

104-106.  

Nestor 1933: I. Nestor, Fouilles de Glina, Dacia, III -IV , 1927-1932, 1933, p. 226-252. 

Nicolae et alii 2003: C. Nicolae, I. Nicolae, A. BoroneanŞ, SŁpŁturile arheologice din 

situl neolitic de la Chitila-FermŁ. Campania 2002, MIM,  XVII, 2003, p. 72-81. 

Petrescu-D©mboviŞa 1944: M. Petrescu-D©mboviŞa, Raport asupra sŁpŁturilor de la 

Glina, jud. Ilfov, 1943, Raport asupra activitŁŞii ĸtiinŞifice a Muzeului NaŞional de 

AntichitŁŞi ´n anii 1942-1943, 1944, p. 65-71. 

Petrescu-D©mboviŞa 1947: M. Petrescu-D©mboviŞa, Nouvelles donnees concernant le 

neolithique carpatho-balkanique (1945), Balcania, VIII, p. 192-215.  

Rosetti 1929a: D. V. Rosetti, Raportul preliminar asupra sŁpŁturilor arheologice 

executate la MŁgura de la Jilava, D. DumbravŁ (ed.) StrŁmoἨii BucureἨtenilor, 

BucureἨti: Atelierele AdevŁrul, 1929, p. 28-32. 

Rosetti 1929b: D. V. Rosetti, Din preistoria Bucureĸtilor, CNA, IX, 1929, p. 2-15. 

Rosetti 1932: D. V. Rosetti, C©teva aĸezŁri ĸi locuinŞe preistorice din preajma 

Bucureĸtilor. Asupra tehnicei, tipologiei ĸi cronologiei lor. Cu un rezumat francez, 

Bucureĸti, III, 1932, p. 5-23. 

Rosetti 1934: D. V Rosetti, SŁpŁturile de la Vidra ï raport preliminar, PMMB, 1, 1934, 

p. 6-65. 

Rosetti Ἠi Morintz 1961: D. V Rosetti, S. Morintz, SŁpŁturile de la Vidra, MCA, VII, 

1961, p. 71-77. 

Sandu-Cuculea 1999: Vasilica Sandu-Cuculea, Cronica cercetŁrilor arheologice, 

MIM, XIII, 1999, p. 379-381. 

Schuster Ἠi Negru 1999: C. Schuster, M. Negru, Descoperiri arheologice din epoca 

bronzului la Bucureĸti ï Militari ĂC©mpul Bojaò (campania din anul 1997), MIM, 13, 

1999, p. 19-25. 

Stratton et alii 2018: S. Stratton, S. Griffiths, R. KogŁlniceanu, A. Simalcsik, Al. 

Morintz, C.E. ἧtefan, V. DumitraἨcu, Ch. Bronk Ramsey, O. Nehlich, N. Beavan, D. 

Boriĺ, A. Whittle, The emergence of extramural cemeteries in Neolithic southeast 

Europe: a formally modeled chronology for Cernica, Romania, Radiocarbon, 2018, 

https://doi.org/10.1017/RDC.2018.34. 

ToderaἨ et alii 2009: M. Toderaĸ, S. Hansen, A. Reingruber, W. J¿rgen, Pietrele-

MŁgura Gorgana: o aѽezare eneoliticŁ la DunŁrea de Jos ´ntre 4500 ѽi 4250 ´.e.n., 

MCA NS, 5, 2009, p. 39-90. 

Tzoni 1971: Magda Tzoni, Topoare de silex eneolitice aflate ´n colecŞiile Muzeului de 

istorie a Municipiului Bucureĸti, MIM,  VIII, 1971, p. 391-399. 

Vasilescu 1966: Gh. Vasilescu, Din istoricul cartierului Giuleĸti, MIM, IV, 1966, p. 

147-166. 



37 

 

VintilŁ 2013: Camelia-Mirela VintilŁ, AĸezŁrile neo - eneolitice din c©mpia 

Bucureĸtiului (cu un repertoriu al descoperirilor), BMJT, 5, 2013, p. 189-211. 

Voinea et alii 2014: V. Voinea, O. GrigoruἪŁ, C. CŁrpuἨ, Hard animal material 

adornments discovered in Hamangia settlement from Cheia/ Podoabe din materii dure 

animale descoperite ´n aĸezarea Hamangia de la Cheia, M. MŁrgŁrit, G. Le Dosseur, 

A. Averbouh, (eds.), An overview of the exploitation of hard animal materials during 

the Neolithic and Chalcolithic/O privire asupra exploatŁrii materiilor dure animale de-

a lungul neoliticului ѽi calcoliticului, T©rgoviἨte: Cetatea de Scaun, 2014, p. 101-136. 

ZŁnescu 1992: I. ZŁnescu, ķantierul Dealul Piscului - Cronica cercetŁrilor arheologice 

(1981-1989), CAB, IV, 1992, p. 363-371. 

Zirra 1959: V. Zirra, SŁpŁturile arheologice de la Fundenii Doamnei, MCA, VI,  

p. 758-764. 

 

 

Lista ilustraἪiilor / List of illustrations 

 

 

PlanἨa I: 1. v©rf confecἪionat din os (scara=1cm); 2. debitaj longitudinal prin rainurage 

(50x); 3. stigmate de raclage (50x); 4. v©rf fracturat (40x). 

Plate I: 1. bone pointed tool (scale=1cm); 2. longitudinal debitage by grooving (50x);  

3. scraping marks (50x); 4. fracturated pointed tool (40x). 

PlanἨa II: 1. v©rf confecἪionat din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de raclage (50x); 3. 

extremitate proximalŁ (20x); 4. extremitate distalŁ (100x); 5. urme de uzurŁ (100x). 

Plate II:  1. bone pointed tool (scale=1cm); 2. scraping marks (50x); 3. proximal end 

(50x); 4. distal end (100x); 5. use-wear marks (100x). 

PlanἨa III: 1. v©rf de armŁ (scara=1 cm); 2. stigmate de sciage (50x); 3. stigmate de 

abraziune (100x); 4. extremitate cu urme de uzurŁ (100x). 

Plate III:  1. spear point (scale=1 cm); 2. sawing marks (50x); 3. abrasion marks (100x); 

4. end with use-wear marks (100x). 

PlanἨa IV: 1. daltŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de abraziune (50x); 

3. incizii (30x); 4. striuri funcἪionale (100x). 

Plate IV:  1. bone bevelled tool (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion marks (50x); 3. incisions (30x); 

4. use-wear marks (100x). 

PlanἨa V: 1. daltŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de raclage (50x); 3, 5. 

stigmate de abraziune (50x); 4. striuri funcἪionale (100x). 

Plate V: 1. bone bevelled tool (scale=1cm); 2. scraping marks (50x); 3, 5. abrasion 

marks (50x); 4. use-wear marks (100x). 

PlanἨa VI: 1. spatulŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de sciage (50x); 3. 

stigmate de abraziune (100x); 4. detaliu front activ (100x). 

Plate VI:  1. bone spatula (scale=1cm); 2. sawing marks (50x); 3. abrasion marks 

(100x); 4. active end detail (100x). 

PlanἨa VII: 1. spatulŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de raclage (50x); 

3. stigmate de abraziune (100x); 4. detaliu front activ (100x); 5. detaliu extremitate 

proximalŁ (50x). 



38 

 

Plate VII:  1. bone spatula (scale=1cm); 2. scraping marks (50x); 3. abrasion marks 

(100x); 4. active end detail (100x); 5. proximal end detail (50x). 

PlanἨa VIII: 1. plŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de raclage Ἠi abraziune 

(50x); 3. detaliu perforaἪie (50x). 

Plate VIII:  1. perforated plate (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion and scraping marks (50x); 3. 

perforation detail (50x). 

PlanἨa IX: 1. plŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (scara=1cm); 2. detaliu perforaἪie (50x); 3. stigmate de 

abraziune (50x). 

Plate IX: 1. perforated plate (scale=1cm); 2. perforation detail (50x); 3. abrasion marks 

(50x). 

PlanἨa X: 1. plŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de sciage (50x); 3, 4. stigmate 

de abraziune (50x); 5. detaliu perforaἪie (30x). 

Plate X: 1. perforated plate (scale=1cm); 2. sawing marks (50x); 3, 4. abrasion marks 

(50x); 5. perforation detail (30x). 

PlanἨa XI: 1. plŁcuἪŁ perforatŁ (scara=1cm); 2, 3, 5. stigmate de abraziune (50x); 4. 

detaliu perforaἪie (30x). 

Plate XI:  1. perforated plate (scale=1cm); 2, 3, 5. abrasion marks (50x); 4. perforation 

detail (30x). 

PlanἨa XII: 1. figurinŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de abraziune 

(50x); 3. stigmate de sciage (30x); 4. stigmate de rainurage (50x). 

Plate XII:  1. bone figurine (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion marks (50x); 3. sawing marks 

(30x); 4. grooving marks (50x). 

PlanἨa XIII: 1. figurinŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de raclage (30x); 

3. stigmate de rainurage Ἠi rotaἪie (30x). 

Plate XIII : 1. bone figurine (scale=1cm); 2. scraping marks (30x); 3. grooving and 

rotation marks (30x). 

PlanἨa XIV: 1. figurinŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2, 3. stigmate de abraziune 

(30x); 4. stigmate de sciage (30x); 5. detalii ale decorului (30x); 6. stigmate de 

rainurage (50x); 7. suprafaἪŁ cu lustru macroscopic (100x). 

Plate XIV:  1. bone figurine (scale=1cm); 2, 3. abrasion marks (30x); 4. sawing marks 

(30x); 5. decor details (30x); 6. grooving marks (50x); 7. surface with macroscopic 

polish (100x). 

PlanἨa XV:  1. figurinŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de abraziune 

(30x); 3. stigmate de raclage (30x); 4. stigmate de rainurage (50x). 

Plate XV: 1. bone figurine (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion marks (30x); 3. scraping marks 

(30x); 4. grooving marks (50x). 

PlanἨa XVI: 1. figurinŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2, 3. stigmate de abraziune 

(50x, 75x);  

4. stigmate de raclage Ἠi abraziune (30x); 5, 6. stigmate de sciage (50x); 7. stigmate 

de rotaἪie (50x). 

Plate XVI:  1. bone figurine (scale=1cm); 2, 3. abrasion marks (50x, 75x); 4. abrasion 

and scraping marks (30x); 5, 6. sawing marks (50x); 7. rotation marks (50x). 

PlanἨa XVII: 1. figurinŁ confecἪionatŁ din os (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de percuἪie 

(30x); 3. stigmate de abraziune (30x); 4. stigmate de sciage (30x). 



39 

 

Plate XVII:  1. bone figurine (scale=1cm); 2. percussion marks (30x); 3. abrasion marks 

(30x); 4. sawing marks (30x). 

PlanἨa XVIII: 1. figurinŁ prismaticŁ (scara=1cm); 2, 3. stigmate de abraziune (50x). 

Plate XVIII:  1. prismatic figurine (scale=1cm); 2, 3. abrasion marks (50x). 

PlanἨa XIX: 1. fusaiolŁ (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de abraziune (100x); 3. detaliu 

perforaἪie (30x). 

Plate XIX: 1. spindle whorl (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion marks (100x); 3. perforation 

detail (30x). 

PlanἨa XX: 1. piesŁ indeterminatŁ (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de abraziune (50x); 3. 

stimate de raclage (50x); 4. detaliu perforaἪie (30x); 5. deformare perforaἪie (100x). 

Plate XX: 1. indeterminate item (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion marks (50x); 3. scraping 

marks (50x); 4. perforation detail (30x); 5. perforation deformation (100x). 

PlanἨa XXI: 1. piesŁ indeterminatŁ (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de tŁiere (30x); 3. stigmate 

de raclage (50x); 4. stigmate de abraziune (30x); 5. detaliu perforaἪie (30x). 

Plate XXI: 1. indeterminate item (scale=1cm); 2. cutting marks (30x); 3. scraping 

marks (50x); 4. abrasion marks (30x); 5. perforation detail (30x). 

PlanἨa XXII: 1. piesŁ indeterminatŁ (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de tŁiere (50x); 3, 4. 

detalii perforaἪie (50x); 5. suprafaἪŁ cu stigmate de uzurŁ (100x). 

Plate XXII: 1. indeterminate item (scale=1cm); 2. cutting marks (50x); 3, 4. perforation 

details (50x); 5. surface with use-wear marks (100x). 

PlanἨa XXIII: 1. v©rf confecἪionat din corn de cervid (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de 

percuἪie (20x); 3. detaliu perforaἪie (20x); 4. stigmate de abraziune (50x); 5. uzura la 

nivelul frontului activ (100x). 

Plate XXIII:  1. antler pointed tool (scale=1cm); 2. percussion marks (20x); 3. 

perforation detail (20x); 4. abrasion marks (50x); 5. active end with use-wear marks 

(100x). 

PlanἨa XXIV: 1. v©rf confecἪionat din corn de cervid (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de 

percuἪie (30x); 3. stigmate de tŁiere (20x); 4. stigmate de raclage (30x); 5. detaliu 

perforaἪie (30x).  

Plate XXIV:  1. antler bone tool (scale=1cm); 2. percussion marks (30x); 3. cutting 

marks (20x); 4. scraping marks (30x); 5. perforation detail (30x).  

PlanἨa XXV: 1. v©rf confecἪionat din corn de cervid (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de tŁiere 

(30x); 3. stigmate de percuἪie (20x); 4. detaliu perforaἪie (30x); 5. detaliu front activ 

(100x). 

Plate XXV:  1. antler pointed tool (scale=1cm); 2. cutting marks (30x); 3. percussion 

marks (20x); 4. perforation detail (30x); 5. active end detail (100x). 

PlanἨa XXVI: 1. DaltŁ confecἪionatŁ din corn de cervid (scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de 

abraziune (20x); 3. detaliu perforaἪie (20x); 4. detaliu front activ (50x). 

Plate XXVI: 1. antler bevelled tool (scale=1cm); 2. abrasion marks (20x); 3. perforation 

detail (20x); 4. active front detail (50x). 

PlanἨa XXVII: 1. daltŁ confecἪionat din corn de cervid (scara=1cm); 2, 3. stigmate de 

tŁiere (20x); 4. detaliu front activ (100x). 

Plate XXVII: 1. antler bevelled tool (scale=1cm); 2, 3. cutting marks (20x); 4. active 

front detail (100x). 



40 

 

PlanἨa XXVIII: 1. element de podoabŁ, confecἪionat din valvŁ de Spondylus 

(scara=1cm); 2. stigmate de tŁiere (50x); 3. stigmate de abraziune (100x); 4. detaliu 

perforaἪie (50x); 5. uzurŁ la nivelul perforaἪiei (100x). 

Plate XXVIII: 1. adornment made from Spondylus valve (scale=1cm); 2. cutting marks 

(50x); 3. abrasion marks (100x); 4. perforation detail (50x); 5. use-wear at the 

perforation level (100x). 

PlanἨa XXIX: 1. element de podoabŁ, confecἪionat din valvŁ de Spondylus 

(scara=1cm); 2, 3. uzurŁ dezvoltatŁ pe suprafaἪa piesei (100x). 

Plate XXIX: 1. adornment made from Spondylus valve (scale=1cm); 2, 3. use-wear 

developed on the surface of the piece (100x). 

PlanἨa XXX: 1. element de podoabŁ, confecἪionat din valvŁ de Cardium (scara=1cm); 

2. detaliu perforaἪie (20x); 3. uzurŁ la nivelul perforaἪiei (50x). 

Plate XXX:  1. adornment made from Cardium valve (scale=1cm); 2. perforation detail 

(20x); 3. use-wear at the perforation level (50x). 

PlanἨa XXXI: 1. element de podoabŁ, confecἪionat din valvŁ de Cardium (scara=1cm); 

2. detaliu perforaἪie (20x); 3, 4. uzurŁ dezvoltatŁ pe suprafaἪa piesei (100x). 

Plate XXXI:  1. adornment made from Cardium valve (scale=1cm); 2. perforation detail 

(20x); 3, 4. use-wear at the perforation level (100x). 

PlanἨa XXXII: 1. element de podoabŁ, confecἪionat din canin de mistreἪ (scara=1cm); 

2. stigmate de raclage (50x); 3. stigmate de sciage (50x); 4. stigmate de abraziune (50x); 

5. uzurŁ la nivelul perforaἪiei (150x). 

Plate XXXII:  1. adornment made from wild boar canine (scale=1cm); 2. scraping 

marks (50x); 3. sawing marks (50x); 4. abrasion marks (50x); 5. use-wear at the 

perforation level (150x). 
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SOME REMARKS ON THE TRANSITION OF THE  

 BOIAN -GUMELNIŝA HOUSEHOLDS ï ARCHITECTURE AND POTTERY 

ASSEMBLAGES 

 

 

Rumyana Yordanova* 

 

 

Keywords: Ruse tell settlement, Boian Culture, KGK VI, transition, 

household. 

Cuvinte cheie: aѽezarea de tip tell de la Ruse, cultura Boian, KGK VI, 

tranziѿie, locuinѿŁ. 

 

 

Abstract:  This paper presents the characteristics of several houses from three 

sites in the Lower Danube area ï the tell settlements at Ruse, Tangѧru and CŁscioarele 

ï Ostrovel. These houses are considered among the earliest documented structures 

dated during the transition from the Late Boian to the GumelniŞa Culture. Comparing 

their geographical, cultural, chronological and architectural aspects, this paper traces 

changes occurring in the household tradition and possible settlement interactions. The 

architectural details and the house inventories show similarities that differ from those 

of the Late GumelniŞa structures. Some of these have been previously interpreted as 

ñtemplesò due to their rich painted and plastic interior decoration. Since the structures 

from the Romanian sites are well-known, the Ruse houses and their inventories are 

described in greater detail. Special attention is given to pottery as a main cultural and 

chronological landmark, but also as evidence for the range of everyday activities and 

their manifestation during the entire KGK VI period. 

Rezumat: AceastŁ lucrare prezintŁ caracteristicile mai multor locuinѿe din trei 

situri din zona DunŁrii de Jos - aѽezŁrile de la Ruse, Tangѧru ѽi CŁscioarele - Ostrovel. 

Aceste locuinѿe sunt considerate printre cele mai vechi structuri documentate, datate ´n 

timpul tranziѿiei de la cultura Boian t©rzie la cultura Gumelniѿa. Compar©nd aspectele 

lor geografice, culturale, cronologice ѽi arhitecturale, aceastŁ lucrare urmŁreѽte 

schimbŁrile care apar ´n tradiѿia gospodŁriei ѽi posibilele interacѿiuni din aѽezare. 

Detaliile arhitecturale ѽi inventarele locuinѿelor aratŁ asemŁnŁri care diferŁ de cele 

ale structurilor t©rzii din cultura Gumelniѿa. Unele dintre acestea au fost anterior 

interpretate ca Ătempleò datoritŁ bogatelor lor decoraѿii interioare plastice  ѽi pictate. 

FiindcŁ structurile descoperite ´n siturile din Rom©nia sunt mai bine cunoscute, 

locuinѿele de la Ruse ѽi inventarele lor sunt descrise mai detaliat. O atenѿie deosebitŁ 

este acordatŁ ceramicii ca reper cultural ѽi cronologic principal, dar ѽi ca dovadŁ 

pentru gama de activitŁѿi cotidiene ѽi manifestarea lor pe ´ntreaga perioadŁ a KGK VI. 

  

                                                                 
* Rousse Regional Museum of History, Ruse, Bulgaria. 
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Introduction  

The significance of the Lower Danube area during the Chalcolithic period has 

been acknowledged since the first official excavations on important sites such as 

GumelniŞa1, CŁscioarele2, Pietrele3, Ruse4 and Hotnitsa5. Thanks to these and to other 

well-documented tell settlements on both banks of the river, it has been ascertained that 

the local Chalcolithic societies enjoyed a long, flourishing and uninterrupted 

development during the second half of 5th millennium BC6. 

The transition 

The culture that developed in the middle of the 5th millennium BC, known as the 

Kodzadermen-GumelniŞa-Karanovo VI, emerged following the gradual consolidation of 

several previous cultures on the territory of Romania and Bulgariaï Maritsa in the south 

of this area7, Polyanitsa8 and Boian in the north9, all of them with four developmental 

phases. The latter phase marks the period when local cultural differences slowly 

disappeared and the area merged into one uniform culture. This transition was so 

imperceptible that archaeologists experience difficulty in determining whether a structure 

should be dated to the Maritsa/Polyanitsa/Boian IV phase or to the first stage of the KGK 

VI Culture. As a result, they were attributed either to the very end of the Boian/Maritsa 

IV, the very beginning of the GumelniŞa Culture10 or the Ia phase of the GumelniŞa 

Culture11. The similarities in the ceramic shapes and the graphite decoration between the 

Boian and the Early GumelniἪa pottery are the reason a larger phenomenon should be 

suggested ï namely, the Boian-GumelniŞa Culture. In fact, all three earlier cultures 

mentioned above lost their own local characteristics during the first phase of the KGK VI, 

so it is unclear whether any of them had a leading role in this process. 

According to the accepted prehistoric chronology of the region, this transition 

occurred, according to certain scholars, during the short timespan from 4600/4550 to 

4500/4400 BC12, while recent studies reveal slightly different and not so clearly fixed 

dates. On the basis of some samples from CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel and Radovanu, the 

Boian-SpanŞov phase is dated to a wider time range spanning the 4900-4500 BC 

interval, but ending no earlier than 4600 BC. The A1 phase of the GumelniŞa Culture 

falls between c. 4470 and 4360 BC13. Another paper groups the existing 14C dates from 

the entire territory of the KGK VI and sets the Boian SpanŞov and Polyanitsa IV phases 

into the timeframe of 4700-4600 BC and all the KGK VI in 4600-4250 BC interval14. 

                                                                 
1 Dumitrescu 1925; Dumitrescu 1966. 
2 ķtefan 1925; Dumitrescu 1965; Dumitrescu 1970. 
3 Berciu 1956. 
4 ɻʝʦʨʛʠʝʚ, ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1952; ɻʝʦʨʛʠʝʚ, ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1957. 
5 ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1959. 
6 Berciu 1961, p. 416; ʊʦʜʦʨʦʚʘ 1986, p. 222. 
7 ʊʦʜʦʨʦʚʘ 1986, p. 102; Petrova 2016, p. 324. 
8 ʊʦʜʦʨʦʚʘ 1986, p. 107. 
9 Berciu 1935, p. 40; Berciu 1961, p. 59; Comĸa 1987, p. 44. 
10 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993, p. 22; Petrova 2016, p. 234. 
11 Berciu 1959, 67. 
12 Boyadzhiev 1995, Table 4. 
13 Bem 1998-2000, p. 340. 
14 Reingruber 2016, p. 314. 
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Since the matter concerns a process and not a sudden event, it is not completely clear if 

this transition happened at the same time in all three regions. Hopefully, the quick 

development of the dating methods and possible new samples will specify and clarify 

the matter in the future. 

One of the major questions is whether something special occurred at the middle 

of the 5th millennium or whether the change was due to natural consequences of social 

development. Using the óburnt horizonô factor as a landmark for some tell settlements 

in northeast Bulgaria as evidence for probable warfare, Henrieta Todorova assumed that 

there was an inner conflict among different groups during this period, perhaps due to 

increasing population density and need for new territory15. However, the óburningô itself 

cannot serve as sufficient proof for indicating a change, as the motives behind the fire 

might be diverse. Deliberate house burning as a social practice is well-demonstrated in 

neighbouring areas and is regarded as having been widespread in Central and Eastern 

European prehistory16. Setting fire to the whole settlement at tell sites, such as 

CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel, is also considered a ritual or intentional repeated action rather 

than evidence of warfare. The idea would have been to set the memory of the place into 

a durable material ï such as ceramics ï and transform it into a visible monument in the 

landscape17. There are also opponents of the deliberate burning theory who emphasise 

the many details which were not taken into consideration by its supporters, stating that 

such social practice did not exist in Southeast European prehistory18. 

Since there are various cases of burnt houses ï with different chronologies, 

cultural affiliations, locations (at tell sites or open settlements), number of inventory 

items, sometimes even with human remains in between debris19 ï a certain pattern 

cannot be defined. It would therefore be too simple to state that all of them are 

consequences of the same cause (ritual, accidental, sanitary, battle, etc.). What is 

important is the fact that Balkan prehistory is full of examples indicating that burnt 

houses were a common phenomenon during the Neolithic and the Chalcolithic periods. 

For instance, at the Ruse tell settlement, more than thirty burnt houses were identified, 

dating from the very beginning of the KGK VI Culture until its end20. A significant 

consequence of this is that the well-preserved structures were sealed by fire ï including 

their architectural details, inventories and ceramic assemblages ï which provide the best 

opportunity for observing the differences between various chronological, territorial and 

cultural groups. 

Unfortunately, this opportunity has never been sufficiently used, as only a few 

houses have been properly published for the entire KGK VI period and the later part of 

the earlier period. These are mainly buildings with extraordinary elements21 and rich 

                                                                 
15 ʊʦʜʦʨʦʚʘ 1986, p. 222. 
16 Stevanoviĺ 1997; Chapman 1999; Tringham 2005. 
17 Gheorghiu 2007, p. 271, p. 281. 
18 Lichter 2016. 
19 ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1958; ʄʘʮʘʥʦʚʘ 2000. 
20 Yordanova 2019. 
21 Bem 2001; Dumitrescu 1970a, 1970b; Dragoman 2016; ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1959; ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993. 
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inventories22; on the other hand, the complete number of houses from particular sites 

have been published only in exceptional cases23. 

Inventories and interpretation 

Interpretation is both the strongest and the weakest feature of contemporary 

archaeology. For prehistory, a lot has been written about everyday life, cult practices, 

funerary customs and social development, with papers contradicting one another or 

supporting each other at times, but all aiming to interpret the present data in the best 

possible way. Reaching a conclusion is influenced by many factors, but the context, 

insofar as it is attainable, must first be taken into consideration. Artefacts from houses 

are indicative of everyday activities and were seen as complete assemblages, the way 

tools associated with a certain group of people at a specific moment (usually the time 

of the fire) form our perception about their lives and thus their entire society. 

To achieve that, however, there are many details in need of exploring. Starting 

from a large-scale and moving to a small-scale standpoint, we should treat the house as 

an item first integrated to a larger system ïe.g. within its cultural and regional place, 

then as part of a certain settlement (its location, probable relations with coexisting 

structures, etc.), and finally as a micro-context. For the latter elements, significant 

features can also be the house dimensions, the architectural specifications (building 

techniques, horizontal and vertical plans, plastic and paint decoration) and, of course, 

its inventory. 

The inventory includes all the artefacts found in between the house walls: 

furniture items (though very rare), tools made of any material, adornments, floral and 

faunal remains and, most importantly, ceramic assemblages. Other than being a 

chronological and cultural landmark, pottery fragments found in the same context can 

also serve as evidence of function. One of the most obvious correlations is that between 

the number of vessel types and the number of the different activities taking place within 

the house. The more diverse the range of vessels appearing in a structure, the more 

varied the household activities, and vice-versa: the more homogenous their types were, 

the more specialised their production was24. 

This, however, raises the question as to their function and how this could be 

defined, especially regarding vessel shapes. Usually, the main functional categories ï 

defined based on the vesselsô dimensions ï are storage, cooking and transportation25. 

Some authors distinguished a fourth category, i.e. those of the vessels in graves26. The 

ability to determine function lies in precise field documentation, comparison between 

different contexts, and observations on the correlations among the vessels within the 

same complex27. Such examples are already known from Pietrele28 and Sultana29. 

                                                                 
22 Berciu 1956; 1961; Dumitrescu 1966; Dumitrescu, Marinescu-BἘlcu 2001; Reingruber 2010, Reingruber 

2012; Ignat et al. 2012; ʇʦʧʦʚ 1987; ʇʦʧʦʚ, ɺʝʥʝʣʠʥʦʚʘ 2004. 
23 ʈʘʜʫʥʯʝʚʘ 1976. 
24 Orton, Hughes 2013, p. 147. 
25 Rye 1981, p. 26-27; Rice 1987, p. 207-209. 
26 Orton, Hughes 2013, p. 247. 
27 Orton, Hughes 2013, p. 261. 
28 Reingruber 2012, fig. 11. 
29 Ignat et alii 2013, Pl. VI. 
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Sites and boundaries 

For the period spanning the end of Middle Chalcolithic period30 to the very 

beginning of the GumelniŞa Culture, there are three relatively well-preserved and 

documented buildings ï House 2 from TangἎru, House 12 from CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel 

and the so-called ótempleô from Ruse (House 2). Their chronology is based mostly on 

the specifics of their ceramic assemblages, but a few absolute dates were obtained from 

the earliest layers in CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel31. Other than the fact that they are the only 

published structures for the discussed period of time32, they are suitable for comparative 

analysis for several reasons. 

The sites (fig. 1) were occupied for almost the entire 5th millennium BC with a 

few gaps. The stratigraphic profile of TangἎru shows continuous activity on the tell from 

the very first phase of the Boian to the very end of the GumelniŞa Culture33. In 

CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel, the earliest layers belong to the Boian-SpanŞov phase, and the 

upper ones to the last two phases of the GumelniŞa Culture34. It is possible that earlier 

phases of the Boian Culture are represented there as well, but the rising waters of the 

Danube did not allow for further excavations. 

Although Ruse is situated south of the river and should be associated with the 

Polyanitsa Culture, pottery there reveals tight connections with the culture on the 

opposite bank. These similarities are observed at other sites in the valleys of Rusenski 

Lom River (the Vodna cave)35 and Yantra river (Petko Karavelovo tell site)36 , which 

raises the question as to whether prehistoric settlements in these regions of Bulgaria 

should better be considered as part of the Boian community. The earliest settlement on 

the Ruse tell also dates from the second phase of the Boian Culture; the site was later 

abandoned for a while and resettled again during the Middle Chalcolithic, with 

uninterrupted occupation until the last phase of KGK VI37 . 

Bearing in mind that the rivers represent natural paths of population, products, 

and idea dispersion, the location of the three tell sites also plays an important role in 

tracing possible transformation. Ruse and CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel are located directly on 

the banks of the main water road in the region ï the Danubeðthus exploiting the 

benefits of its nutritional, strategic, trade and cultural advantages. TangἎru is nowadays 

situated further away from the river but still close (a couple of hours walking distance). 

Although there is no true scientific evidence that the tell was part of the large lake 

settlement system already located to the east38, it can be suggested that the then-villages 

were part of a small settlement system, reachable by water (sailing?) or on foot 

(walking), all existing within one cultural unit during a short chronological period.  

                                                                 
30 According to the accepted Bulgarian periodisation. 
31 Bem 1998-2000. 
32 Dumitrescu 1970a, 1970b; Berciu 1956; 1961; Dragoman 2016; ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993. 
33 Berciu 1959, p. 60-67. 
34 Dumitrescu 1970a, p. 75; Voinea 2005, p. 124. 
35 Naydenova 2010, p. 75. 
36 Chohadzhiev, in print. 
37 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1996, p. 42. 
38 Hansen et alii 2015, p. 101, Abb. 15. 
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The structures from the Ruse tell settlement  

The Ruse tell site is one of the many sites whose potential has not been fully 

exploited. Much has been done over the years since the first excavations took place39, 

mostly on empirical material and its chronology, but quantitative and qualitative 

analyses of the features uncovered have not been conducted. Most of the topmost houses 

were initially published with their inventories, including all complete and restored 

vessels40 which, however, never went beyond a mere description, although a large 

number of features were uncovered as a result of this contribution. Unfortunately, the 

situation in the lower levels is very different. Not even one actual house, either burnt or 

unburnt, was identified during the excavations, despite the few references to their 

existence41. In order to re-identify what was not properly documented, a new approach 

has been attempted which led to 19 ónewlyô discovered burnt structures42. During the 

last two excavation seasons, the last four burnt houses were uncovered, one of them 

being interpreted as a temple43. 

The published data about the latter building is sparse. What is surely known is 

its location ï in the central zone of the settlement (fig. 2.2), developing further into both 

the eastern and western sectors which were separated by the main stratigraphic profile. 

As a result, a full cross-section of the house exists. The part located in the eastern sector, 

and an area with a width of 0.20 m from the debris in the western sector, had seemingly 

been excavated during the 1988 season but without any published information. Further 

field work during the following two years documented only building foundations and 

the rest of the debris44. House 2, as it was later numbered, had a rectangular shape, 8-

10 m in length, and judging by the plan, was oriented northeast-southwest45. Some of 

the preserved wall fragments were decorated with white and red paint. The floor was 

uneven and dug into the ground in the southern part of the house. 

The location of the house allows us to observe not only the horizontal plan, but 

its stratigraphy as well (fig.2.1). According to the director of the excavations, a thin 

layer of ash and charcoal (6 cm) separated the debris into two levels, suggesting a two-

storey building46. This was entirely excavated in 1990, together with the last preserved 

part of the site ï the central profile. 

Besides the wall decoration suggesting the building was a temple are the 

fragments from a large clay relief found scattered over a clay bench and three vessels, 

all found in the southern sector. Although broken, the clay relief represents the frontal 

view of a pregnant woman, whose abdomen and thighs were covered with red and white 

meander motifs, restored three times. The face was covered with a thin white layer, the 

eyes were encrusted with blueish river shells and the eyebrows, the nose and the mouth 

were formed through sculptural techniques. The carving was meant to be placed 

                                                                 
39 ʐʢʦʨʧʠʣ 1914, p. 59-61. 
40 ɻʝʦʨʛʠʝʚ, ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1952; 1957. 
41 ʂʲʥʯʝʚ ʠ ʜʨ. 1987, p. 28. 
42 Yordanova 2019. 
43 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993. 
44 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1996, p. 40. 
45 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1996, p. 40, ʦʙʨ. 8. 
46 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993, p. 20; 1996, p. 40. 
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vertically, since its back preserves the imprint of wooden planks47. The inventory of 

House 2 consists of three vessels, a flint hoard found inside one of the pots, and stone 

tools. Except for the aforementioned pottery from the profile, the general absence of 

ceramics in the entire building48 is striking. Unfortunately, there is not enough 

information on the other three houses attributed to the same phase. 

The existing information tells of the existence of a large area of burnt debris, 

located (on the basis of the scarce data from field diaries from the 1988 campaign) in the 

western sector of the tell; this area was labelled for convenience as Structure 1749. Later, 

after revision of the data and the ceramic assemblages, it was clarified that it represented 

two overlapping burnt houses, the upper one attributed to the second phase of the KGK 

VI Culture (re-labelled Structure 15), and the lower to the end of the Middle Chalcolithic 

period (re-labelled Structure 20). The recorded measurements of Structure 20 indicate 6 

m in length and 5 m in width, oriented northeast-southwest (fig. 2.3). Although the 

architectural details and inventory remain unknown, the ceramic assemblage shows 

similarities with House 2 and could perhaps be assigned to the same phase. 

In order to follow the natural development of the household ceramic 

inventories, two more buildings will be presented, dated to the first phase of the KGK 

VI Culture. Structure 19 belongs to the upper habitation level, if we trust the profile 

plan overlapping the ruins of House 2 (fig. 2.1). Its debris covers a large area in the 

western sector, measuring 10 x 10 m, and continues into the profile (fig. 2.3). Despite 

its large size, only seven complete vessels were found there. 

Another contemporary burnt house existed north of Structure 19 and was 

labelled Structure 16. Part of it fell within the old soundings in the western sector of 

the tell (fig. 2.3), with the preserved dimensions of c. 8 x 7 m. Seven vessels and two 

lids were found in the 0.65 m-thick burnt debris. 

Although there is much information missing about the structures from Ruse, 

they convey some of the required elements for our analysis, especially concerning the 

everyday activities connected to pottery. The preservation of successive features, 

evidenced in the profile as well, was very fortunate, allowing for their comparison with 

later burnt house inventories (from the second and the third phase of the KGK VI). The 

latter, unfortunately, are impossible to compare with those of other contemporary sites, 

given the current state of publication. 

The architectural specifics 

The location upon which prehistoric people chose to erect a building is 

considered as an important act with practical and symbolic meaning. Usually, the large 

central houses seem to be part of the public life of the settlement and are used either as 

storage areas for the pottery vessels and grains of the entire village50, or as temples such 

as at ParŞa and a few Cucuteni sites51. 

                                                                 
47 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993, p. 20-21. 
48 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1996, p. 40. 
49 Yordanova 2019, fig. 7-8. 
50 ʊʦʜʦʨʦʚʘ 1986, p. 167. 
51 Lichter 2014, p. 125. 
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The latter function seems to be the case of the so-called sanctuary at CŁscioarele 

ï Ostrovel. Although there are only three (published) houses from the same occupation 

phase, all located along a northwest-southeast line according to the existing soundings, 

it was stated that the temple was placed at the centre of the settlement52. At Ruse there 

is a similar situation, as the house with the anthropomorphic relief falls under the central 

stratigraphic profile. However, since there are only a few concurrent buildings 

excavated and we do not know if the centre of the mound was the centre of the village, 

any postulation regarding their location is debatable. 

House dimensions most probably also played a role in household organisation 

or even differentiation. The CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel building was c. 16 m long and 10 m 

wide53 and those in TangἎru reached 13.50 m in length54 . Although not as large, the 

Ruse structures also exceeded 8-10 m in the case of the house in the lower level. 

Radovanu and Petru RareἨ provide a different image with a few houses with lengths of 

6 m55. There was apparently a normal variety of house sizes, such as in the next 

occupation levels, but still some of them seem extremely large. Their internal space is 

organised differently, by separation in two rooms connected through a door like in 

CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel56 or by constructing two floors, which is the case in Ruse57. In 

addition, the walls in both houses were likely partially covered with red and white 

painted motifs. 

However, what is really distinctive in the Boian-SpanŞov structures is the 

presence of finely decorated plastic architectural details. The famous columns from 

CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel, found in room 1, were hollow inside, with lengths of c. 2 m and 

diameters of 10 cm and 41-43 cm, respectively. They showed traces of linear and 

geometric yellowish-white patterns, and had been restored and repainted with different 

motifs at least three times58. Another specific plastic decoration is constituted by the 

female clay reliefs, fragments of which were found both in Ruse (House 2) and TangἎru 

(House 2)59. In Ruse they were preserved well enough for a partial reconstruction (fig. 

3). In both cases a common feature is the plank imprint on their backs, indicating they 

were placed vertically adjacent to a wall. The presence of such plastic elements in the 

interior of the buildings is the reason they were interpreted as sanctuaries. An exception 

is House 2 in TangἎru, where the large amount of inventory items did not allow it to be 

defined as a cultic building.  

To see why some buildings were considered sanctuaries, while others ï simple 

residential houses even though they had similar architectural characteristics, we should 

also note the other objects in the buildings and how they correlate with the whole 

complex.  

                                                                 
52 Dumitrescu 1970b, p. 6, fig. 1. 
53 Dumitrescu 1970, p. 6; Dragoman 2016, p. 100. 
54 Berciu 1959, p. 67. 
55 ComἨa 1984, fig. 61-63. 
56 Dumitrescu 1970b, p. 21. 
57 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993, p. 20. 
58 Dumitrescu 1970a, p. 76; Dumitrescu 1970b, p. 18-20; Dragoman 2016, p. 102. 
59 Berciu 1959, p. 68. 
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House inventories 

As expected, the pottery represents most of the house inventories. Complete 

assemblages, together with other small finds, are known from House 2 in Ruse and 

House 12 from CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel. The rest could be presented only with the 

complete vessels which give partial but nevertheless informative views on the used 

pottery types. 

House 12 (CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel). The inventory items were mostly 

fragmented and they consisted of a storage vessel, a fine plate, two big coarse bowls, a 

fine lid and two stands. The coarse ware is decorated with the typical excised and white-

encrusted motifs, or with knobs, as well as with fine graphite patterns (covering the 

inside of a plate). There were also a grinding stone, a painted clay medallion and one 

small copper tool broken in two60. 

House 2 (Ruse). The structure yielded a large vessel, a plate and a bowl, all 

decorated with the same shallow, horizontal cannelures on their middle or upper part 

(fig. 3). Thin, positive graphite motifs, though poorly preserved, covered the inside of 

the wide-open plate. Small finds were represented by flint and stone tools only. 

Structure 20 (Ruse). The similar set of a fine plate, two fine bowls, and a large 

fine vessel like that in House 2 appeared in the contemporary Structure 20 (fig. 4). In 

this case, however, the structure yielded also two fine pots, a cup, a stand and a miniature 

vessel. The coarse ware is represented by a large vessel and a pot. The horizontal 

cannelures again represented the main fine ware motifs, covering more than half of the 

vessels, but graphite was also used, in the case of a pot. Barbotine appeared as vertical 

lines, e.g. forming a concentric curved pattern.  

Structure 19 (Ruse). The ceramic assemblage (fig. 5) is represented by coarse 

ware vessels ï two wide trays (one with a spout), two large biconical vessels - almost 

identical, a similar one with a polished upper part, a bowl and a cup. The only decoration 

is the unorganized and vertical barbotine, sometimes with knobs, and oblique plastic ribs. 

Structure 16 (Ruse). The complete vessels (fig. 6) form a homogenous group, 

including five bowls and a lid from the group of fine ware and a large vessel, a pot and 

a coarse lid from the coarse pottery. The bowls are decorated either with cannelures or 

with graphite. The coarse ware shapes are decorated with barbotine or shallow incisions. 

House 2 (TangἎru) yielded the richest published assemblage of all for this 

period61. It included both fine and coarse ware shapes ï two storage vessels, large bowls 

(both fine and coarse), two fine and one coarse pot, five coarse trays, twelve fine plates, 

fifteen fine and one coarse bowl, four fine cups, a sieve-vessel and four stands. In what 

decoration is concerned, graphite appears mostly on the inside of plates, sometimes on 

bowls and pots. Cannelures are used on the upper part of bowls, plates and pots. Excised 

patterns are few, covering the middle part of a large vessel, the collar of the 

corresponding lid and huge areas on a storage vessel. The usual barbotine appears only 

organized vertically. 

The fewest types actually appear in the so-called temple of Ruse, where only 

three vessels were found on a clay platform, and in Structure 19 which overlaps it. The 

                                                                 
60 Dragoman 2016, p. 102-103. 
61 Berciu 1961, fig. 199-223. 



79 

former is the only structure with fine pottery. On the contrary, the assemblage from the 

upper structure consists of extremely coarse vessels. All the other structures contain 

both fine and coarse wares in different ratios. 

Of course, the amount of complete vessels in the structures do not provide 

reliable information, due to them only representing a portion of all the un-restored 

vessels. Their morphological characteristics, however, can be used as markers of a 

preferred house ceramic inventory during a certain period, especially if followed by a 

comparison with the succeeding structures. For this purpose, sealed later features were 

taken into consideration (Table I): ï six from Ruse, eight from Pietrele62, two from 

Sultana63, and one each from Omurtag64, Smyadovo65, Hotnitsa66, Blejeĸti67, CŁscioarele 

ï Ostrovel68, and GumelniŞa69. 

The most persistent types in the earliest houses are large, coarse vessels, pots, 

fine plates and lids, with storage vessels, trays, cups, closed vessels and stands not as 

well-represented. When found in a house, the coarse and fine bowls are the most 

numerous. Storage vessels appear in two of the structures ï at CŁscioarele ï Ostrovel 

and TangἎru ï showing the need for large vessels for storing food for the community. 

The same type appears at the Ruse tell as well, but not in house contexts. The most 

common large open vessels probably served as cooking pots for the household70 so their 

presence is not surprising. The ordinary assemblages also include plates and bowls, but 

the rich graphite decoration inside them raises some questions about their actual use. 

The low representation of cups and coarse pots is interesting, as these types are 

otherwise the most numerous in the late stages. The stands, characteristic for the 

previous culture (Boian), also appear in a satisfying number in the features rich in finds. 

Concerning their typological categories, there is little variation. The plates are 

always of the same type ï wide-open, with a strongly everted upper part; the bowls are 

of cylindrical-conical or slightly open/closed shapes, decorated with horizontal 

cannelures, but rarely with graphite. Fine pots appear in two types ï with convex middle 

part and relatively long neck, all covered with graphite, cannelures or impressed motifs, 

and with a straight middle part with horizontal cannelures. The large variety of shapes, 

dimensions, volumes and decoration techniques and motifs, typical for the developed 

GumelniŞa Culture, do not occur yet in their full potential. 

 

Discussion 

Despite being few, these buildings represent the initial step in the formation of 

the GumelniŞa Culture as a large, uniform and flourishing phenomenon. They emerged 

                                                                 
62 Berciu 1956; Reingruber 2010; 2012. 
63 Ignat et alii 2012; Ignat et alii 2013; Ignat 2018. 
64 Gaydarska et alii 2004. 
65 ʇʦʧʦʚ, ɺʝʥʝʣʠʥʦʚʘ 2004. 
66 ɸʥʛʝʣʦʚ 1959. 
67 Berciu 1956. 
68 Voinea 2005. 
69 Dumitrescu 1966; Dumitrescu, Marinescu-BἘlcu 2001. 
70 Reingruber 2012, fig. 11. 
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following a pit-house period71 with extremely fragmented ceramic inventories, so these 

are the first well-documented and published structures. 

Though the inventories differ from those of the Late GumelniŞa stages, they 

show a certain standardisation of the household assemblages. The usual combination 

includes large vessels, plates, bowls, lids, sometimes stands, of course with a wider 

variety in the richer structures. For the later stages, the presence of other types such as 

cups, different sized pots, special shapes such as strainers and storage vessels, etc., 

increase. On the other hand, some types such as trays with a wavy rim obviously appear 

for a short time at very few sites ï such as in Ruse and TangἎru. Closed, small vessels 

were typical only for Ruse, as well. Among the structures discussed above, only two 

differ by a few yet very fine vessels ï House 2 from Ruse and House 4 from Hotnitsa. 

Most of the other assemblages consist of different pottery items, thus suggesting various 

household activities. Therefore, as far as it can be observed, there was a slow 

transformation from a relatively monotonous assemblage with similar shapes and 

decoration in several sites to another one, with varied and typologically distinctive 

pottery types with painted and plastic motifs. 

The significant feature for the period, however, is the presence of large 

buildings with rich interior plastic elements. The existence of such edifices at the three 

discussed sites allow us to speculate that, at this time, a particular type of public 

buildings of communal importance existed in the Lower Danube area, perhaps mainly 

at central, contemporary settlements. Their purpose is debatable due to the lack of 

information, the scarce number of small finds and the apparently heterogeneous 

household inventories, similar to contemporary structures without those peculiarities. 

Besides, the specific architectural elements, with no analogies both in the previous and 

the later local traditions, suggest that they were not designed to fulfil the role of a 

household of smaller size, but to serve the specific needs of a larger group of people ï 

a community. The large, anthropomorphic reliefs also resemble the masks from the 

Varna cemetery, with the dimensions of the latter similar to those of Ruse72. Since their 

chronologies almost coincide73, it appears that the anthropomorphism (and not only the 

figurines) had a strong, but not as persistent, manifestation in the area. Probably the 

river and the easy navigation access to such sites also contributed to the quick exchange 

of ideas, beliefs and to their regional manifestation. All these details define the 

beginning of the KGK VI and the importance of the Lower Danube and of the Black 

Sea coast during the Chalcolithic period. 

 

  

                                                                 
71 Comĸa 1974, p. 143-159. 
72 ʇʦʧʦʚ 1993, p. 22-23 
73 Higham et alii 2007, p. 646, fig. 3; KrauÇ et alii 2017, p. 297 
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