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REGIONAL CHARACTERISTICS
OF THE BRNJICA CULTURAL GROUP

Abstract. — A large number of newly registered and researched sites help to distinguish regional characteristics in the Brnjica

cultural group development. On the basis of special features in the material culture, pottery in the first place, several regional
entities were identified: (1) Kosovo with the Raska Region and Pester, (2) The Juzna and Zapadna Morava confluence zone is
characterized by interweaving of the Brnjica and Paracin cultural groups and, afterwards, by a mixture of Brnjica cultural group
elements with the Iron Age I a — b cultural groups from the Velika Morava basin, (3) The Leskovac—Nis region is characterized by

symbiosis, after the initial phase, and later on by integration of the Brnjica cultural group with the ethno-cultural complex Iron
Age I b in the Morava basin, and (4) the Juzna Morava Region, upstream from Grdelica Gorge, the P¢inja and the Upper Vardar
Regions, is characterized by specific Brnjica cultural group archaeological material. The sites with Brnjica type pottery finds in
Blagoevgrad, Plovdiv as well as on a number of sites in Pelagonia, Lower Vardar basin, on the island of Thasos and Thessaly,

show the extent of influence of the Brnjica cultural group within the period between the 13™ and 12" centuries BC and portend
the role of the Brnjica population in the events designated as the Aegean Migration.

Key words. — Brnjica cultural group, regional characteristics, pottery, iron, Aegean migration.

ntil recently, our knowledge of the Brnjica

cultural group (or cultural group Donja Brnjica

— Gornja Strazava) was based on the research
results from fifteen or so sites, mainly necropolises.!
There were no data on settlements and habitations.?
The total archaeological collection of the Brnjica com-
munity amounted to less than three hundred objects,
mostly ceramic vessels.? This cultural group was cha-
racterized as the final phase, »... of a long evolution to be
followed with certainty through the entire Bronze Age,
while closely connected to the Balkan—Danube comp-
lex and elements the linguists mark as Dako—Moesian.
Therefore, this group’s finds could be identified with
the non-Illyrian component in the Dardanian ethno-
genesis.«*

After M. Garasanin’s synthesis in the Praistorija
Jjugoslovenskih zemalja, the works of a larger number
of authors significantly promoted the cognition on ter-
ritory, genesis, development, settlements, habitations,
material culture, forms of economy, chronology and
other characteristics of the Brnjica cultural group.’

The year 1999 was the turning point in Brnjica
community research when archaeological excavations
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were carried out on a multilevel settlement of the
Brnjica cultural group in the southeast part of the Hisar
site in Leskovac. On that occasion, only the trial exca-
vation of an area of 4 x 2 m showed Brnjica cultural
group layers of 1.2 m in depth with four strata, repre-
senting four development phases of this cultural group
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Lazi¢ 1996.
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(Brnjical a—b, Brnjica Il a—b). Several thousands objects
were unearthed (mainly pottery fragments) of which
around one thousand were published.® The oldest stra-
tum was characterized by pottery forms already known
from earlier researched necropolises of this cultural
group — urn type vessels with a plastic ring around the
inner rim edge, S-profiled bowls on a more or less pro-
nounced bottom (with some objects the belly is orna-
mented with distinctly broad slanting cannelures),
pear-shaped goblets with distinctly broad slanting
cannelures on the belly, then goblets and cups with
triangular rim broadening and, sporadically, large cone
bowls with faceted rim. The structure of the pottery
differed greatly from those found at necropolises, it was
mainly fine and medium; there was also a great diffe-
rence in the baking grade and processing of the outer
surface (grinding/polishing). In the following stratum
(1), beside all ceramic forms found in stratum I, there
was a smaller amount of cannelured ceramics; the
number of S—profiled bowls was smaller, but the num-
ber of cone bowls with faceted rim and cups had in-
creased. In stratum III, the S—profiled bowls are scarce,
while the share of other ceramic forms, characteristic
of the two oldest strata, is significantly diminished,
with a sudden enhancement of the share of cannelured
ceramics of Iron Age I b type of the Morava basin’.
The last, IV stratum, is thin and except for the 1999
trial excavation, it is found only in certain parts of the
site. A predominance of cannelured ceramics is charac-
teristic for stratum IV, with sporadic finds of Brnjica
ceramics typical for strata I and II at the Hisar site.
The information acquired led to the conclusion
that the Hisar site represents the entire development of
the Brnjica cultural group in the Juzna Morava basin
and that the basis out of which the Brnjica cultural
group developed were the cultural elements from the last
phase of the Vatin cultural group (Mojsinje-Dobraca
horizon)— (for instance: goblets and cups with trian-
gular rim broadening, cannelured bowls and S-profiled
goblets and one or double handled goblets very similar
to the corresponding Vatin forms from the Mojsinje-
—Dobraca horizon)®; that already in the second phase
(strata II-Brnjica I b phase) contacts were made with
the cultural complex Iron Age I a from the lower
Morava basin, manifested in the cannelured ceramics
characterizing to the greatest extent the cultural groups
of the complex; the predominance of the cannelured
ceramics in the III stratum (Brnjica II cultural group
phase) can be explained by the influx of the ethnic
element from the North (Morava basin I b phase) and
its mingling with the autochthonous population, while

the thin and poor IV stratum is the obvious reflection
of the situation in the wider region of the Morava basin
(Morava basin I ¢ phase) and central Balkans — the
consequence of the sudden population decrease.

The archaeological excavations in Leskovac gave
the key to identification of the Brnjica finds in other
museums in the Morava basin; through classification
of material and intensive identification, trial and pro-
tective excavations, fifty-four Brnjica cultural group
sites have been designated, of which ten are in the Vra-
nje region: Ljanik, Svinjiste, Biljaca, Konculj, Lucane,
Surdul, Priboj, Klinovac, Piljakovac and Zujince;
twenty-five in the Leskovac region: Leskovac, Vucje,
Grdelica, Crcavac, Vrapce (Mihajilo Joji¢ homestead
site), Vrapce (Kucevstine site), Sijarinska banja, Mace-
donce, Bobiste (Izvoriste site), Bobiste (Sastanci site),
Zivkovo, Semdce, Zbeziste, Togacevac, Jasunja, Jarse-
novo, Lapotince, Vlasotince, Slatina, Podrimci, Mala
Grabovnica, Zlokucane, Lipovica and Pirot 9. eight in
Nis region: Bratmilovce, Gornja Glama, Donje Vlase,
Malca, Ni§ — Medijana, Ni§ — Bubanj, Paradik and
Hum'?, and eleven sites within the Juzna and Zapadna
Morava confluence zone: Boljevac, Globoder, Zdravi-
nje, Jasenje, Krusevac, Makresane, Mali Siljegovac,
Mackovac, Praskovée, Stala¢ and Citluk.!!

The archaeological excavations in Leskovac were
intensified from 2002.!2 These excavations have been
carried out up to the present; research was carried out
on different parts of the site covering an area of over
1,500 m2. An enormous quantity of archaeiological
material was unearthed: tens of thousands of objects

6 Stoji¢ 2000, 12—-16; Ctojuh 2001, 17-25; Kamypan, Ctojuh
2000.

7 »Cannelured ceramics« from strata I and II differ essentially
from the cannelured ceramics from strata III and IV; cannelures on
the ceramics from strata I and II (Brnjica I phase) are shallow and
roughly performed, while those from the strata III and IV are dis-
tinct and precisely performed and thus very similar to the ceramics
canneluring technique of the Iron Age I b type of the Morava basin.
Not applied on the Brnjica II period ceramics, grooving is the cha-
racteristic technique for the Brnjica I period ceramics. On ceramics
from the Iron Age I b phase in the Morava basin refer to: Stoji¢ 1986,
42-48; Stoji¢ 2004, 149, 156-157.

8 Crojuh 1998.

9 Epuerosuh-ITasnosuh, Koctuh 1988, 24; Stojic 2000, 12-20;
Crojuh 2001, 10-18; Stojic¢, 2003, 120-121; Byaarosuh 2000, 23-42;
Bynarosuh 2001, 163-178; Bynatosuh, Tomosuh, Kamypan 2005,
399-437.

10" Crojuh, Jouuh 2006, 55, 80, 95, 134, 149, 157, 199, 229.

1 Yahenosuh 2001; Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2006, 64, 87, 91, 94,
102, 155, 160, 177, 186, 207, 225.

12 Stojic 2002, 236-238.
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(vessels, pottery fragments with typological or style
characteristics, ceramics and items in bronze, bone,
iron and stone) and architectural plastics.

The main characteristic of the Hisar site of over
hundred hectars is its scarce population during the
Brnjica cultural group period; only the plateau of
several hectars in size and several terraces on the Hisar
hill slopes, also covering an area of several hectars,
show traces of scarce population. During the Brnjica
cultural group period, the plateau was protected by a
deep moat with a palisade on its inner side, a fortifica-
tion similar to that from a significantly later period of
prehistory (8™ century BC) on the Gradac site in Lani-
ste in the Velika Morava basin.!3 The cultural layer of
the Brnjica cultural group reaches over 1.6 m in certain
parts of the plateau, and in vertical stratigraphy the
first three strata, evidenced in the 1999 trial excavation
were confirmed.

On the terrace, where the first excavations were
carried out in 1999, a ferrous metallurgy center was
discovered with evidence of iron production as well as
of ferrous objects manufacture from the first two pha-
ses of the Brnjica cultural group.'* The find of a cast
for moulding bronze axes — kelts indicated that bronze
objects were produced in the same place. Slag locations
were also found, several ferrous objects, multi-armed air
blowing ceramic pipes (for blowing air into the furna-
ces), dozens of furnaces (of which several at least were
used for ore smelting; under a furnace calotte were
found smaller pieces of amorphous iron), hundreds of
millstones (on some, traces of ore grinding were preser-
ved), large pieces of amorphous iron (the largest spe-
cimen of several kilograms was found in a furnace),
charcoal pits.!> On this part of the site were found to-
gether: a bronze axe — kelt and a cruciform ferrous axe.
Here were also found: a bronze razor similar to the Vinca
specimen and a needle for which there are analogies in
specimens from Banat and Maéva (Ha A).'® These
bronze artefacts, dated to the 12"~11t%" century BC, con-
firm the conclusions based on ceramics, on the share of
the cultures from the lower Posavina and the Serbian
Danube valley in events during that century in the Juzna
Morava basin and in the south of the Balkan Peninsula.

Judging by an exceptionally great number of bone
artefacts, semi-finished articles and bone remnants,
found on one of the terraces of the Hisar site, there must
have been the specialized workshop for production of
bone objects.

Thus, on the Hisar site in Leskovac, in the Juzna
Morava basin centre, at the unavoidable point of all the
Morava valley communications, and within the Jabla-
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nica and Veternica river basins in the east-west direc-
tion, a large settlement of the Brnjica cultural group was
situated, consisting of a fortification — acropolis on the
highest and most prominent part of the site and of speci-
alized settlement parts on the slopes. The entire Brnji-
ca cultural group development was documented in the
vertical stratigraphy and in dozens of closed entities.
Architectural plastics (zig zag grooves, spirals, circles)
strongly resemble the Mycenaean architectural plastics,
on one hand, and the architectural plastics in the Velika
Morava basin and in the Serbian Danube valley, on the
other.!”

In Kosovo and Metohija, necropolises are predo-
minant among the sites,'® but two settlements were
identified (Vala¢ and Tenesdol)!°. Though it is not
advisable to make final conclusions on the material
culture characteristics of a community on the basis of
the finds — grave offerings (particularly of the »grave
pottery«), the finds from the Brnjica cultural group
settlements — among which there were no cannelured
ceramics of the Iron Age I types of the Morava basin —
point to the uniqueness of the Brnjica community in
this large central Balkan basin. Brnjica cultural group
pottery from Kosovo is identical to the pottery found
in strata I and II on the Hisar site in Leskovac. Does it
mean that in Kosovo are represented only the oldest
phases of the Brnjica cultural group, or, on the other
hand, that the community development in Kosovo had
a different direction lasting as long as the Brnjica
cultural group in the Juzna Morava basin? It is possible
that Kosovo had a specific role within the framework
of the Brnjica community; for instance — seasonal pas-
ture regions or livestock winter shelter for the wider

13 Stojic 1986, 61-62.

14 Stoji¢ 2002, 238; Stoji¢ 2006; Crojuh, TTeunh, Jouh 2007,
30-31.

15 Stoji¢ 2006; Crojuh, Ilemmmh, Josuh, 2007, 31.

16 Weber 1996, 219, cat. no. 487; Vasi¢ 2003, 80-81, cat. no.
530-531; Crojuh, ITemmuh, Jouh 2007; Paper is at hand: Bronze
and Ferrous Artefacts of the Brnjica Cultural Group from the Hisar
Site in Leskovac.

17 Stoji¢ 1986, 31, fig. 3, 9-10; Stojic 2004, 66, T. XLII/11,
73, T. LII/7,79, T. LVIII/16, 95, T. LXXVI/8, 99, T. LXXX/17-18,
100, T. LXXX1/19, 119, T. XCVIIL, 121, T. CII/3, 124, T. CVII/8-9,
126, T. CIX/2, 130, T. CXIV/9-19, 135, T. CXX/12; Hansel 1991,
71-83.

I8 Srejovi¢ 1960, 83—135; Mexmeraj, 1993; Lazi¢ 1996; Luci
1997, 120-146; JIyuun 1998, 165-175; Tasi¢ 1997, 287-299; Tasic¢
2001, 7-14; Tasic 2003, 39-61.

19 Tasi¢ 1960, 45-47; T. III/2, T. IV/5, T. VI/6, T. VII/1-2;
Mehmetaj 1990, 89-92.
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community; geographically, it was a well isolated region,
encircled by mountains and protected from the strong
winds blowing along the Morava valley. Settlements
in Konculj, Tenesdol and Valac, suggest that Kosovo
distributed its defence system along its bordering lines
and along the communication routes leading into this
large valley. The necropolises in the central part of Ko-
sovo, except for burials, could have played the role of
exceptional sacred places by which ownership over
territory was emphasized, implying the responsibility
of countrymen to take care of these sacred places at
any price (as well as of the territory as a whole) as they
represented also strongly fixed landmarks in seasonal
movements. It was quite clear that they counted on the
»help« of their dead countrymen to intercede with ce-
lestial powers and secure the existence and future of the
community. Under such circumstances it is important
to have an identity, a definite burial ritual and the same
kinds of offerings, which was shown exactly in the
reproduction of the same or very similar grave offerings
over a longer period. For instance, the novelties, such
as the cannelured vessels, emerging under the influen-
ce of the Velika Morava basin within the Iron Age I
period, do not appear in the graves. The appearance of
such artefacts in the necropolises meant an essential
change of the ethnic and cultural identity, which was
not the case with the Kosovo necropolises. Thus, doubt
remains whether the Brnjica community in Kosovo
lasted as long as the one in the Juzna Morava basin or
shorter, the latter being more plausible.

On the Pester and Raska regions necropolises and
settlements were registered at Delimede, Dojevice, De-
limede-Melaje, Novopazarska Banja and Postenje.20

Within the Juzna Morava and Zapadna Morava con-
fluence zones there are eleven Brnjica ceramics sites.
Three kinds of sites are characteristic: (1) sites with
Brnjica ceramics exclusively, (2) sites characterized
by mixed Brnjica ceramics and Paracin cultural group
ceramics (Paracin I) and (3) sites in which the Brnjica
ceramics are mixed with the cannelured ceramics of
the Iron Age I type in the Morava basin.?! On the ter-
ritory where the three main communications intersect
in the central Balkans, exactly this kind of site could
have been expected: the Morava basin in the direction
north-south, with the Zapadna Morava valley in the di-
rection east-west, in the region where the communities
from the Iron Age I in the Velika Morava and Zapadna
Morava basins are faced and interwoven with the
Brnjica cultural group. The Konopljara site in Citluk is
indicative for the historical interpretation of the period
with its closed features from the late Bronze Age (ca.

14™ century BC) characterized by the Brnjica and Pa-
racin cultural groups elements, then the features with
exclusive Brnjica ceramics and those in which Brnjica
elements are permeated with the ones characteristic of
the Iron Age I in the Morava basin, and, finally, nume-
rous features with exclusive archaeological material
typical for the Iron Age I b in the Morava basin, among
which there are several grave entities.??

In the Vranje—Bujanovac basin and the gravitating
regions there are numerous lowland and hill fort settle-
ments.23 The hill fort settlements are located in such a
fashion that they are obviously part of a defence sys-
tem within smaller geographic features — basins.
Among those settlements are ones with palisade forti-
fications (Konculj), like the Hisar site in Leskovac,
while some (Svinjiste), are protected with a dry stone
wall.2* The region is characterized by ceramic forms
such as the ones from the oldest Brnjica cultural group
phase in the Hisar site in Leskovac, then by the incised
decoration ceramics, while the cannelured ceramics of
the Iron Age I type in the Morava basin is found at a
limited number of sites and exclusively in the Juzna
Morava valley.?

In Macedonia, particularly in the P¢inja and Var-
dar basins, a large number of sites are registered with
Brnjica ceramics type. There are fifteen sites of the
Brnjica ceramics in the Pé&inja basin.2® At the Kljucka
site in Skopje were found more or less all the ceramic
forms and decoration techniques as the ones from the
Hisar site in Leskovac.?’ To this site belong parts of a
helmet made of wild boar’s teeth, pointing to the undis-
puted influence of the Mycenaean world.?® A collec-
tion of the Brnjica vessels, characteristic of the Brnjica
I period, was found in the Varos site in Prilep.2?

20 Jleruma 1979, 73-77; Jleruna 1981, 10-14; Lazié¢ 1996;
Jevti¢ 1997, P1. XV/1.

21 Yahenosuh 2001; Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2001, 48-55.

2 Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2001, 47-80; Crojuh, Yahernosuh 2006,
228-229, cat. no. 25-26; Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2006, 228-229, cat.
no. 25-26.

23 Bynatosuh 2000, 23-42; Bynatosuh 2001, 163-178; Bysa-
toBuh, TomoBuh, Karypan 2005, 399-437; Jlazuh 2005, 134-172.

24 Information acquired from A. Bulatovi¢, who carried out
trial excavations on the site in 2006.

25 Jlasuh 2005, T. VIII/5-9, T. IX/1-3.

26 Teoprues 1989; Teoprues 1991; Teoprues 1992; Mitrevski
1993, 115-124.

27 Mitrevski 1993, fig. 1-2.

28 Mitrevski 1993, 119, fig. 11.

2 IIpaucropna Bo Makenonnja 1976, 55, cat. 496-498; Hansel,
Hochstetter 1986, 255-262.
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In strata 189 on Kastanas, in the lower Vardar
basin, there are numerous and diverse ceramics rather
similar to the Brnjica ceramics from the Juzna Morava
basin sites; in strata 19—18 (ca. 1600—-1400 BC)3%; in
strata 1715 (ca. 1400-1190 BC)3!, in strata 14—11
(1190-1000 BC)??, strata 10-8 (ca. 1000-900 BC)?3.
Some ceramic forms such as cone vessels with faceted
rim appear on Kastanas much later, as is the case with
the cannelured ceramics.

On the Kamena cuka site in Blagoevgrad, the
Brnjica ceramics and one of the Mycenaean type were
found together.3* Kamenska ¢uka hill fort, by the lay-
out and the way of building (stone fort) is much more
likely to have belonged to the Mycenaean civilization
than to the Brnjica cultural group. Given its position on
the best communication route leading from northern
Greece to the North and the fact that it is situated at the
border of the Brnjica territory, it can be assumed with
certainty that the contacts of the Mycenaean world and
the Brnjica community were made through this very
hill fort, which, was confirmed also by archaeological
material .3

The Plovdiv hoard is the most eastern ceramics site
similar to the Brnjica cultural group ceramics, while
the necropolises in the Raska region and the Postenje
hill fort are the most western Brnjica ceramics sites
(Detev, 1964; Jevti¢, 1997, P1. XV/1). The influence of
the Brnjica cultural group is visible on the contempo-
raneous ceramics in a larger number of sites in the
north of Greece (up to Thessaly) including some of the
northern Aegean islands (Thasos, for instance).3¢

* ok ok

In order to reach a conclusion on the number of sites,
territory, regional and other characteristics of the
Brnjica cultural group, it should be kept in mind that
the degree of investigation at individual geographical
features belonging to the community differs very wi-
dely. When the Juzna Morava basin is concerned, there
are certain advantages singling it out from the neigh-
boring regions, such as: (primarily) its position on the
main and only communication in the central part of the
Balkan Peninsula in the direction north-south, the re-
markable fertility of the land reclaimed each year by
regular annual floods, somewhat more favourable cli-
mate than some of the neighbouring regions (due to the
influence of the moderated Mediterranean climate
across the Presevo watershed), ore, stone and energy
resources; these are the main reasons of continuous
population of this region during all prehistoric stages,
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starting from the Neolithic. It seems, however, that the
present ratio of the registered number of the Brnjica
cultural group sites in the Juzna Morava basin and
other regions of the same community is unrealistic. If
in only the Juzna Morava basin, a smaller part of the
territory of the community, more than fifty Brnjica sites
are registered, then it can be presumed with utter cer-
tainty that an exceptionally high number of settlements
and necropolises can be expected over its entire terri-
tory, which makes it a significantly higher number than
any of the contemporaneous cultures on the Balkan
Peninsula.

Consequently, it could be stated at present that
there are several regions on the Brnjica cultural group
territory with certain specific characteristics as to the
number of inhabitants, population density, appearance,
size, topography and settlement disposition, material
culture in individual development phases or during the
entire development, particularly with regard to decora-
tion and representation of respective ceramics forms,
duration and several other characteristics; for instance,
on the territory south of the Grdelica Gorge (in that part
of the Juzna Morava basin, in Pinja and Vardar basins)
ceramics were more frequently decorated by incision,
while cannelured ceramics appeared in scarce number.
The Leskovac and Ni$ regions, with the exception of

30 Hochstetter 1984, T. 1/1-14, T. 2/10, T. 3/1, 8, 110-12, T.
5/3-4,7,T.6/9, T.7, T. 8, T. 9, T. 10/1 — the most typical ceramic
form of the Brnjica cultural group;

31 Hochstetter 1984, T. 12/2, 3, 12, T. 15, T. 16, T. 21/2-7, T.
23/7-8, T. 24/4, 6-10, T. 25, T. 26, T. 27 (specifically figure 10 —
rim of the most typical urn of the Brnjica cultural group) T. 31/11,
T. 33/3,9-10, T. 34, T. 36, T. 37/5-13

32 Hochstetter 1984, T. 39/10, T. 45/10, T. 50 (specifically two
vessels of a type belonging to the most distributed urn kind in the
Brnjica cultural group) T. 56/8-9, T. 65/2, T. 70/5, T. 71/2 (the first
appearance of the cannelured ceramics of the Iron Age I type in the
Morava basin) T. 76/1 (and of cone vessels with faceted rim) T.
78/2-3, 6 (the handle reminding of the Brnjica handles with a tra-
pezium-like plastic decoration on its upper part) T. 99/3, 67 (can-
nelured ceramics as the one in the Hisar site) T. 101/4, 8 (cannelured
ceramics as the one in the Hisar site) T. 102, T. 109/8, T. 110/8-9,
T. 112/3 (cannelured ceramics as the one in the Hisar site).

33 Hochstetter 1984, T. 116/3-5, 10, 12, T. 117/2-5, 10 (can-
nelured goblets with plastic broadening on the shoulder, typical of
Hisar site) T. 122/2 (strainer), T. 124, T. 125, T. 129 (cannelured gob-
lets), T. 136/4-5, 138/7 square vessel as the Hisar specimen, T. 144,
T. 145, T. 147/3 (cover).

34 Stefanovich, Bankoff 1998, 274, fig. 26/A-D.

35 Stefanovich, Bankoff 1998.

36 Grammenos 1980, I/4, 11, VI/12, VII/10, IX/5, X/2, X1/3,
XI1/2-3; Grammenos 1982, fig. 2/AD/, AV, AG; Koukouli-Chrysan-
thaki 1982, fig. 5/1-2.
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the oldest phase, are characterized by an increasing
share of cannelured ceramics of the Iron Age I type in
the Morava basin in the ceramics fund during other de-
velopment phases of the Brnjica cultural group.3” The
initial phase (ca. 14 century BC) in the Krusevac re-
gion is characterized by a mixture of the Paracin and
Brnjica ceramic forms, while the following phase is
distinguished by a higher representation in number of
cannelured ceramics typical of the Iron Age I a in the
Morava basin as compared to the Brnjica one; during
the rest of the Iron Age I there are scarcely any cera-
mics typical of the Brnjica cultural group.

The ceramics from the Kosovo sites fit by style
and type into the ceramics of the first two phases of the
Brnjica cultural group in the Leskovac region, with the
exception of the cannelured ceramics. However, it is un-
clear whether the cannelured ceramics are absent from
Kosovo due to lack of influence from the communities
of the Serbian Danube valley, the Velika Morava basin
and the Brnjica community from the Leskovac region,
or whether the Brnjica cultural group development in
Kosovo was shorter-lived than that of the Juzna Mora-
va basin, making it impossible for the cannelured style
of decoration to spread into that region.

Due to insufficient research, no definite conclusions
can be reached with regard to the Brnjica community
characteristics in the Pester and Raska regions (Deli-
mede, Dojevice, Delimede—Melaje, Novopazarska ba-
nja, Postenje sites) but it seems these regions do not
differ much from Kosovo with regard to the archaeo-
logical material, though it should be emphasized that
the ceramics from the Humpa site in Dojevice village
have some specific characteristics compared to the
ceramics from the Kosovo sites, and particularly those
referring to the phase I in the Leskovac region.’8

There are only a few sites east of the Juzna Morava
with ceramics finds typical of the Brnjica cultural group:
Pirot (Madilka site), Lukanja, Blagoevgrad (Kamen-
ska ¢uka) and Plovdiv.3® While the Pirot site is situated
on the periphery of the Brnjica cultural group region,
the Blagoevgrad site and particularly the Plovdiv site
most probably testify more to a degree of influence from
the Brnjica cultural group than they do to the actual
presence of this culture in the Struma and Maritsa val-
leys. The Pirot ceramics, however, are more related in
style to the south region of the Brnjica cultural group
(south of Grdelica) than to the Leskovac region, as the
Pirot ceramics are characterized by incised decoration.
The ceramics, especially the decoration on a certain
number of goblets, point to the influences of the Govo-
ra and Cerkovna cultural groups and several others

from the last four centuries of the second millennium
BC.40 In the Morava basin, south of Grdelica, and at
the Macedonian sites, the urns with plastic ring around
the inner rim edge are much more scarce and cannelured
ceramics are sporadic, which is an essential difference
compared to the Leskovac and Ni§ regions. A certain
number of ceramic vessels with painted decoration from
Saraj brod as well as a certain number form Thasos and
Thessaly demonstrate Brnjica cultural group influence
with regard to the vessel forms.

CLOSING INTERPRETATIONS

The basis for the genesis’ process of the Brnjica
cultural group (and other cultural groups from the late
Bronze Age and Iron Age I from what had been Vatin
cultural group territory) was the most recent stratum of
the Vatin cultural complex — the Mojsinje-Dobraca
horizon.*! The Brnjica cultural group borrowed a series
of ceramic forms from the cultural manifestation, mar-
ked as the Mojsinje—Dobraca horizon, (pear-shaped urns
with rounded protrusions on the shoulder, goblets with
double or one handle with a triangular broadening at
the rim, S-profiled bowls with triangular broadening at
the rim and others). The transformation period of the
cultural horizon Mojsinje—Dobraca into cultural groups:
Brnjica, Belegis, Iron Age I in the Morava basin and
Zuto brdo was short and its is common knowledge that
the very process was significantly influenced by Myce-
naean civilization up to the end of the 13" century BC.#?

Development of the mentioned cultural groups is
characterized by significant mutual permeation. In con-
trast to the Paracin cultural group from the late Bronze

37 On ceramics characteristics from the Tron Age I a phase in
the Morava basin: Stoji¢ 1986, 33—42; Crojuh 2004, 144, 148.

38 Jleruna 1979; Jlernna 1981; Lazi¢ 1996; Jevti¢ 1997, PL.
XV/1.

3 Jeptuh 1990; Iejuh 2001; Stefanovich, Bankoff 1998; Ileten
1964.

40 Hinsel 1976, 59-62, 76-87, T. 4-6, T. 9-11.

41 Stojic 1998.

42 This was shown by the architectural plastics on the Feudvar
site in Mosorin, as well as by the architectural plastics on a larger
number of sites in the Velika Morava basin (Sarina meda in Jagodina,
Vrbica in Dragocvet, Panjevacki rit in Jagodina, anthropomorphic
plastics in Mycenaean anthropomorphic plastics style in the Panje-
vacki rit in Jagodina and anthropomorphic plastics within the frame-
work of the Zuto brdo—Grla Mare cultural group. Hinsel 1988, 2—64;
Hénsel 1991, 71-83; Mitrevski 1993, 119; Stoji¢ 2004, 292-295;
Hénsel 1988, 2—-64; Hinsel 1991, 71-83; Mitrevski 1993, 119.
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Age (ca. 14" century BC) and the community marked
as the Iron Age I a in the Morava basin, characterized
exclusively by lowland settlements, the Brnjica cultural
group is equally charcterized by hill fort and lowland
settlements. The Paracin cultural group and the cultu-
ral manifestation marked as Iron Age I a in the Morava
basin, on one hand, and the Brnjica cultural group on
the other, are not distinctly divided by territory; for in-
stance, Paracin necropolises are registered up to Alek-
sinac, while the Brnjica cultural group finds are mainly
registered in the Juzna and Zapadna Morava confluen-
ce zones, where necropolises belonging to the Paracin
cultural group have been discovered. The influence of
this cultural group is also detectable at individual sites
of the Velika Morava basin.*3

k ok ok

Somewhere around the 14" century BC, in the Juzna
Morava basin, a large number of Brnjica cultural group
settlements appeared, among which were numerous
large and artificially fortified hill fort settlements. Re-
search to-date suggests various possible reasons for the
appearance of such a large number of hill fort settle-
ments in such a short time. The principal reason was,
undoubtedly, the protection of the densely populated
territory, communication control (of the Morava basin
and other river zones), preservation of natural resources
and sacred places (large necropolises), organization of
economic and social life as well as the consequences
of internal social development (social differentiation),
relations with neighbouring communities and, particu-
larly, it seems, with the Mycenaean world. It is a well-
known fact that the Mycenaean world, several centu-
ries prior to its downfall, had a monopoly over the
bronze trade in the Mediterranean and, consequently,
the demand for bronze increased enormously, thus aro-
using the interest of the Mycenaean world in commu-
nities which possessed bronze (that is, the alloy ores)
or in the communities across whose territory these
contacts were made.**

All the cultural groups (Belegis, Paracin, Brnjica)
on the one-time territory of the Vatin complex had iron
objects at their disposal.*> Namely, there are undoubted
proofs that the Belegis$ and Paracin cultural groups used
iron objects, while it is known for the Brnjica com-
munity that it produced iron in its earliest development
phase (in the 14" century BC) and made objects from
this metal.*® Iron — »the royal metal« or Homer’s »metal
dearer than gold«, as with the Hittites, was produced
within the Brnjica community under the auspices of
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the largest and strongest fortification — on the Hisar hill
in Leskovac, in the very core of the Brnjica territory.
There is no proof that the Mycenaean world produced
iron, but it used it.*’ It cannot be ruled out that the Myce-
naean world procured this metal from the same places
it obtained bronze (that is, bronze ores) — a significant
share from their Balkan hinterland. Goods exchange as
well as other contacts with the Mycenaean civilization
undoubtedly influenced the Brnjica community develop-
ment favourably and, at the same time, enhanced the
appetites of its leading circles for possession of more
and more precious goods to confirm their social status.

Relatively numerous sites in which ceramics of
Brnjica type were found in the Vardar basin as well as
in the north of Greece up to Thessaly, point to popu-
lation movements from the central Balkans towards
the Mycenaean territory at the time when the Brnjica
community flourished, reached its peak and, like others,
developed ferrous metallurgy, but neglected the pro-
tection of the northern regions of its territory. Under
such conditions, the cultural group from the Iron Age I b
phase in the Morava basin found ways to leave the
Velika Morava valley and reach the Juzna Morava basin
up to the Grdelica Gorge, undoubtedly causing move-
ments further to the south in response. The powerful
advance of cultural groups from the north (from the
Serbian Danube valley and the Velika Morava basin) is
proved not only by the cannelured ceramics of the Iron
Age I type, but also by bronze artefacts (decoration need-
les, axes-kelts, razors, bracelets) from the Hisar site in
Leskovac. From that moment on, the archaeological
material of the Juzna Morava basin north of Grdelica
Gorge is characterized by a mixture of the material
culture of the Iron Age I community in the Morava
basin with traditional forms of the Brnjica population
in proportionally 10: 1 during the Brnjica I b phase, up
to 5:1 during the Brnjica Il a phase, and 1: 4 in the last
phase of this cultural group.*® The quantity of the
archaeological material, however, shows a significant
decrease in the population of the Juzna Morava basin
north of Grdelica Gorge as compared to the 14™ centu-
ry BC. At the same time some regions of the Middle

43 Tasic¢ 1963; Tomoposuh, Cumosuh 1959; Yahenosuh 2001;
Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2006; Stoji¢ 1994, 219, P1. 1-3.

44 Bouzek 1985, 30-35, 39-69, 81-82, 92-244.

45 Stojic¢ 2002.

46 Stoji¢ 2006.

47 Pleiner 2000, 10, 23.

48 Scientific processing of the ceramics was carried out by M.
Svilar.
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Danube basin were completely deserted (during Ha B1,
ca. 10 century BC), while the population in the Velika
Morava basin decreased in number as was the case in
the Juzna Morava basin, with a sudden decrease in
material culture quality. After the process had reached
the lowest degree, somewhere at the turn of the 10t to
the 9th century, a sudden revival of life occurred. The
process most probably started from the south and con-
tinued northward, reflected in the erection of a great
number of settlements, characterized by necropolises
with numerous offerings made of iron (torques, brace-
lets, bangles, fibulae).*® Generally speaking, a key role
in the revival in the central Balkans and the Serbian
Danube valley was played by the descendants of those
who had moved several centuries before from the Mo-
rava basin to the north of Greece, at the very least they
influenced subsequent events in these regions.

From the above, the conclusion can be reached that
the impressively numerous Brnjica community from
the 13 century BC, populating an enormous territory
from the Pester and Raska regions in the west up to
Struma in the east and from the Juzna and Zapadna
Morava confluence zone in the north down to the Taor
Gorge in the south, took part in the events designated
as the Aegean Migration, which, inter alia, caused the
destruction of the Mycenaean civilization and the great
upheavals in the Eastern Mediterranean in the 13" and
the beginning of the 12" centuries BC. This community
knew the ferrous metallurgy, it developed craftsman-
ship based on iron, and had contacts with the Mycenaean
civilization. One must wonder whether this very popu-
lation initiated events which fatally reflected them-
selves on Mycenaean civilization, shifting communities
from the north of Greece towards the south or did this
population only use the opportunity to expand into the
territory of the communities which had earlier moved
towards Attica and Peloponnesus. At the beginning of
the 11! century BC the population from the Velika
Morava basin and the Serbian Danube valley (Iron
Age I b phase in the Morava basin) reached the central
part of the Juzna Morava basin and mingled with the
autochthonous Brnjica population, leaving behind
deserted territory, particularly the Danube basin. The
end of the 11" and the beginning of the 10™ centuries
BC in this part of the Morava basin witnessed a sudden
decrease of population. Some large regions of the Brnji-
ca cultural group, on the other hand, such as the Koso-
vo, Pester and Raska regions were probably already
deserted by the end of the 13™ or the beginning of the
12t centuries BC and would remain unpopulated or
strikingly poorly inhabited right up to the 8 century BC.

Life in the Morava region and in the Serbian Danube
valley was revived before the end of the 10M and
during the 9" century BC, and the population is cha-
racterized by massive use of iron.’? At present, it is not
possible to answer precisely the question whether this
»life revival« was the consequence of the new popula-
tion influx or rather the result of the beneficial influence
on the remaining population in the Morava basin and
in the Serbian Danube valley, which brought about the
revival of life and raised the cultural level in a short
time due to innovations in economy and better social
organization. Regardless of the dilemma whether this
happened due to population influx or influence, the
main protagonists of that crucial event at the beginning
of the last millennium BC came from the north of
Greece, most probably from Greek Macedonia. There
is no doubt that elements of the Brnjica ethnic and cul-
tural traditions from the 13t century BC are incorpo-
rated into their national being. This important event,
with far reaching consequences, is confined to the
Juzna Morava basin, on one hand, by an exceptional
technological discovery — the discovery of ferrous metal-
lurgy in the 14" century BC and confirmed in the
Brnjica settlement on the Hisar site in Leskovac, and
by the life revival in that and other regions of the Mo-
rava basin and the Serbian Danube valley at the end of
the 10™ and in the 9 centuries BC, on the other hand.

The question arises whether one of the two booms
in ferrous metallurgy, the initial one in the 14 and 13
centuries BC or the one at the beginning of the last mil-
lennium BC, could perhaps be connected to the Dorian
migration and their iron weapons. It is generally accep-
ted that the Dorians came from the north and northwest
in the 11™ century BC, conquered Peloponnesus and
destroyed the remains of the Mycenaean civilization.
The »north« and the »northwest« could be identified
with the very territory in Greece for which evidence
exists of a connection with the Brnjica tradition. Gene-
rally speaking, the same people known under the name
of the Dorians, who reached the Peloponnesus and had
at their disposal ferrous arms and superior military
organization, had influenced crucially the life revival
in the north at the end of the 10™ or at the beginning of
the 9™ century BC in certain regions of the central

49 Huxwurosuh, Crojuh, Bacuh 2002, 4244, 52, 54; Crojuh,
Bacwuh 2005.

50 Crojuh 2002; Crojuh, Bacuh 2005, 177-182; HukuTosuh,
Crojuh, Bacuh 2002, 42-44, 52, 54.

51 Papazoglu 1969, 101-102.
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Balkans. Do the ethnonyms, Dorians and Dardanians,
which sound quite similar, designate one and the same
people? Do the toponyms in Troada, the town at the
foot of Ida on the Hellespont (between Ilion and Abid),
the former name of the island of Samotraki, and the
name of the straits between the Sea of Marmora and the

Aegean, reflect the recollection of a powerful people
whose roots most probably lay in the Morava basin?’!
The most recent results of archaeological research
confirm the opinion given by M. Garasanin on »Dako-
—Moesian elements« in the ethnicity of the Brnjica
cultural group, but exclude any Illyrian component.

BIBLIOGRAPHY:

Bouzek 1985 — J. Bouzek, The Aegean, Anatolia
and Europe: Cultural interrelations in the Second
Millennium B. C., Goteborg 1985.

bynaroruh 2000 — A. Bynatosuh, Hanasumra
OpmUYKe KyJTypHE Ipyne y Bpamcko-0yjaHOBauKoj U
[IpemeBckoj kotiuHy, 1acuux Cphckoi apxeoaowkot
gpywizsa, beorpan 2000, 15-16, 23-42.

Bbynaarosuh 2001 — A. BynaroBuh, Kepamuka
MpeJIa3Hor Meproia U3 GPOH3aHOr Y TBO3IEHO N00a y
JY?KHOMOpABCKOM CJuBY, Jleckosauku 300puuk, XLI,
Jleckosarr 2001, 163—-178.

Bynarosuh, TomoBuh, Kanypan 2005 — A. Byua-
toBuh, M. TomoBuh, A. Kanypan, Pesynratu 3amrur-
HOT COHJIaXKHOT FICKOTIaBaha Ha JIOKAJIUTETY Bymuiire
y Kyjunuy kon Ilpemesa, y Apxeoaouwka ucmpasicu-
sarwa E 75, Crecka 1/2004, Beorpan 2005, 399-437.

IiserkoBh-Tomamesuh 1983 — I'. IIserkoBuh-
—TomateBuh, Yanujana — ApXeoJiolka UCKoIaBarmba
y CPEIMIITY U jY>KHOM JieJly aHTWYKOT Tpana, Caoiiu-
mewa Peitybauuxoi 3a6oga 3a 3awimiuiy CHuOMEHUKA
kyamtype XV, Beorpan 1983, 67-94.

Yahenosuh 2001 — I'. Yabhenosuh, Hanasumra
OpmUYKe KYJITYPHE IpyIie y 30HU cTaBa JyxHe 1 3anaj-
He Mopasge, Jleckosauku 36opnux XLI, Beorpan 2001,
131-145.

HereB 1964 — I1. [Ieten, KonekTnBHA HaxoaKa off
rHeHu cioBu B [1nosnuB, Apxeoaoiuja V1, Kwura 4,
Coduja 1964, 66-70.

Epuerosuh-IlaBnosuh, Kocruh 1988 — C.
Epuerosuh-ITasnosuh, . Koctuh, Apxeoaowxu ciio-
MeHUuuU U Haaasuwima Jaeckosauxol kpaja, beorpan
1988.

Garasanin 1996 — D. Garasanin, Zu den Proble-
men der Gruppe Donja Brnjica — Gornja Strazava auf
dem mittleren Balkan, The Yugoslav Danube Basin
and Neighbouring Regions in the 2" Millenuim B. C.,
ed. N. Tasi¢, Belgrade 1996, 219-226.

CTAPUHAP LVI1/2006.

I'apamanun 1973 — M. Tlapamanuvs, [pauciiopuja
na mway Cpbouje, beorpan 1973.

GaraSanin 1983 — M. Garasanin, Grupa Donja
Brnjica — Gornja Strazava, Praistorija jugoslavenskih
zemalja, IV, ed. A. Benac, Sarajevo 1983, 773-778.

Georgiev 1989 — Z. Georgiev, Keramika gvozde-
nog doba u Skopsko — Kumanovskom i Ovcepoljsko —
Bregalnickom regionu, magistarski rad, Skopje 1989.

I'eoprues 1991 — 3. I'eoprues, Tpu npenpucMku
Hacesou kpaj [Tuunja, loguwen 300pnux na Puzog-
CKUOUL (pakyaitieili Ha YHusep3uilieiiomi 8o Ckolije,
Ckomje 1991, 105-126.

I'eoprues 1992 — 3. Teoprues, [IBe sxese3HOm00-
HU Hacesion kpaj Crpanus, [oguuen 36oprux na Pu-
30¢pckuotl (pakyaitieiii na ynugepsuiiiemioni 6o Ckolije,
Ckorje 1992, 91100.

Grammenos 1980 — D. Grammenos, Tymboi tis
ysteris epochis tou chakou kai alles archaiotites stin
perichi tou Neurokopiou Dramas, Arceh. Ephemeris,
Chronika 1980, 26-71.

Grammenos 1982 — D. Grammenos,, Bronzezeit-
liche Forschungen in Ostmakedonien, u Siidosteuropa
zwischen 1600 und 1000 v Chr., ed. B. Hansel, Berlin
1982.

Hiinsel 1976 — B. Hénsel, Beitrdge zur regionalen
und chronologischen Gliederung der dlteren Hallstatt-
zeit an der Unteren Donau, Bonn 1976.

Hiinsel 1988 — B. Hinsel, Mykene und Europa, Das
mykenische hellas heimat der helden Homers, Berlin
1988, 62-64.

Hansel 1991 — B. Hinsel, Die bronzezeitliche Be-
siedlung und ihre Funde, u B. Héansel und P. Medovic,
Vorbericht iiber die jugoslawisch-deutschen Ausgra-
bungen in der Siedlung von Feudvar bei MoSorin
(Gem. Titel, Vojvodina) von 1986-1990, 1991, 71-83.

Hénsel, Hoschstetter 1986 — B. Hainsel, A.
Hoschstetter, Die Stratigraphie von Kastans, Nomos



82 MILORAD STOJIC

Thessaloniki, als Dattierungshilfe fiir Funde aus dem
Crna Reka-Einzugsgebiet, 36oprux toceefien Ha
Bowxo babufi, Tlpunen 1986, 255-262.

Hiénsel, Vasié 1982 — B. Hansel, R. Vasié, Eine
Bronzezeitliche und Friiheisenzeitliche Fundstelle im
Hinterland der Juzna Morava, Archaeologica lugosla-
vica, XX-XXI, Beograd 1982, 62—69.

Hochstetter 1984 — A. Hochstetter, Kastanas, Die
handgemachte Keramik, Prdhistorische Archdologie
in Siidosteuropa 2/3, Berlin 1984.

Jestuh 1990 — M. Jestuh, IIpaucropujcka
Hekporona y [TupoTy — mpuitor mpoyJyaBamy OpIITIKe
rpyne, Inacnux Cpiickoi apxeosoukol gpywitisa 6, beo-
rpan 1990, 92—-103.

Jevti¢ 1997 — M. Jevti¢, Early Bronze Age Hill-
forts in the Novi Pazar Area, Macedonia and the Neig-
bouring Regions from 3™ to 1% Millenium BC, Skopje
1997, 73-84.

Jovanovi¢ 1999 — B. Jovanovic, Funerary Rites
and Tomb Construcions in Necropoles of the Paracin
and Donja Brnjica Cultures, Macedonia and the
Neighbouring Regions from 3™ to 15 Millennium BC,
ed E. Petrova, Skopje 1999, 67-72.

Kanypan, Crojuh 2001 — A. Kanypan, M.
Crojuh, Kepamuka OpmIuKe KyJITypHE Ipyrie ca JoKa-
JuTtera Xucap — jyroucrouyHa mnaauHa y Jleckosity,
Jleckosauxu 36opnux XLI1, Jleckopar 2001, 96—130.

Kilian 1988 — K. Kilian, Die mykenische architek-
tur, Das mykenische hellas heimat der helden Homers,
Berlin 1988, 30 — 34.

Koukouli-Chrysanthaki 1982 — C. Koukouli-
Chrysanthaki, Die frithe Eisenzeit auf Thasos, Siidost-
europa ywischen 1600 und 1000 v. Chr., Berlin 1982,
119-140.

Krsti¢ 1962 — D. Krsti¢, Gornja Strazava, Prokup-
lje — Naselje i nekropole, Arheoloski pregled 4, Beo-
grad 1962, 73-76.

Kpcruh 1992 — [1. Kpcruh, [Ipancropujcke Hekpo-
niosie y TopHjoj Crpaskasu, 36oprux Hapoghot myseja
XIV-1, Beorpan 1992, 231-248.

Lazi¢ 1996 — M. Lazi¢, Kultura Donja Brnjica —
geneza, razvoj i hronologija, doktorska disertacija 1996,
nepublikovano.

JIazuh 2005 — M. Jlasuh, [Ipaucropujcko Hacembe
y IMumwakoiy kox BnamuumHor XaHa, Apxeosouika
ucmpaxcusarwa E 75, Cecka 1/2004, Beorpan 2005,
134-172.

Jletnua 1979 — 3. Jleruna, Mnupcku rpo6osu y
Hojesuhy, y Caxpawusawe xog Haupa, beorpan 1079,
73-77.

Jlernna 1981 — 3. Jletuna, [Temrap y 6poH3aHo u
rBoszieHo 106a, Cuiapunap X XXII, beorpan 1981, 9-18.

Luci 1997 — K. Luci, Reletinos between Kosovo
and Mycenae During the Bronze Age, Macedonia and
the Neigbouring Regions from 3" to 1’ Millenium BC,
1997, 92-99.

JIynu 1998 — K. Jlynu, Bponsano no6a, Apxeo.qo-
wko oOaaio Kocosa u Meinoxuje, Beorpan 1998,
120-146.

JIynu 1998a — K. Jlynu, XpoHOJOLMKY MOJI0XKA]
Hekpornosie onja Bpmuila Ha OCHOBY MeTaJHUX
Hanaza, Pag /Ipaiocaasa Cpejosuha na ucmwipasxcusarsy
apauciiopuje uyeniipaanoi baakana, KparyjeBan
1998a, 165-175.

Menosuh 2001 — I1. Menosuh, la su je 'aBa
KOMILJIeKC 00yxBaTao u Besiuko [Tomopasibe?, Jlecko-
sauxu 300pnux, XLI, Jleckoan 2001, 219-222.

Mehmetaj 1990 — H. Mehmetaj, Kulina—Tenesdol,
multistrata Settlement, Arheoloski pregled, 1988,
Ljubljana 1990, 89-92.

Mexmetaj 1993 — X. Mexmeraj, [Ipaucropujcka
Hekponona y I'pamrmuiy, [rachuk Apywitisa koH3ep-
saimiopa Cpbuje 17, Beorpan 1993, 51-54.

Mitrevski 1993 — D. Mitrevski, A Brnjica Type
Necropolis near Skopje, Ciwapunap, XLIII-XLIV, beo-
rpan, 115-124.

Murpescku 1997 — [1. Murpescku, [poiwiouciio-
puckuiiie 3aegnuuu 60 Makegonuja, Crorje 1997.

Murtpercku 2003 — JI. Mutpercku, On JyskHa
Mopasa no Bappap, IHupajxme Pyraichmes 2,
Kumanovo 2003, 1-30.

Papazoglu 1969 — F. Papazoglu, Srednjobalkan-
ska plemena u predrimsko doba, Sarajevo 1969.

Ilejuh 2001 — I1. [Tejuh, Cenuinre, paucTopuj-
CKa HeKporoJia U Hacesbe kofl Benmke Jlykamwe Ha Cra-
poj tuianunM, Jleckosauku 30opHux, XLI, Jleckopary
2001, 179-217.

Pleiner 2000 — R. Pleiner, Iron in Archaeology,
The European Bloomery Smelters, Praha 2001.

Ipaucwiopuja 60 Maxegonuja 1976 — IIpauciiio-
puja 8o Makegonuja, Cromje 1976.

Srejovié 1960 — D. Srejovi¢, Praistorijska
nekropola u Donjoj Brnjici, Glasnik Muzeja Kosova i
Metohije IV-V, Pristina 1960, 83-135.

Stefanovich, Bankoff 1998 — M. Stefanovich, H.
Bankoff, Kamenska Cuka 1993-1995, Preliminary re-
port, The Steps of James Harvey Gaul, Volume I, Sofia
1998.

Stojié¢ 1986 — M. Stoji¢, Gvozdeno doba u basenu
Vrelike Morave, Beograd — Svetozarevo 1986.

Stoji¢ 1994 — M. Stoji¢, Le basin de la Morava
entre 1200 et 700 avant J. C., The Early Hallsatt period
— 1200-700 B. C. — In South—Eastern Europe, Alba
Tulia 1994.



REGIONAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE BRNJICA CULTURAL GROUP 83

Crojuh 1998 — M. Crojuh, Kyarypau xopusoHT
BaTUHCKE KyJTypHEe Tpyne: Mojcume—Iloopaua, Pag
Upaiocaasa Cpejosutia na uctpaxcusary upaucmwopu-
Jje uentmpaanol baaxana, Kparyjesan 1988, 133-146.

Stoji¢ 2000 — M. Stoji¢, The Brnjica cultural group
in the south Morava basin, Starinar L, 9-59.

Crojuh 2000a — M. Crojuh, bprwuuka KyamypHa
Ipyiia y aeckosaukom kpajy, Jleckoari 2000.

Crojuh 2001 — M. Crojuh, Bpwmuuka KyaTypHa
rpymna y 6aceny JyxHe MopaBe, Jleckosauku 300pHuK
XLI, JleckoBam, 15-93.

Crojuh 2001a — M. Crojuh, ETHOKYATYpHU OBHOC
Kocosa u [Tomopasiba y npavictopuju, 360phuk pago-
sa ¢puaoszopckoi paxyaitienia, XXX, bmame 2001,
303-315.

Crojuh 2002 — M. Crojuh, I'Bo3nenu npeamer y
00JIMKy urJie ca Jiokajaurera Xucap y Jleckosuy, Jlec-
rosauxu 36opuux XLII, Jleckoar 2002, 5-9.

Stoji¢ 2002 — M. Stoji¢, Najstariji nalazi gvozdenih
predmeta u Stbiji, Godisnjak, knjiga XXXII, Centar za
balkanoloska ispitivanja, knjiga 30, Sarajevo—Frank-
furt am Main—Berlin—Heidelberg 2002, 235-249.

Stoji¢ 2003 — M. Stoji¢, Baseni Juzne Morave i
Pcinje u vreme razvoja brnjicke kulturne grupe, ITupa-
Jjxme Pyraichmes 2, Kumanovo 2003, 119-142.

Crojuh 2004 — M. Crojuh, HoBu Hasa3u ca npa-
HUCTOPH]CKUX JIOKanuTeTa y okonvuu Jleckosua, Ciia-
punap, 6p. 53/54, beorpan 2004, 193-215.

Crojuh 2004a — M. Crojuh, 3amrutHa apxeoso-
IIKa MCKOMaBaHja Ha JokaauTeTy Xucap y Jleckosiy,
Ciiapunap LIII/LIV, Beorpan 2004a, 268-270.

Crojuh 2004b — M. Crojuh, Ilawesauku puii,
Beorpan 2004.

Stoji¢ 2006 — M. Stoji¢, Ferrours metallurgy centar
of the Brnjica Cultural Group (14-13t% Centuries BC)
at the Hisar Site in Leskovac, Metalurgija — Journal of
Metallurgy — MjoM, Vol. 12, Beograd 2006, 105-110.

Crojuh,9ahenosuh 2001 — M. Crojuh, I'. Yahe-
noBuh, Kepamuka n3 nmepuona npenasza GpoH3aHor y
IBO3JIEHO 100a, Apxeoaowka nasasuwitia Kpywesua u
oxoaune, beorpan 2001, 47-80.

Crojuh, Yahenosuh 2006 — M. Crojuh, I'. Hahe-
noBuh, Kpywesau, Kyawiypua ctipaitiuipaguja tpauc-
mopujckux aokaauiiieifia y 30uu ciiiasa 3atiagne Mo-
pase u Jyxncne Mopase, Beorpan — Kpymesar 2006.

Crojuh, Jorh 2006 — M. Crojuh, M. Jouuh, Huuw,
Kyamypna cuipamuipapuja Gpaucimiopujckux AoKau-
meiia y Huwxoj peiuju, beorpag—Huim 2006.

Crojuh, Ilemuh, Josuh 2007 — M. Crojuh, J.
[Temuh, C. JoBuh, KynrypHa crparurpacuja apxeouio-
KOr Jiokaymrera Xucap y JleckoBuy, Jleckosauku
36opnux XLVII, Jleckoar 2007, 29-40.

CTAPUHAP LVI1/2006.

Crojuh, Bacuh 2005 — M. Crojuh, P. Bacuh,
Yurayk kox Coko bamwe, Hekporosa ca MHXYMUPaHUM
MOKOJHUIIMMA U3 TBO3JIEHOT n00a, Kpyuesauxu 300p-
Hux 11, Kpywesan 2005, 177-182.

Crojuh, Jouuh 2000 — M. Crojuh, M. Jouuh,
Bpamie, okyhauria Muxajna Jojuha, Hekporosia Oprbu-
yke KyarypHe rpyne, Ciapunap L, Beorpan 2000,
285-294.

Crojuh, Jouuh, Ilepuh 2000 — M. Crojuh, M.
Jonuh, C. [Tepuh, BureciojHo Hacesbe OpHUUKE KYJI-
TypHE TpyIie jyroucToYHa ManuHa Xucapa, Jleckosauku
3bopnuk XL, Jleckosarn 2000, 281-302.

Crojuh, Ilepuh, Jouuh 1999 — M. Crojuh, C.
[epuh, M. Jonuh, Kepamuka u3 crambeHor objexra
13 TMIpeJsIas3Hor Mepuoma U3 OPOH3aHOT y TBO3IEHO N100a
Ha Jiokaymrety Xucap y JleckoBity, Jleckosauku 360p-
nux, XXXIX, Jleckosai 1999, 27-40.

Tasi¢ 1957 — N. Tasi¢, Zavr$na istrazivanja na
praistorijskom naselju kod Valaca, Glasnik muzeja
Kosova i Metohije IV-V, Pristina 1957, 11-77.

Tacuh 1963 — H. Tacuh, Ocrauu Hekponose na-
pahuncke rpyne kon Mahwuje, Ciapunap 11, Beorpan
1963, 143-156.

Tasi¢ 1996 — N. Tasic, Archaologische Funde und
Kulturen im Gebiet der Triballer und Dardaner in Ser-
bien zwischen 1300 und 450 v. u. Z., The Thracian
World at the crossroads of civilizations, Bucharest 1996,
99-116.

Tasi¢ 1997 — N. Tasi¢, Einige Fragen iiber die
Chronologie und Genese der Brnjica—Kultur, Y3gapje
lpaiocaagy Cpejosuhy, Beorpan 1997, 287-299

Tacuh 1998 — H. Tacuh, Bponsano moba, y
Apxeoaouo baaio Kocosa u Metiioxuje, 1l HEOIUTA 10
Cpelmer BeKa, kaTajor usjioxoe, beorpan 1998.

Tacuh 2001 — H. Tacuh, Bpmwuiia kyarypa — ibeHU
MPEeTXONHUNN W HACJemHUI, Jleckosauku 300pHUK,
XLI, JIeckoBan 2001, 7—14.

Tacuh 2003 — H. Tacuh, Japnanuy v napnaHcku
cyncrpat, [Tupajxme Pyraichmes, 2, 39-61.

Tonmoposuh, CumoBuh 1959 — J. Tonoposuh, A.
Cumosuh, [Ipanctopujcka Hekpomnosa y ceny Pyresity
ko Ausekcunua, Crmiapunap 1X-X, beorpam 1959,
267-271.

TpoyxoBuh, Tpoyxosuh 1970 — B. TpoOyxosuh,
JI. TpoyxoBuh, Jowa Totonuua, Japnancka u cjo-
BeHcka Hekporioia, [Tpokyrse — Beorpan 1970.

Vasi¢ 2003 — R. Vasi¢, Die Nadeln im Zentralbal-
kan, PBF, Abteilung XIII, 11. Band, Stuttgat, 2003.

Weber 1996 — C. Weber, Die Rasiermesser in
Stidosteuropa, PBF, Abteilung VIII, Band 5, Stuttgart,
1996.



84 MILORAD STOJIC

Pe3ume:

MUJIOPALL CTOJU'R, Apxeonomku UHCTUTYT, beorpan

PETHOHAJIHE KAPAKTEPUCTHKE
BPIbUYKE KYJITYPHE I'PYIIE

Besmky 6poj HOBOPErCTPOBAHUX U UCTPAXKUBAHUX JIOKAJIUTE-
Ta omoryhaBa /ia ce ce youe perMoHajHe KapaKTepUCTUKE Y
pa3Bojy OpmuuKe KyaTypHe rpyre. Ha ocHOBY crienuduyHocTr
MaTepHjasiHe KyJIType, MPBEHCTBEHO KepaMUKe, UIEHTU(PUKO-
BaHO je HEKOJIMKO peroHaHux tenusa: (1) Kocoo ca parikom
obnamrhy u Ilemrepu, (2) 30Ha craba Jy:xxue Mopase u 3anaane
MopaBe okapakTepyucaHa MpoKUMambeM Opmwuuke v napahuH-
CKe KYJTYpHE IpyIe U, 3aTUM, MEIIaBUHOM eJieMeHaTa Opru-
YKe KyJTYpHE TpyIie ca KyJTYPHOM IPYIOM M3 FBO3IEHOr 1002
I a—b u3 6acena Bemke Mopase, (3) neckoBayKoO-HUIIKA pe-
rvja Kojy OIJIMKyje, HaKOH IoyeTHe ¢as3e, cuMOMo3a, a KacHuje

W MHTeTpanyja, OpmIUKe KyJITypHE IpyIe ca eTHOKYJTYPHHUM
KOMILIEKCOM TBo31eHo noba Ib y IMomopasmy u (4) obmact
Jyxne Mopase y3BonHo ox I'prennuke kimcype, [Tunme u rop-
wer [loBapnapja, okapakrepucana ciequpUYHUIM HHBEHTApOM
OpmHUKe Ky nTypHE rpyrne. JIoKkaMTeT! Ha KOjuMa je HaJlaskeHa
Kepamyka 6pmudkor Tuma y biaroesrpany, Ilinosnusy, kao u3-
BecTaH 6poj Hanasumra y [lenaronuju, nomem [loBaprapjy, Ha
Tacocy u Tecamuju ykasyjy JOKJE je CTUTa0 YTUIaj OpHUYKe
kyarypse rpyne y nepuony XIII-XII Beka npe H.e. 1 Haroseri-
TaBajy yJory OpmHuKe nomyJiaiuje y forabajuMa o3HaueHUM
kao Erejcka ceo0a.





