UDK 902

ISSN 1330-0644
VOL 33/2016.
ZAGREB, 2016.

Bilozi

Instituta za arheologiju u Zagrebu

Pril. Inst. arheol. Zagrebu
Str./Pages 1-352, Zagreb, 2016.



Pril. Inst. arheol. Zagrebu, 33/2016
Str./Pages 1-352, Zagreb, 2016.

Izdavac/Publisher
INSTITUT ZA ARHEOLOGUU
INSTITUTE OF ARCHAEOLOGY

Adresa urednistva/Address of the editor’s office
Institut za arheologiju/Institute of archaeology
HR-10000 Zagreb, Ulica Ljudevita Gaja 32
Hrvatska/Croatia

Telefon/Phone ++385/(0)1 61 50 250

Fax ++385(0)1 60 55 806

e-mail: urednistvo.prilozi@iarh.hr
http://www.iarh.hr

Glavni i odgovorni urednik/Editor in chief
Marko DIZDAR

Urednistvo/Editorial board

Marko DIZDAR, Snjezana KARAVANIC, Viktéria KISS (Budapest, HUN) (prapovijest/Prehistory),
Marija BUZOV, Goranka LIPOVAC VRKLJAN (antika/Antiquities), Katarina Katja PREDOVNIK
(Ljubljana, SLO), Natascha MEHLER (Wien, AUT), Juraj BELAJ, Tatjana TKALCEC (kasni srednji
vijek i novi vijek/Late Middle Ages and Modern era), Predrag NOVAKOVIC (Ljubljana, SLO)
(metodologija/Methodology)

lzdavacki savjet/Editorial advisory board

Dunja GLOGOVIC (Zagreb), Ivor KARAVANIC (Zagreb), Timotej KNIFIC (Ljubljana,
SLO), Laszlo KOVACS (Budapest, HUN), Kornelija MINICHREITER (Zagreb),
Mladen RADIC (Osijek), Aleksandar RUTTKAY (Nitra, SK), Ivancica

SCHRUNK (Minneapolis, USA), Zeljko TOMICIC (Zagreb), Ante UGLESIC (Zadar)

Prijevod na engleski/English translation
Sanjin MIHELIC, Dragan BOZIC, Ana BUKIC, Heidy ETEROVIC, Ana GRABUNDZIJA,
Igor KULENOVIC, Tamara LEVAK POTREBICA, Marko MARAS, Kresimir MIJIC

Prijevod na hrvatski/Croatian translation
Sanjin MIHELIC

Prijevod na njemacki/German translation
Mario GAVRANOVIC

Lektura/Language editor

Ivana MAJER (hrvatski jezik/Croatian)

Sanjin MIHELIC, Tamara LEVAK POTREBICA, Marko MARAS, Emily ZAVODNY
(engleski jezik/English)

Mario GAVRANOVIC (njemacki jezik/German)

Korektura/Proofreads
Katarina BOTIC
Marko DIZDAR

Graficko oblikovanje/Graphic design
Roko BOLANCA

Racunalni slog/Layout
Hrvoje JAMBREK

Tisak/Printed by
Tiskara Zelina d.d., Sv. |. Zelina

Naklada/lssued
400 primjeraka/400 copies



53

89

133

155

171

237

247

SadrZaj

Izvorni znanstveni radovi

ANDREJA KUDELIC
Kurilovec — Belins¢ica — bronc¢anodobno naselje u
Turopolju

IGOR KULENOVIC
Kasnobronc¢anodobno naselje Podgajac — Glogovica
kod Slavonskog Broda

MARIO GAVRANOVIC
ALEKSANDAR JASAREVIC
Neue Funde der Spétbronzezeit aus Nordbosnien

DARIA LOZNJAK DIZDAR

PETRA RAJIC SIKANJIC

O pogrebnim obi¢ajima u 11. st. pr. Kr. na jugu
Karpatske kotline

(primjer: groblje u Slatini)

DRAGAN BOZIC
Graves from the Certosa Phase in Early Iron Age
Barrow 48 at Sti¢na

TAJANA SEKELJ IVANCAN
TENA KARAVIDOVIC
Tkalacki stan iz Virja

SILVIA BEKAVAC
ZELJKO MILETIC
Stanovnicima Narone — municipibus municipii

JURAJ BELAJ

MARIJANA BELAJ

Prstenasti bros s natpisom iz templarske Gore —
prijedlog dekodiranja

Pril. Inst. arheol. Zagrebu, 33/2016
Str./Pages 1-352, Zagreb, 2016.

Contents

Orriginal scientific papers

ANDREJA KUDELIC
Kurilovec — Belinscica — A Bronze Age Settlement
in the Turopolje Region

IGOR KULENOVIC
A Late Bronze Age Settlement Podgajac —
Glogovica near Slavonski Brod

MARIO GAVRANOVIC

ALEKSANDAR JASAREVIC

Novi nalazi kasnoga bronc¢anog doba iz sjeverne
Bosne

DARIA LOZNJAK DIZDAR

PETRA RAJIC SIKANJIC

On Burial Practices in the Southern Carpathian
Basin in the 11" Century BC

(Case Study: Cemetery in Slatina)

DRAGAN BOZIC
Grobovi certoskoga stupnja u
starijezeljeznodobnom tumulu 48 u Sticni

TAJANA SEKELJ IVANCAN
TENA KARAVIDOVIC
A Loom from Virje

SILVIA BEKAVAC
ZELJKO MILETIC
1o the Inhabitants of Narona — municipibus municipii

JURAJ BELAJ

MARIJANA BELAJ

An Inscribed Annular Brooch from the Templar Site of
Gora — A Possible Decipherment



271

287

307

317

341

345

Prethodno priopcenje

IVOR KARAVANIC

NIKOLA VUKOSAVLJEVIC

NATALIJA CONDIC

SLOBODAN MIKO

IVAN RAZUM

NIKOLINA ILIJANIC

KRUNOSLAV ZUBCIC

RAJINA SOSIC KLINDZIC

JAMES C. M. AHERN

ANTONELA BARBIR

Projekt ,,Kasni musterijen na istocnom Jadranu
— temelj za razumijevanje identiteta kasnih
neandertalaca i njihovog nestanka”: sazetak 2. i 3.
godine istrazivanja

ANA GRABUNDZIJA

CHIARA SCHOCH

AGATA ULANOWSKA

Kosti za tkalacki stan. Eksperiment tkanja s
astragalima

RENATA SOSTARIC

HRVOIJE POTREBICA

NIKOLINA SAIC

ANTONELA BARBIR

Prilog poznavanju halstatskih pogrebnih obicaja —
arheobotanicki nalazi tumula 13 i 14 iz Kaptola kraj
Pozege

Pregledni rad

AGATA ULANOWSKA

Towards Methodological Principles for Experience
Textile Archaeology.

Experimental Approach to the Aegean Bronze Age
Textile Techniques in the Institute of Archaeology,
University of Warsaw

Recenzije

KRESIMIR MIJIC

Aleksandra Nikoloska i Sander Miiskens (eds.),
Romanising Oriental Gods?, Medunarodni
znanstveni skup Skopje, 18.-21. rujna 2013.,
Skopje, 2015, 440 str.

UPUTE AUTORIMA

Preliminary communication

IVOR KARAVANIC

NIKOLA VUKOSAVLJEVIC

NATALIJA CONDIC

SLOBODAN MIKO

IVAN RAZUM

NIKOLINA ILIJANIC

KRUNOSLAV ZUBCIC

RAJNA SOSIC KLINDZIC

JAMES C. M. AHERN

ANTONELA BARBIR

Project Late Mousterian in the Eastern Adriatic
— Towards Understanding of Late Neanderthals’
Identity and Their Demise: Summary of the 2" and
3" Years of Research

ANA GRABUNDZIJA

CHIARA SCHOCH

AGATA ULANOWSKA

Bones for the Loom. Weaving Experiment with
Astragali Weights

RENATA SOSTARIC

HRVOIJE POTREBICA

NIKOLINA SAIC

ANTONELA BARBIR

A Contribution to the Understanding of Hallstatt
Burial Customs — Archaeobotanical Evidence from
Tumuli 13 and 14 at the Site of Kaptol, near Pozega

Report

AGATA ULANOWSKA

Prilozi metodoloskim principima u iskustvenoj
tekstilnoj arheologiji.

Eksperimentalni pristup tekstilnim tehnikama
broncanog doba Egeje na Institutu za arheologiju
Sveucilista u Varsavi

Book reviews

KRESIMIR MIJIC

Aleksandra Nikoloska and Sander Miiskens,
Romanising Oriental Gods?, International
Symposium Skopje, 18—21 September 2013, Skopje,
2015, 440 p.

GUIDELINES FOR CONTRIBUTORS
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Zastitnim istraZivanjima na trasi magistralnog plinovoda Slobodnica — Donji Miholjac tijekom 2009. i 2010. godine istraZen je segment
kasnobroncanodobnog naselja na lokalitetu Podgajac-Glogovica. Osim kasnoga bron¢anog doba na lokalitetu su zastupljene i strukture iz
razdoblja eneolitika, mladega Zeljeznog doba i kasnoga srednjeg vijeka. U ovom radu obradeni su nalazi i strukture iz kasnoga bronc¢anog
doba. Otkriveni naseobinski elementi ukljucuju dva jarka, nadzemni objekt te vise otpadnih jama. Osim uobicajenih nalaza specificnih za ovo
razdoblje (ulomci keramickih posuda, metalni predmeti) otkrivena je veca koli¢ina nalaza ulomaka kalupa za lijevanje metalnih predmeta.
Prema tipolosko-kronoloskim osobinama nalaza, lokalitet se moZe datirati u stariju fazu kasnoga bron¢anog doba (Br D-Ha A).

Kljucne rijeci: Podgajac-Glogovica, Hrvatska, kasno broncano doba, naselje, kalupi za lijevanje metalnih predmeta

A segment of a Late Bronze Age settlement was researched at Podgajac-Glogovica site during 2009-2010 as part of a rescue excavation proj-
ect on the Slobodnica — Donji Miholjac pipeline. Features dating from various periods beside the Late Bronze Age were recorded at the site,
namely the Eneolithic, Late Iron Age and Late Middle Ages. Finds and features dating from the Late Bronze Age are elaborated in this paper. The
settlement features include: two ditches, a surface structure and several refuse pits. The finds that were discovered during the excavations are
common for this type of site (fragments of pottery vessels, metal objects). In addition to the more common finds, a large collection of casting
moulds for bronze objects was discovered at the site. The late Bronze Age phase of the site can be dated to the earlier phase of The Late Bronze

Age (Br D-Ha A) based on typo-chronological characteristics of recovered finds.

Key words: Podgajac-Glogovica, Croatia, Late Bronze Age, settlement, casting moulds

uvoD

Lokalitet Podgajac-Glogovica smjesten je u neposred-
noj blizini manjeg naselja Glogovica, u Opcini Podcrkavlje, u
Brodsko-posavskoj Zupaniji. Nalazi se 10 km zra¢ne udalje-
nosti sjeverno od Slavonskog Broda. Otkriven je i istrazivan
u okviru zastitnih arheoloskih iskopavanja prilikom izgrad-
nje magistralnog plinovoda Slobodnica — Donji Miholjac.’
Podruc¢je na kojem se lokalitet nalazi odlikuje brezuljkasti
reljef.

Smjesten je na juznim padinama gore Dilj, na blagim
isto¢nim padinama nizeg brezuljka, iznad rije¢ne nizine po-

1 Lokalitet je u konzervatorskoj studiji oznacen kao AN6 Podgajac—Glogo-
vica (Wiewegh 2008). Istrazivanja su provedena u dvije etape: od sredine
srpnja do kraja rujna 2009., a nastavljena su u sije¢nju te su zavrsila
sredinom veljace 2010. godine. Nositelj projekta bila je firma Geoarheo
d. o. o. Financijska sredstva za istrazivanje osigurao je Plinacro d. o. o.
Propisana $irina iskopnog polja iznosila je 5 m, s tim da je tijekom istrazi-
vanja iskopno polje prosireno na podruéju znacajnih struktura. Istrazena
je ukupna povrsina od oko 2800 m?

INTRODUCTION

The Podgajac—Glogovica site is located in the immedia-
te vicinity of the Glogovica village in the Podcrkavlje Mu-
nicipality, Brod-Posavina County, roughly 10 km north of
Slavonski Brod. The building of the Slobodnica - Donji Mi-
holjac pipeline was a pretext for a major rescue excavation
project.! The site was discovered and subsequently resear-
ched within the confines of this project.

The area is characterized by hilly relief. Located on the
southern slopes of Dilj Mountain, the site is situated on
the eastern slope of a lower hill overlooking the valley of

1 The site is designated as AN6 Podgajac—Glogovica by the conservation
report (Wiewegh 2008). The excavations were carried out in two stages:
from mid—July to the end of September 2009. They were continued in
January and finished in mid—February 2010. The contractor was Geoarheo
d.o.0. company. Funding for the research was provided by the Plinacro
d.o.0. company. The mandatory width of excavation trenches was 5 m.
When necessary, the trench was expanded to expose significant features.
A total of 2800 m? of the site have been excavated.
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Karta1 Polozaj nalaziSta Podgajac-Glogovica (izradila: N. Kulenovi¢ Oceli¢)
Map 1 Location of Podgajac-Glogovica site (made by: N. Kulenovi¢ Ocelic)
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Karta2 Polozaj lokaliteta Podgajac—Glogovica, trasa plinovoda i iskopno polje (izradila: N. Kulenovi¢ Oceli¢)
Map 2  Location of Podgajac-Glogovica site, pipeline track and excavation trench (made by: N. Kulenovic Ocelic)
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toka Glogovica (Karta 1-2). Istrazivanjima lokaliteta utvrde-
no je da je rije¢ o kompleksnom nalazistu iz viSe razdoblja.
Iskljucivo je rije¢ o ostacima naseobinskog karaktera iz raz-
doblja eneolitika, kasnoga bron¢anog doba, samog kraja
mladega Zeljeznog doba i kasnoga srednjeg vijeka. U ovom
je radu prezentirana kasnobron¢anodobna faza lokaliteta
Podgajac-Glogovica.

NASEOBINSKE STRUKTURE

Dio kasnobroncanodobnog naselja koji je obuhvacéen
ovim istrazivanjima sastoji se od nadzemnog objekta, neko-
liko otpadnih jama te dva jarka koja se medusobno poprilic-
no razlikuju, ponajprije u dimenzijama (sl. 1). Sjeveroistoc¢-
ni, veci jarak nepravilnog je ljevkastog presjeka, prosje¢ne
Sirine od oko 9 m, a dubok je oko 2 m (sl. 2). U ovom jarku
otkriveni su raznovrsni keramicki nalazi, nekoliko bronca-
nih igala, ulomak kalupa za lijevanje metalnih predmeta
te ulomak ljudske lubanje, $to u ovom kontekstu svakako
predstavlja iznimno zanimljiv nalaz. Ovim je istraZivanjima
potvrdeno postojanje jarka na manjoj povrsini. S obzirom
na Sirinu istraznih sondi nazalost nije utvrden tlocrtni oblik
ili pravac jarka. Stoga nije moguce zakljuciti je li rije¢ o struk-
turi linearnog tlocrta, kao $to je to, primjerice, na lokalitetu
Sodolek (Kavur 2012), ili o strukturi koja ograduje prostor,
kao primjerice, na lokalitetu Oloris (Dular et al. 2002).

Naseobinska koncentracija smjestena je jugozapadno
od veceg jarka na udaljenosti od oko 80 m. Sastoji se od
manjeg jarka, nadzemnog objekta i nekoliko otpadnih ja-

the Glogovica brook (Map 1-2). The excavations revealed
a complex, multi-period site. Settlement features were the
exclusive type found at the site, dating from various peri-
ods, namely the Eneolithic, Late Bronze Age, the very end of
the Late Iron Age and the Late Middle Ages. The Late Bron-
ze Age phase of occupation is presented in this paper.

SETTLEMENT FEATURES

The segment of the settlement covered by the excavati-
ons includes a surface building; several refuse pits and two
ditches of varying dimensions (Fig. 1). The greatest width
of the larger, northeastern ditch is about nine meters and
the depth at the lowest section is about two meters (Fig. 2).
The feature revealed a wide variety of pottery finds, several
bronze pins, a fragment of a casting mould and a fragment
of a human skull which, considering the context in which it
was found is an intriguing find indeed. Unfortunately, only
a small portion of the ditch was excavated. Considering that
the trenches were only five meters wide, the overall plan or
the direction of the ditch was impossible to establish. The-
refore, it is not possible to reach any final conclusions as to
whether the ditch is a linear feature such as the one on the
Sodolek site (Kavur 2012) or an enclosing feature such as the
one found at Oloris (Dular et al. 2002).

The settlement concentration is located about 80 meters
southwest of the larger ditch. It consists of a smaller ditch, a
surface building and several refuse pits. The southwestern

TLOCRT KASNOBRONCANCDOBNIH STRUKTURA

GE.rﬁa meodoo

SI.1  Podgajac-Glogovica: tlocrt kasnobronéanodobnih naseobinskih struktura (izradila: L. Zagar; obradila: N. Kulenovi¢ Oceli¢)
Fig. 1 Podgajac-Glogovica - plan of Late Bronze Age settlement features (made by: L. Zagar; processed by: N. Kulenovi¢ Oceli¢)
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SI.2  Presjek sjeveroisto¢nog jarka (izradila: L. Zagar)
Fig.2 Northeastern ditch, cross section (made by: L. Zagar)

ma. Jugozapadni jarak nepravilnog je polukruznog presje-
ka, prosjecne Sirine od oko 6 m, a dubok je 70 cm (sl. 3). Kao
i vedi jarak, i ova struktura nije u cijelosti obuhvacena isko-
pnim poljem. U njemu je otkrivena velika koli¢ina ulomaka
keramickih posuda te brojni ulomci kalupa za lijevanje me-
talnih predmeta.

Uz maniji jarak smjesten je nadzemni objekt koji se sa-
stoji od dva paralelna kanala za temeljenje i tri reda gusto
postavljenih manjih jama, odnosno ukopa za stupove. Para-
lelne kanale za temeljenje moZemo interpretirati kao ostat-
ke horizontalno postavljenih supstrukcijskih drvenih greda
(rupe od stupova nisu pronadene u samim kanalima), dok
su manje jame ukopi za niske potpornje koji su dodatno
u¢vrscivali podnu konstrukciju. Navedene tvorevine vje-
rojatno predstavljaju objekt pravokutnog tlocrta koji je na
horizontalnim gredama i niskim stupovima bio blago izdi-
gnut iznad zemlje. Jugozapadno od objekta nalazi se vise
otpadnih jama.

S obzirom na nalaze kalupa za lijevanje metalnih pred-
meta potrebno je naglasiti da na lokalitetu u okviru ovih
istrazivanja nisu otkrivene strukture poput metalurdkih
peci, no ljevacku djelatnost s velikom sigurnos¢u mozemo

ditch is about six meters wide and about 0.70 meters deep
(Fig. 3). Only a small section of this feature was covered by
the excavations. Nevertheless, it revealed a wide variety of
pottery fragments and numerous fragments of casting mo-
ulds.

A surface building is located right next to the ditch. The
building features consisted of two parallel ditches and three
rows of densely arranged post holes. The parallel ditches
can perhaps be interpreted as foundation ditches for the
substructure comprising wooden horizontal beams (the
post-holes were not found in the ditches themselves). The
densely arranged post-holes could have been the impressi-
ons of low posts supporting the house floor. Therefore, the
assemblage can be interpreted as an elevated rectangular
building sitting on horizontal beams and vertical low posts.
Several refuse pits are located southwest of the building.

It is important to note that, considering the find of a lar-
ge collection of casting moulds, features such as metallurgi-
cal furnaces were not discovered at the site. Activities perta-
ining to the processing of bronze can be plausibly assumed
though, based on the finds of bronze slag and at least one

(5101 }

1m SV S1215

2m L

SI.3  Presjek jugozapadnog jarka (izradila: L. Zagar)
Fig.3 Southwestern ditch, cross section (made by: L. Zagar)
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pretpostaviti zbog nalaza broncane ljake i nalaza barem
jednog ulomka kalupa za lijevanje metalnih predmeta na
kojem postoje tragovi izlaganja visokim temperaturama.

NALAZI

Keramika

U ovom dijelu prezentiran je tipoloski sazetak oblika
keramickih posuda koji su pronadeni na lokalitetu Podga-
jac-Glogovica. Ovakav postupak donekle je opravdan ¢inje-
nicom da nije moguce stratigrafski izdvojiti pojedine faze
na lokalitetu. Naime, svi oblici mogu se, posredno ili nepo-
sredno, povezati jedan s drugim i nemoguce ih je razdvojiti
u stratigrafski odredive cjeline.

Tipovi su definirani isklju¢ivo na osnovi morfoloskih kri-
terija a da se ni na koji nacin ne implicira funkcija posuda.
Lonci (L) su definirani kao posude ¢ija je visina veca nego
sirina. Zdjele (Z) su definirane iskljucivo kao posude cija je
sirina veca nego visina. Konacno, vrcevi (V) su definirani kao
posude izduzene profilacije i uskog vrata.

L1: Posude sa zaobljenim tijelom i zadebljanim obodom.
Mogu biti ukrasene vertikalno postavljenom plasti¢cnom
trakom s ubodima prsta (T. 1: 1).

Ovakav tip posude opisan je kao tip L5 na lokalitetu
Mackovac kod Nove Gradiske (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 2). Najbolja
analogija za ovaj tip posude moze se pronaci na lokalitetu
Oloris kod Dolnjeg Lako3a (Dular et al. 2002: T. 30: 2). M.
Cre3nar (2010: 33) je ovakav tip posude opisao kao tip L2.
Autor navodi kako posude ovog tipa traju kroz cijelo raz-
doblje kulture polja sa Zarama na osnovi analogija sa, prije
svega, slovenskim lokalitetima kao 5to su Slivnica, PobreZje,
Nova Tabla itd.

L2: Posude sa zaobljenim tijelom, izvijenim obodom i
jednom trakastom ru¢kom postavljenom ispod oboda (T. 1:
2).

Ovakve posude pojavljuju se u vise varijanti. Na Mackov-
cu su obuhvacene tipovima A3b-e (Karavani¢ et al. 2002:
sl. 4), a na Kalniku-Igrisce tipovima A3b-d (Vrdoljak 1994:
sl. 5). Nas$ tip L2 najbolje je usporediv s varijantama A3c na
Mackovcu (Karavani¢ et al. 2002: sl. 4), odnosno A3d na Kal-
niku-Igris¢e (Vrdoljak 1994: sl. 5). Oba se lokaliteta, prema
nalazima metalnih predmeta, datiraju u stariju kulturu polja
sa zarama. Bliske analogije za ovaj tip posude mogu se pro-
naci na slovenskim lokalitetima. Na Olorisu ovakav tip po-
sude opisan je kao L6 (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 5; T. 27: 1). Nalazi
na ovom lokalitetu vezu se uz sam pocetak kulture polja sa
zarama. Na lokalitetu Rogoza ovakve su posude obuhvace-
ne tipom L4 (Cre$nar 2010: sl. 14). Autor navodi kako ova-
kvi oblici posuda imaju dugo trajanje, od Ha A-Ha C (Dular
(2013:sl. 7) ovakve tipove posuda obuhvaca tipovima L3 i L4
koji traju kroz cijelo razdoblje kulture polja sa Zarama.

Ovakav tip posuda prisutan je i na lokalitetu Sjec¢kovo
u sjevernoj Bosni i Hercegovini (Ludaji¢ 2010: T. Il: 1). Autor,
prema nalazima igala, lokalitet datira u razvijeno srednje
bron¢ano doba i povezuje ga s kulturnom grupom Bari-
ce—Gredani (Ludaji¢ 2010: 121). Analogije za ovaj tip posude
mogu se pronadi i na lokalitetima Crno polje i Peradarska
farma Sumatac kod Bihaca (Raunig 2010a: T. IV: 2; 2010: T. I:
2). Autorica, prema analogijama nalaza keramickih posuda,

mould which display the effects of exposure to high tem-
peratures.

FINDS

Pottery forms

A typological summary of pottery forms found at Pod-
gajac-Glogovica is presented in this section. This procedure
is justified, to a certain extent, by the fact that it is not possi-
ble to discern stratigraphically distinct chronological pha-
ses. All pottery forms can be directly or indirectly related
to one another. Therefore, pottery forms are indistinguisha-
ble in terms of stratigraphically determined chronological
units.

Definition of types is based solely on morphological cri-
teria and vessel function is not implied in any manner. Ve-
ssels whose height exceeds width are designated as pots
(P). Bowls (B) are vessels whose width exceeds height. Fi-
nally, jugs (J) are defined as vessels with elongated profile
and narrow neck.

P1 The vessel consists of a round body and thickened
rim. It may be decorated with vertically arranged plastic
bands with finger impressions (PI. 1: 1).

This type is designated as P5 in Mackovac near Nova
Gradiska (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 2) The closest analogy can be fo-
und at Oloris near Dolnji Lako$ (Dular et al. 2002: T. 30: 2). M.
Cresnar (2010: 33) has described a similar vessel as P2 type.
He states that vessels of this type last throughout the Urnfi-
eld period based on analogies with Slovenian sites such as
Slivnica, Pobrezje, Nova Tabla etc.

P2 The vessel consists of a round body, everted rim and
a single strap handle below the rim (PI. 1: 2).

The vessel is produced in multiple variants. At Macko-
vac, they are designated as types A3b-e (Karavanic et al.
2002: sl. 4) and at Kalnik-Igris¢e as A3b-d (Vrdoljak 1994:
sl. 5). The closest parallels for our type P2 come from A3c
variant from Mackovac (Karavani¢ et al. 2002: sl. 4) and A3d
from Kalnik-Igris¢e (Vrdoljak 1994: sl. 5). Both sites are dated
to the earlier Urnfield period, based on the typo-chrono-
logy of metal objects. Close analogies for this type of vessel
can be found on Slovenian sites. The type is described as
P6 at Oloris (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 5; T. 27: 1). The finds at this
site are typo-chronologically aligned with the initial stage
of the Urnfield culture. Such vessels are found at Rogoza as
well, and designated type P4 (Crednar 2010: sl. 14). The aut-
hor states that such vessels are common throughout the Ha
A-Ha C period. Dular (2013: sl. 7) has included similar types
of vessels in his P3 and P4 types, commonly found throu-
ghout the Urnfield period.

Vessels similar to P2 can be found in Bosnia and Herze-
govina such as Sjeckovo site (Ludaji¢ 2010: T. Il: 1). Based on
pin forms, it is dated to later Middle Bronze Age and is affi-
liated with the Barice—Gredani cultural group (Ludaji¢ 2010:
121). Close parallels can also be found at sites such as Crno
polje and Peradarska farma (poultry farm) Sumatac near Bi-
ha¢ (Raunig 2010a: T. IV: 2; 2010: T. I: 2). The sites are dated,
according to typo-chronological characteristics of pottery
forms, to the initial stage of the Urnfield culture.
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lokalitete datira u sam pocetak kulture polja sa Zarama.

L3: Posude s izvijenim vratom, zaobljenim tijelom i na-
glasenim prijelazom s vrata na tijelo posude. Neposredno
ispod oboda nalazi se trakasta ru¢ka. Odredene su dvije va-
rijante ovakvih posuda: s ljevkastim vratom i izvijenim obo-
dom te cilindri¢nim vratom i izvijenim obodom (T. 1: 3; 2: 1).

Najblize analogije za ovakav tip posude nalazimo na
lokalitetima Mackovac (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 22: 6) i Orubica
(Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 48: 7). Na lokalitetu Kalnik-Igris¢e ovakav
oblik obuhvacen je tipovima A5a i A5b (Vrdoljak 1994: sl. 4).
Tip A5b povezuje se s posudom pronadenom u Brodskom
Stupniku (Vrdoljak 1994: 26). Posuda je pronadena zajed-
no s iglom sa spljostenom glavicom i rebrom po sredini
glavice,ba datirana je u sam pocetak kulture polja sa Zarama
(Vinski-Gasparini 1973: T. 17: 11). Autorica dalje navodi kako
su posude ovakvog tipa vrlo bliske posudama s cilindri¢nim
vratom i zaobljenim tijelom (ovdje opisan kao tip L5). Takve
su posude vrlo Ceste na Sirokom podrucju srednje Europe i
traju kroz cijelo razdoblje kulture polja sa zarama (Vrdoljak
1994: 25-26).

Posude ovog tipa prilagane su i u grobove. Kao primjer
mozemo navesti posudu iz groba 27 na lokalitetu Vojvodi-
ne-Migalovci (Nodilo et al. 2012: T. 11: 2). Posuda je prona-
dena u kontekstu s oblikom koji je karakteristi¢an za grupu
Zagreb Ha A razdoblja.

U Sloveniji ovakav tip posude nalazimo na Olorisu gdje
je opisan kao tip L5 (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 5), na lokalitetu Pod
Kotom-sever pri Krogu u starijoj, srednjebron¢anodobnoj
fazi naselja (Kerman, Kavur 2011: 24, 1, 6162) i mladoj kasno-
broc¢anodobnoj fazi (Kerman, Kavur 2011a: 27, 3, 6183-6186).
U Bosni i Hercegovini analogije za ovaj tip posuda mozemo
pronadi na lokalitetu Crno polje (Raunig 2010a: T. V: 2).

L4: Bikoni¢ne posude izvijenog oboda, izduljenoga, ko-
ni¢nog vrata s naglasenim prijelazom na trbuh posude. Na
ramenu se nalazi tunelasta rucka (T. 2: 2).

Direktne analogije za ovakav tip posude ne nalazimo na
lokalitetima rane kulture polja sa Zarama u Hrvatskoj. Me-
dutim, koncepcijski (bikonitet, izduzeni, koni¢ni vrat i nagla-
Seni prijelaz na trbuh) ove se posude mogu usporediti sa
belegiskim zarama. Dakako, jedina sli¢nost jest kompozicija
posuda i tu svaka sli¢nost prestaje.

Posude ovakvog tipa, u Hrvatskoj, u razradenijoj formi,
nalazimo na lokalitetima (ponajvise grobljima) iz razdoblja
samog kraja kulture polja sa zarama kao $to su Dalj (Vinski-
Gasparini 1973: primjerice: T. 115: 2), Vukovar-Lijeva bara
(Vinski-Gasparini 1973: primjerice: T. 121) ili Belis¢e (Loznjak
Dizdar 2014: T. 2: 1-2).

U Sloveniji, takoder u razradenijoj formi, ovakav tip po-
sude takoder je rijetko prisutan na lokalitetima starije kultu-
re polja sa Zarama. Morfoloski, najsli¢niji tipovi posuda na
lokalitetu Rogoza su A1 (Cre3nar 2010: sl. 13) i L8 (Crednar
2010: sl. 15). Autor ih veze uz razdoblja Ha A i Ha B (Crednar
2010: 31, 38). U Dularovoj studiji (2013) ovaj tip posude moze
se usporediti s tipovima A1, A2 i L15. Autor sve navedene
oblike vezZe uz kasnija razdoblja kulture polja sa Zarama i Ze-
liezno doba (Dular 2013: 37-38).

L5: Posude vecih dimenzija, zaobljenog tijela te izvije-
nog i zaravnjenog oboda (T. 2: 3; 3: 1).

Kalafatic¢ je ovakav tip posuda odredio kao tip L7a (Kala-
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P3 The vessel consists of everted neck and round body.
The body-neck transition is accentuated. A single strap
handle is placed immediately below the rim. Two variants
are defined: with funnel shaped neck and everted rim and
with cylindrical neck and everted rim (PI. 1: 3; 2: 1).

The closest analogies can be found at Mackovac (Kala-
fati¢ 2011: T. 22: 6) and Orubica (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 48: 7). This
form is designated as types A5a and A5b at Kalnik-Igris¢e
(Vrdoljak 1994: sl. 4). The A5b type is related to a vessel un-
covered at Brodski Stupnik (Vrdoljak 1994: 26). The vessel
was found in a context with a flattened-headed pin with a
central rib, dated to the initial stage of the Urnfield culture
(Vinski-Gasparini 1973: T. 17: 11). According to the author,
the vessels of this type are closely related to forms with
cylindrical necks and round body (here, this type is desi-
gnated P5). Such vessels are quite common throughout a
vast area of central Europe. Their duration spans across the
entire Urnfield period (Vrdoljak 1994: 25-26).

The vessels of this type are deposited in graves. A vessel
from grave 27 at Vojvodine—Migalovci site exemplifies this
practice (Nodilo et al. 2012: T. 11: 2). It was found in the same
context as a vessel whose form is typical for the Zagreb gro-
up of Ha A period.

Analogies for this type of vessel can be found on some
Slovenian sites. The type is designated P5 at Oloris (Dular et
al. 2002: sl. 5). Similar forms were found on Pod Kotom-se-
ver pri Krogu site in both earlier, Middle Bronze Age phase
(Kerman, Kavur 2011: 24, 1, 6162) and in later, Late Bronze
Age phase of the site (Kerman, Kavur 2011a: 27, 3, 6183-
6186). The parallels for this type of vessel in Bosnia and Her-
zegovina can be found at Crno polje (Raunig 2010a: T. V: 2).

L4 A biconical vessel consists of everted rim, conical,
elongated neck with accentuated neck to belly transition.
A tunnel-shaped handle is placed on the shoulder (PI. 2: 2).

A vessel of this form cannot be compared to any vessel
found thus far on an early Urnfield period site. Conceptu-
ally though, (biconical form, elongated, conical neck and
accentuated neck to belly transition) the vessels of this type
can be compared to Belegis urns. Naturally, only the vessel
forms themselves are comparable.

The more elaborated forms of the type can be found on
Croatian sites (burials, mostly) dating to the final stages of
the Urnfield period such as Dalj (Vinski-Gasparini 1973: for
instance: T. 115: 2), Vukovar-Lijeva bara (Vinski-Gasparini
1973: for instance: T. 121) or Belis¢e (Loznjak Dizdar, 2014: T.
2:1-2).

The vessels of this type, but also in a more elaborated
form, are rather rare on Slovenian sites dating to the early
Urnfield period. Types A1 (Cre$nar 2010: sl. 13) and P8 (Cres-
nar 2010: sl. 15) from Rogoza are morphologically closest to
the P4 form. The author aligns them with Ha A and Ha B pe-
riods (Cre$nar 2010: 31, 38). Type P4 can be compared with
types A1, A2 and P15 in Dular’s (2013) study. These types are
aligned with later stages of the Urnfield period and the Iron
Age (Dular 2013: 37-38).

L5 A large vessel consists of a round body and everted
and flattened rim (PI. 2: 3; 3: 1).

Vessels of this type are designated P7a by Kalafati¢ (2011:
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fati¢ 2011: Tab. 1). Lokaliteti na kojima su pronadene posude
ovog tipa su Mackovac (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 40: 2) i Orubica (Ka-
lafati¢ 2011:T. 61: 3). Na Olorisu ovaj tip najbolje je usporediv
s tipom L8 (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 5). Posude ovog tipa dobro
se mogu usporediti i s tipom U2j na lokalitetu Rogoza (Cres-
nar 2010: sl. 19). Posude poput lonaca tipa L5 pronadene su i
u mladoj fazi naselja na lokalitetu Pod Kotom-sever pri Kro-
gu (Kerman, Kavur 2011a: 27: 2). Poznate su i s nekih lokali-
teta naseobinskog tipa u Madarskoj. Kao primjere mozemo
navesti posudu s lokaliteta Muraszemenye-Aligvari-mezé
(Szaraz 2006: sl. 7: 7) te posude s lokaliteta Nagyrecse- ba-
raka-dulo (Fullar 2008:sl. 4, 716.43.1.8.).

L6: Lonci zaobljenog tijela s profiliranim obodom u obli-
ku slova P (T. 3: 2-3).

Analogije za ovaj tip posude nalazimo na lokalitetima
Mackovac (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 6: 1) i Orubica (Kalafati¢ 2011:
T. 44: 4; 52: 5 itd). Autor ovaj tip posuda oznacava kao L7b
(Kalafati¢ 2011: Tab. 1). Posude tipa L6 dobro su usporedive
s tipom L10 na lokalitetu Oloris (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 6) kao
i s tipom U2d na lokalitetu Rogoza (Cre$nar 2010: sl. 19). U
Bosni i Hercegovini, analogije za ovaj tip posude pronala-
zimo na lokalitetu Sjeckovo (Ludaji¢ 2010: T. VI: 3; T. VII: 1).
Posude analogne tipu L6 mogu se pronaci i na lokaliteti-
ma Muraszemenye-Aligvari-mez6 (Szaraz 2006: sl. 9: 4, 7) i
Dunaszentgyorgy (Remeny 2009: sl. 6: 2) u Madarskoj. Oba
lokaliteta datirana su u razdoblje starije kulture polja sa Za-
rama (Szaraz 2006; Remeny 2009).

Z1: Plitke posude zaobljenog tijela i ravnog oboda. Is-
pod oboda postavljena je trakasta ru¢ka (T. 4: 1).

Z2: Posude zaobljenog tijela i uvu¢enog oboda (T. 4: 2).

Z3: Posude zaobljenog tijela i uvu¢enog oboda. Mogu
biti ukrasene horizontalnim fasetiranjem (T. 4: 3-4).

Zdjele tipa Z1-3 predstavljaju varijaciju osnovne forme
zdjela sa zaobljenim tijelom. Ovakav tip posuda tipican je
element kulture polja sa zarama ali i kasnijih razdoblja. Zdje-
le ovog tipa izradivane su u velikom broju varijanti i kom-
binacija morfoloskih, dekorativnih i funkcionalno-dekora-
tivnih elemenata. U okviru starije kulture polja sa zarama u
Hrvatskoj ovakve posude poznate su na svim lokalitetima
iz ovog razdoblja. Kalafati¢ ih je izdvojio u tip Z4A-D, a pri-
sutne su na svim lokalitetima koji se obraduju u ovom radu:
Mackovac, Orubica i Dolina-Babine Grede (Kalafati¢ 2011:
37, T.1).

Zdjele navedenih tipova mogu se dobro usporediti
i s lokalitetima koji se pripisuju grupi Belegis. Kao primjer
mozemo navesti lokalitet Duga ulica u Vinkovcima (Dizdar
1996). Popis posuda koje bi se mogle povezati s tipovima
Z1-3 jest dug. Dovoljno je redi da se zdjele zaobljenog tijela
s ova dva lokaliteta mogu dobro usporediti s obzirom na
morfoloske karakteristike, te kombinacije oblika, funkcio-
nalnih elemenata i dekorativno-funkcionalnih elemenata.
Autor na ovom lokalitetu vidi kontinuitet izmedu srednjeg i
kasnoga bron¢anog doba. Buduc¢i da se ta dva razdoblja ni-
su mogla odvojiti stratigrafski nego samo tipoloski, razvoj je
morao biti kontinuiran i neprekinut (Dizdar 1996: 24). Sli¢nu
povezanost, barem $to se tic¢e zdjela sa zaobljenim tijelom,
mozemo utvrditi i za lokalitet Kalnik-Igris¢e (Vrdoljak 1994).

Z4: Zdjele vecih dimenzija sa zaobljenim tijelom te pro-

Tab. 1). The sites which include this form are Mac¢kovac (Ka-
lafati¢ 2011: T. 40: 2) and Orubica (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 61: 3).

The closest analogy from Oloris is type P8 (Dular et al.
2002: Fig. 5). The type can also be compared to U2j type
from Rogoza (Crednar 2010: Fig. 19). Vessels similar to P5
type are found in the later phase of Pod Kotom-sever pri
Krogu site (Kerman, Kavur 2011a: 27: 2).

The vessel of this type is known from certain sites in
Hungary, such as Muraszemenye-Aligvari-mez6 (Szaraz
2006: Fig. 7: 7) and Nagyrecse—Baraka-dullo (Fullar 2008:
Fig. 4: 716.43.1.8).

L6 vessels consist of a round body and P-shaped rim (PI.
3:2-3).

Analogies for this vessel type can be found at Mackovac
(Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 6: 1) and Orubica (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 44: 4; 52:
5 etc.). This type of vessel is designated P7b (Kalafati¢ 2011:
Tab. 1.). The P6 form closely resembles P10 type at Oloris
(Dular et al. 2002: Fig. 6) as well as U2d type at Rogoza (Cres-
nar 2010: Fig. 19). Vessels found at Sjeckovo (Ludaji¢ 2010:
T. VI: 3; VII: 1) in Bosnia and Herzegovina are comparable to
P6 form. Vessels similar in form can be found on some Hun-
garian sites such as Muraszemenye-Aligvari-mezé (Szaraz
2006: Fig. 9: 4, 7) and Dunaszentgydrgy (Remeny 2009: Fig.
6: 2). Both sites are dated to initial stages of the Urnfield cul-
ture (Szaras 2006; Remeny 2009).

B1 A shallow vessel consists of a round body and stra-
ight rim. A strap handle is placed below the rim (PI. 4: 1).

B2 Vessel consists of a round body and inverted rim (PI.
4:2).

B3 Vessel consists of a round body and inverted rim. Ve-
ssels may be decorated with horizontal faceting (PI. 4: 3-4).

The B1-3 types are a variation of a basic form, a bowl
with round body. This type is a common element in early
Urnfield pottery assemblages but it is not exclusive to this
period. Vessels display a great number of variants and com-
binations of morphological, decorative and functional-de-
corative elements. This type is featured in all pottery assem-
blages dating from the early Urnfield period in Croatia. It is
designated type B4A-D by Kalafati¢. Bowls of this type are
featured at all the sites elaborated in the volume: Mackovac,
Orubica and Dolina-Babine Grede (Kalafati¢ 2011: 37; T. 1).

The bowls of this type are featured on Belegis sites, such
as Duga ulica site in Vinkovci (Dizdar 1996). The list of ve-
ssels that could be compared to B1-3 is quite extensive. It
will suffice to say that bowls found on both sites can be well
compared considering morphological traits and combina-
tions of forms, functional elements and decorative—functi-
onal elements. The author notes that there appears to be
continuity between the Middle and Late Bronze Age. The
phase could not have been separated stratigraphically, only
typologically. Therefore, the development must have run
continuously and unobstructed (Dizdar 1996: 24). A similar
level of similarity can also be claimed, at least as far as bowls
with round body are concerned, for Kalnik-Igrisce site (Vr-
doljak 1994).

B4 A large bowl consists of around body and a T-shaped
rim (PI. 4: 5)
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filiranim obodom u obliku slova T (T. 4: 5).

Najbolju analogiju za ovakav tip posude mozemo pro-
naci na lokalitetu Oloris, tip S3 (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 7). U
Hrvatskoj ovakve posude moZemo opcenito usporediti sa
zdjelama sa zadebljanim obodom kakve su pronadene na
Mackovcu i Orubici (Kalafati¢ 2011: 36). Autor je ovakve po-
sude obuhvatio tipom Z3 (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 1). U Sloveniji se
ovakve posude pojavljuju ve¢ u srednjem bron¢anom do-
bu, kao s$to je slucaj na lokalitetu Pod Kotom-sever pri Kro-
gu (Kerman, Kavur 2011: 24, 9, 6154). Ovakve posude javljaju
se i u razdoblju pocetka kulture polja sa Zarama. Kao pri-
mjer mozemo navesti lokalitet Rogoza gdje su posude ovog
tipa oznacene kao So2 (Crednar 2010: sl. 6) lako su ovakve
posude uglavnhom vezane uz ranije razdoblje kulture polja
sa zarama, autor navodi i neke primjere iz razdoblja kasnije
kulture polja sa zarama (Cre3nar 2010: 17). Dobre analogije
za ovakav tip posude mogu se pronadi na lokalitetima Sjec-
kovo (Ludaji¢ 2010: T. IV: 1-2) i Crno polje (Raunig 2010a: T. II:
8) u Bosni i Hercegovini.

Z5: Posude manjih dimenzija, koni¢nog oblika, blago
zaobljenog ili ravnog tijela. S obzirom na obod mogu biti
izvedene u vise varijanti: s izvijenim obodom i zadebljanim
obodom. Varijante moZemo razlikovati i s obzirom na dno
posuda. Mogu imati ravno ili prstenasto dno. Neposredno
ispod oboda moze biti postavljena trakasta ru¢ka (T. 5: 1-4).

Analogije za ovaj tip posude mozemo pronaci na loka-
litetu Oloris (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 8: S9). Autor ovakve po-
sude opisuje kao opceniti tip posuda s izrazito izvijenim
obodom i veze uz srednje bron¢ano i sam pocetak kasnoga
bron¢anog doba (Dular et al. 2002: 170-171). Ove posude
izrazito su karakteristi¢ne za groblja grupe Barice-Gredani.
Posude koni¢nog oblika s izrazito izvijenim obodom na su
tim grobljima cesto vecih dimenzija i u funkciji Zara. Nadalje,
gotovo direktne analogije posudama tipa Z5 mozemo pro-
naci na lokalitetu Dejanovi¢a humke u Bosni i Hercegovini
(Ludaji¢ 2010a: T. VI: 4; VII: 1-2). Sudedi prema nalazima me-
tala, ovaj lokalitet vjerojatno se moze datirati u sam pocetak
kulture polja sa zarama (Br D-Ha A1). Analogije za ovaj tip
posude mogu se jo$ pronaci na lokalitetu Crno polje kod Bi-
haca (Raunig 2010a: T. Il: 1, 7). U Madarskoj analogija za ovaj
tip posude moze se pronadi i na lokalitetu Muraszemenye
(Szaraz 2006: sl. 7: 3). Ovaj se lokalitet, s obzirom na nalaze
igala, vjerojatno moze datirati u razdoblje samog kraja sred-
njeg i pocetak kasnoga bron¢anog doba, kasni Br C stupanj
i Br D-Ha A1 (Szaraz 2006: 177).

Z6: Duboke posude koni¢nog oblika s izrazito izvijenim
obodom (T. 6: 1-2).

Analogije za ovaj tip posuda nalazimo na Mackovcu (Ka-
lafati¢ 2011: T. 9: 9), Orubici (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 44: 1), Olorisu
(Dular et al. 2002: sl. 8: S8), Rogozi (Crednar 2010: sl. 6: So5)
te u mladoj fazi bron¢anodobnog naselja na lokalitetu Pod
Kotom-sever pri Krogu (Kerman, Kavur 2011a: 28, 9, 6187).
Dular (2013: sl. 10) ovakve tipove posuda definira kao tip S1 i
njihovo trajanje datira u razdoblja Ha A-Ha C (Dular 2013: 39).

Z7: Posude koni¢nog oblika, zaobljenog tijela s izrazito
izvijenim obodom. S unutarnje strane vidljiv je naglaseni
prijelaz s vrata na tijelo posude (T. 6: 3).

Ovaj tip posude pripada opcenito tipu posuda koni¢nog
oblika zaobljenog tijela i izrazito izvijenog oboda. Veoma je
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The closest analogy for this type of vessel can be found
at Oloris, type S3 (Dular et al. 2002: Fig. 7). Such vessels are
found on Croatian sites and can best be compared to bowls
with thickened rim from Mackovac and Orubica (Kalafati¢
2011: 36). The author has designated this type as B3 (Kalafa-
ti¢ 2011: T. 1). Slovenian sites feature this type as early as the
Middle Bronze Age, such as Pod Kotom-sever pri Krogu site
(Kerman, Kavur 2011: 24, 9, 6154). The type is known from
the early Urnfield period as well, such as Rogoza where
the type is designated So2 (Cre3nar 2010: Fig. 6). Although
the type is more common in the early Urnfield period, the
author notes some examples from the later Urnfield period
(Creénar 2010: 17).

Close analogies can also be found on Bosnian sites such
as Sjec¢kovo (Ludaji¢ 2010: T. IV: 1-2) and Crno polje (Raunig
2010a: T. 11: 8).

B5 Small, conical bowls with round or straight body.
Several variants are produced considering rim and base
shape: everted or thickened rim, flat or ring shaped base.
A strap handle may be placed immediately below the rim
(PI. 5: 1-4).

Analogies for this type can be found at Oloris site (Dular
et al. 2002: Fig. 8: S9). The author describes them as a ge-
neric type which is characterized by extremely everted rim
and aligns them with the Middle Bronze Age and the initial
stages of the Late Bronze Age (Dular et al. 2002: 170-171).
The vessels of this type feature prominently in cemeteries
of the Barice-Gredani group. Conical shaped bowls with
extremely everted rims are often large and deposited in
graves as cremation containers. Furthermore, almost a di-
rect analogy can be found at Dejanovi¢a humke burial site
in Bosnia and Herzegovina (Ludaji¢ 2010a: T. VI: 4; VII: 1-2).
The site can probably be dated to the initial stage of the
Urnfield culture (Br D-Ha A1), based on metal finds. This ty-
pe of vessel can also be compared to finds from Crno polje
near Biha¢ (Raunig 2010a: T. II: 1, 7). Some Hungarian sites
feature this type, such as Muraszemenye (Szaraz 2006: Fig
7: 3). The site can be dated, based on pin typology, to final
stages of the Middle Bronze age and the initial stages of the
Late Bronze Age, i.e. late Br C and Br D-Ha A1 (Szaraz 2006:
177).

B6 Deep, conical vessels with flaring rim (PI. 6: 1-2)

Analogies for this type are found at Mackovac (Kalafati¢
2011:T. 9: 9), Orubica (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 44: 1), Oloris (Dular et
al. 2002: Fig. 8: $8), Rogoza (Cre3nar 2010: Fig. 6: So5) and in
late phase of Pod kotom-sever pri Krogu settlement (Ker-
man, Kavur 2011a: 28, 9, 6187). Dular (2013: Fig. 10) defines
this type as S1. The duration spans across Ha A-Ha C periods
(Dular 2013: 39).

B7 Conical vessels with a round body and flaring rim.
The inside of the vessel displays an accentuated neck to
body transition (PI. 6: 3).

This type is generic variety of conical bowls with flaring
rim. It is often featured on sites dating to the initial stages
of the Urnfield culture. This type of vessels is regularly inclu-
ded in grave assemblages of both Virovitica (Vinski-Gas-
parini 1973) and the Barice-Gredani group (Kalafati¢ 2011:
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Cest na lokalitetima s pocetka kulture polja sa Zarama. Na-
lazimo ga u grobovima grupa Virovitica (Vinski-Gasparini
1973) i Barice—Gredani (Kalafati¢ 2011: Prilog 2, tipovi Zara
1-3). Ovakav tip posuda jednako se ¢esto moze pronadiina
naseljima. Kao primjere mozemo navesti lokalitete Macko-
vac (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 1: ZD2A) i Kalnik-Igris¢e (Vrdoljak 1994:
sl. 6: B6¢). Kao primjere analogija s podru¢ja Slovenije moze-
mo navesti lokalitete Oloris (Dular et al. 2002: sl. 8: S10) i Pod
Kotom-sever pri Krogu, mlada faza (Kerman, Kavur 2011a:
28, 9, 6400). Ove posude Ceste su i na madarskim lokalite-
tima, primjerice lokalitet Balatonmagyaréd-Hidvégpuszta
gdje su ovakve posude prisutne i na naselju iz razdoblja Br
C, kaoi u starijoj (Br D) alii mladoj (Ha A1) fazi groblja na tom
lokalitetu (Horvath 1994).

Z8: Duboke zdjele, S-profilacije, zaobljenog tijela i izvije-
nog oboda. Prijelaz s vrata na tijelo posude moze biti nagla-
Sen plitkim zlijebom (T. 7: 1-2).

Ovaj tip posuda sasvim je uobicajen na lokalitetima sta-
rije kulture polja sa Zarama. Mogu se naci na grobljima i u
naseljima. Trajanje im se mozZe pratiti od srednjega bron¢a-
nog doba. Kao primjere analogija s posudama pronadenim
na lokalitetima iz ovog razdoblja moZzemo navesti lokalitete
Pod Kotom-sever pri Krogu (Kerman, Kavur 2011: 24, 8, 6161)
i Gelsesziget (Horvath 1994: 4. Kep. 3: 5). Kalafatic¢ (2011: T. 1)
ovakve posude odreduje kao tip ZD1 A-B, a potjecu s loka-
liteta Mackovac i Orubica koje se datiraju u stariju kulturu
polja sa Zarama. Posude tipa Z8 mogu se povezati i s lokali-
tetom Kalnik-Igris¢e koje autorica datira u kasniju fazu Ha A
(Vrdoljak 1994: sl. 6: B6d-e). Kao primjer nalaza iz grobnog
konteksta mozemo navesti lokalitete Virovitica i Sirova Ka-
talena (Vinski-Gasparini 1973), Drljanovac (Majnari¢-Pandzi¢
1988), Moravce (Sokol 1996) itd.

Z9: Posude sa zaobljenim tijelom. Najsire su na sredis-
njem dijelu posude. Obod je blago izvijen, a prijelaz s obo-
da na tijelo posude je naglasen (T. 7: 3).

Analogiju za ovakav tip mozemo pronadi na lokalitetu
Kalnik—Igris¢e Il (Karavani¢, Kudeli¢ 2011: T. 3: 5). Autorice
ovakve posude povezuju s lokalitetima kao 3to su Postela,
Brinjeva gora i Ormoz, te ih okvirno datiraju u razdoblje Ha
B (Karavani¢, Kudeli¢ 2011: 13).

Z10: Posude s izvijenim vratom, zaobljenim trbuhom ili
bikoni¢ne. Mogu imati jednu ili dvije rucke koje spajaju vrat
i trbuh posude (T. 8: 1-4; 9: 1-2).

Ovakve su posude sasvim uobicajene na lokalitetima
starije kulture polja sa Zarama. Trajanje im se moze pratiti od
srednjega bron¢anog doba. Kao primjer analogije s tipom
Z10 mozemo navesti lokalitet Gelzesziget (Horvath 1994: 4,
Kep. 2). Kalafati¢ (2011: T. 1) je ovakve tipove posuda opisao
kao ZD1 i ZD2. Zastupljene su na lokalitetima Mackovac i
Orubica koje su radiokarbonskom metodom datirane u sam
pocetak kulture polja sa Zarama (Kalafati¢ 2011: 180; Crednar,
Terzan 2014:sl. 23).

Analogiju za ovakav tip posuda nalazimo i na lokalitetu
Popernjak (Marijan 2010: T. 43: 4-5). Navedena posuda pro-
nadena je u kontekstu koji je datiran radiokarbonskom me-
todom. Dobiveni rezultat jest 1050-830 BC (Marijan 2010:
75).

App. 2, urn types 1-3). The type is frequently represented at
settlement sites, for example Mackovac (Kalafati¢ 2011: T. 1,
ZD2A) and Kalnik-Igrisce (Vrdoljak 1994: Fig. 6: B6¢). Exam-
ples of Slovenian sites featuring this type include Oloris (Du-
lar et al. 2002: Fig. 8: S10) and Pod Kotom-sever pri Krogu,
late phase (Kerman, Kavur 2011a: 28, 9, 6400). The type is
frequently represented at Hungarian sites. For example, Ba-
latonmagyaréd-Hidvégpuszta site features this type in Br C
settlement and in earlier (Br D) and in later (Ha A1) cemetery
phase (Horvath 1994).

B8 S-shaped deep bowls with round body and everted
rim. The neck to body transition is accentuated by a shallow
groove (Pl.7: 1-2)

The type is commonly featured on early Urnfield sites,
both in settlements and cemeteries. Their appearance can
be traced to the Middle Bronze Age. Analogies with vessels
found at sites dating from this period include Pod kotom-
sever pri Krogu (Kerman, Kavur 2011: 24, 8, 6161) and Gel-
sesziget (Horvath 1994: 4, Kep. 3: 5). Kalafati¢ (2011: T. 1) has
defined this type as BD1 A-B. Vessels were found at Mac¢-
kovac and Orubica dated to the initial stage of the Urnfield
culture. B8 type can also be compared to Kalnik-Igrisée (Vr-
doljak 1994: Fig. 6, B6d—e). The site is dated by the author to
later Ha A phase. This type of vessel features prominently
on cemeteries, for example Virovitica and Sirova Katalena
(Vinski-Gasparini 1973), Drljanovac (Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 1988),
Moravce (Sokol, 1996) etc.

B9 Vessels consist of a round body and slightly everted
rim. The greatest vessel width is in the mid-section, body to
neck transition is accentuated (PI. 7: 3).

Analogy for this type can be found at Kalnik-Igrisce Il
(Karavani¢, Kudeli¢ 2011: T. 3: 5). The authors compare this
type of vessel to sites such as Postela, Brinjeva gora and Or-
moz dating to Ha B period (Karavanic¢, Kudeli¢ 2011: 13).

B10 Vessels are biconical or with a round belly. One or
two handles connect belly and neck (PI. 8: 1-4; 9: 1-2).

This type features prominently on sites dating to the
early Urnfield period. Their duration can be traced to the
Middle Bronze Age. For example, such vessels are found at
Gelzesziget (Horvath 1994: 4, Kep. 2). Kalafati¢ (2011: T. 1) has
described such types as BD1 and BD2. They are represented
at Mackovac and Orubica, dated radiometrically to the initi-
al stages of the Urnfied culture (Kalafati¢ 2011: 180; Creénar,
Terzan 2014: Fig. 23). This type is featured on Popernjak ce-
metery (Marijan 2010: T. 43: 4-5). The cited vessel was found
in a context radiometrically dated to the 1050-830 BC peri-
od (Marijan 2010: 75).

Z11 Shallow vessels consist of a round body and straight
rim. A single strap handle connects vessel rim and body (PI.
9:3).

The closest analogy for this type can be found at Rogo-
za (Crednar 2010: T. 14: 11). It appears that such vessels are
better represented in later Urnfield period. Dular (2013: 43)
traces their duration from Ha A through Ha B and Ha C pe-
riods.
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Z11: Plitke posude zaobljenog tijela i ravnog oboda. Tra-
kasta rucka spaja obod i tijelo posude (T. 9: 3).

Najbolju analogiju za ovaj tip posude mozemo pronadi
na lokalitetu Rogoza (Cre$nar 2010: T. 14: 11). Cini se da su
posude ovog tipa karakteristi¢nije za kasnija razdoblja kul-
ture polja sa Zarama. Njihovo trajanje moze se pratiti kroz
Ha A i Ha B pa sve do Ha C (Dular 2013: 43).

V1: Posuda izrazito malih dimenzija, bikoni¢na, na prste-
nastoj nozi (T. 9: 5).

V2: Bikoni¢ne posude spljostenog trbuha i izrazito iz-
duZenog vrata. Trakasta rucka spaja trbuh i vjerojatno vrat
posude (T. 9: 4).

Ovakve su posude rijetke u okviru kulture polja sa Za-
rama i tesko im je pronadi adekvatne analogije. Posude
koje su koncepcijski donekle slicne ovom tipu (bikoni¢ne,
spljostenog trbuha i izduZenog vrata) zabiljezene su na lo-
kalitetima iz ovog razdoblja. Rije¢ je o posudama koje su,
primjerice na lokalitetu Kalnik-Igris¢e, oznacene kao tip D5a
(Vrdoljak 1994: sl. 7). Ovaj tip posude, takoder, podsjeca na
posude s lokaliteta Vuc¢edol koje je Forenbaher nazvao mi-
nijaturna Zara (Forenbaher 1990: T. 3B: 5). Posuda potjece iz
kasnobron¢anodobne faze lokaliteta i pronadena je u jami
zajedno sa topuzastom iglom (Forenbaher 1990: 60-61).

UKRASI

Ukrasi su klasificirani prema tipologiji koju je razradila
Vrdoljak (1994). Najveci broj ukrasa na keramici s lokaliteta
Podgajac—Glogovica izveden je tehnikom apliciranja. Naj-
jednostavniji motiv jest vertikalno postavljena plasti¢na tra-
ka s otiscima prstiju (T. 1: 1). Plasti¢na rebra s otiskom nokta
mogu biti aranZirana u kombinaciji horizontalno i koso po-
stavljenih plasti¢nih rebara koja se spajaju pod ostrim ku-
tom (T. 11: 6). Nesto kompleksniji ukrasni motiv predstavlja-
ju plasti¢na rebra izvedena kao koso postavljene trostruke
trake koje se spajaju pod tupim kutom (T. 12: 2-4). Ovakvi
motivi mogu biti izvedeni i u obliku jednostavne vertikal-
ne trake na tijelu posude (T. 3: 1). Plasti¢na rebra mogu biti
aranzirana i u radijalnu kompoziciju u kombinaciji s ¢epa-
stom aplikacijom (T. 6: 1; 12: 1). Tehnikom apliciranja izve-
dene su dvije vrste ukrasa: bradavice na tijelu posude (T. 8:
3; 9: 1) i Cepasti ukras, takoder na tijelu posude (T. 6: 1; 12:
1). Tehnika kaneliranja primjenjuje se u tri varijante. Siroke,
horizontalno postavljene kanelire nanesene su na tijelo po-
sude, neposredno ispod oboda (T. 3: 2). Sljedeci motiv ¢ine
vertikalno postavljene kratke i uske kanelire po trbuhu po-
sude (T. 11: 1). Posljednji ukras izveden ovom tehnikom jesu
trake aranzirane u motiv girlandi (T. 11: 3).

Tehnikom fasetiranja izveden je horizontalno postav-
ljeni ukras po tijelu posude (T. 4: 4). Tehnikom urezivanja
izvedeno je vise motiva. Rijec je o 3rafiranim trokutima (T. 3:
3; 11: 2), cik-cak motivu u kombinaciji s horizontalno postav-
lienim Zlijebom (T. 11: 4) i kombinaciji Srafiranih polja i tro-
kuta izvedenih ¢esljastim instrumentom (T. 11: 5). Tehnikom
Zljebljenja izvedene su kombinacije horizontalnih traka i
visecih trokuta po cijeloj povrsini posude (T. 9: 3). Tehnikom
Zigosanja izveden je jednostavan motiv horizontalnog ni-
za uboda po tijelu posude u kombinaciji s cik-cak motivom
izvedenim tehnikom urezivanja (T. 9: 2).
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J1 An extremely small biconnical vessel resting on a ring
shaped base (PI. 9: 5).

J2 Biconical vessel consists of flattened belly and extre-
mely elongated neck. A strap handle connects belly and
(probably) neck (PI. 9: 4).

This type is not commonly represented in Urnfield
pottery assemblages and it is thus difficult to find adequate
analogies. There are certain examples found at Urnfield si-
tes which seem to follow a common morphological scheme.
Therefore, this type can be compared to vessels designated
as D5a type at Kalnik-IgriS¢e (Vrdoljak 1995: Fig. 7). The type
is also reminiscent of a vessel found at Vucedol. Forenbaher
has termed such vessels “miniature urns” (Forenbaher 1990:
T. 3B: 5). The vessel was found in a Late Bronze Age feature
which included a mace-head pin (Forenbaher 1990: 60-61).

DECORATION

Decoration schemes and techniques are classified
according to a typology developed by Vrdoljak (1994). The
majority of decoration on Podgajac-Glogovica pottery
assemblage is executed using application of plastic bands.
The simplest decoration of this kind is a vertical plastic band
with finger impressions (PI. 1: 1). Plastic bands with nail im-
pressions can be arranged in a combination of vertical and
slanting bands, meeting at an acute angle (Pl. 11: 6). A so-
mewhat more complex motif is executed in a form of slan-
ting triple plastic bands meeting at an obtuse angle (PI. 12:
2-4). These motifs can be executed in a simpler form of a
single band applied to the vessel body (PI. 3: 1). Plastic ban-
ds can also form a radial motif combined with a circular pro-
trusion (PI. 6: 1; 12: 1). Two forms of decoration are executed
using application technique: wart-like protrusions applied
to vessel body (Pl. 8: 3; 9: 1) and circular protrusions also
applied to vessel body (PI. 6: 1; 12: 1). Channeling technique
is used to produce three forms of motifs. Wide horizontal
channels are applied to vessel body, immediately below the
rim (Pl. 3: 2). The following motif consists of a short, narrow
and vertical channel applied to vessel body (PI. 11: 1). Finally,
the third motif consists of vertical bands forming a garland
(P1.11: 3).

Faceting technique is used to execute a horizontal motif
applied to the entire circumference of vessel body (PI. 4: 4).
Several motifs are executed using incision technique such
as hatched triangles (PI. 3: 3; 11: 2), a zigzag motif combi-
ned with a horizontal groove (Pl. 11: 4) and a combination of
hatched triangles and other forms executed by a combing
instrument (PI. 11: 5). Grooving technique is used to execute
a combination of horizontal bands and suspended triangles
applied to the entire vessel surface (PIl. 9: 3). Stamping is
used to execute a simple motif. A strain of horizontal im-
pressions is combined with an incised zigzag motif (PI. 9: 2).

METAL FINDS

Excavations at Podgajac—Glogovica have yielded a small
number of metal finds. The types include a round headed
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METALNI PREDMETI

Na lokalitetu Podgajac-Glogovica pronadena je mala
koli¢ina broncanih predmeta. Rijec¢ je o tri tipa igala: igla s
horizontalno narebrenom glavicom (T. 12: 5), dvije topuza-
ste igle ukrasene motivima jelovih grancica (T. 12: 6-7) i $i-
vacaigla (T. 12: 8). Primjerak igle s horizontalno narebrenom
glavicom posebne je zanimljiv jer se ¢ini da je glavica igle
namjerno ,okresana” sa svake strane. Igle s horizontalno
narebrenom glavicom ili s horizontalnim urezima izrazito
su tipi¢ne za razdoblje starije kulture polja sa zarama. Na-
lazimo ih na grobljima, u naseljima i u ostavama (listu ana-
logija vidi kod Marijan 2010: 85-86). Rasprostranjene su na
Sirokom prostoru Citave srednje Europe, a karakteristi¢ne su
za prostor jugoistoka Karpatske kotline (Vasi¢ 2003: 74). U
ostavama na prostoru Bosne i Hercegovine nisu cest nalaz
(Konig 2004:T. 3: 55). Datiraju se u razdoblje samog pocetka
kulture polja sa zarama i tipi¢ne su za drugi horizont ostava
(Vinski-Gasparini 1983: 560, 623). Medutim, potrebno je na-
glasiti da su ovakve igle Ceste i na lokalitetu Popernjak (na-
selje i nekropola) koje je prema radiokarbonskim datumima
datirano u razdoblje mlade kulture polja sa Zarama (Marijan
2010: 75). Jednako vrijedi i za topuzaste igle. Ovakve igle
pronalazimo na Sirokom prostoru Citave Karpatske kotline
(Vasi¢ 2003: 86) te na svim vrstama lokaliteta iz vremena ka-
snoga bron¢anog doba. lako se ovakve igle uglavnhom po-
vezuju s razdobljem starije kulture polja sa Zarama, i one su
pronadene na ve¢ spomenutom lokalitetu Popernjak te su
takoder povezane s ve¢ spomenutim vrijednostima radio-
karbonskih datuma (Marijan 2010: 75).

KALUPI ZA LUEVANJE METALNIH

PREDMETA

Kalupi za lijevanje metalnih predmeta iz razdoblja ka-
snoga bron¢anog doba iznimno su rijedak i zbog toga vri-
jedan nalaz. Jedini lokaliteti iz vremena kasnoga bron¢anog
doba na kojima su otkriveni kalupi za lijevanje metalnih
predmeta u Hrvatskoj, a u okviru sustavnih istrazivanja, je-
su Kalnik-Igric¢e (Vrdoljak 1992) i Sv. Petar Ludbreski (ovaj
lokalitet pripada samom kraju bron¢anog i prijelazu na ze-
ljezno doba; Simek 1979). U literaturi je poznato jo$ nekoliko
pojedinacnih sluc¢ajnih nalaza kalupa (popis slu¢ajnih nala-
za vidi kod Karavani¢ 2009: 80; Fig. 42).

Na lokalitetu Podgajac—Glogovica otkriveno je ukupno
16 ulomaka kamenih kalupa za lijevanje raznih vrsta metal-
nih predmeta (oruda, oruzja, nakita i dekorativnih predme-
ta). Izradeni su od sitnozrnog pjescenjaka, vjerojatno lokal-
nog podrijetla.? Kalupi su otkriveni samo u jarcima s tim da
je ujugozapadnom, odnosno manjem jarku smjestenom uz
nadzemni objekt otkrivena vedina primjeraka. Svi otkriveni
primjerci pripadaju tipu dvodijelnih kalupa. Niti jedan pri-
mjerak kalupa nije otkriven cijeli, odnosno nisu sa¢uvana
oba jezgrenika. Nazalost, vecina primjeraka vrlo je fragmen-
tirana, s razli¢itim razinama os$tecenja nastalim u proslosti.
Buduci da su kalupi tako rijedak nalaz, publikacije posvece-
ne njima takoder su rijetke, stoga je i terminologija kojom
se opisuju relativno slabo poznata. Zbog toga je potrebno
reci nesto vise o osnovnim dijelovima kalupa. Ovu termi-

2 Nalaze je pregledao i sirovinu determinirao dr. sc. Uro$ StepiSnik (Odelek
za geografijo, Univerza v Ljubljani) na ¢emu mu najsrdacnije zahvaljujem.

pin with horizontal grooves on the head itself (PI. 12: 5), two
mace-head pins (Pl. 12: 6-7) and a sewing needle (PI. 12: 8).
The specimen with horizontal grooves is particularly intere-
sting because it appears that the head sides were delibera-
tely chipped away. Pins with horizontal grooves or horizon-
tal incisions are common in the early Urnfield period. They
can be found in settlements, cemeteries and hoards (for an
extensive list see Marijan 2010: 85-86). Their distribution
includes a wide area of entire central Europe and they appe-
ar to be common in southeastern Carpathian basin (Vasic¢
2003: 74). They are rarely found in hoards in Bosnia and Her-
zegovina (Konig 2004: T. 3: 55). Pins of this type appear to be
typical for the second hoard horizon (Vinski-Gasparini 1983:
560, 623). Nevertheless, the pins of this type are common
at Popernjak (settlement and cemetery), radiometrically da-
ted to the late Urnfield period (Marijan 2010: 75). Mace-he-
ad pins present us with a same set of problems. This type is
very common at early Late Bronze Age sites in a wide area
of the entire Carpathian basin (Vasi¢ 2003: 86). Although this
type is commonly associated with the early Urnfield period,
they too have been found at Popernjak in a context radio-
metrically dated to a later period than commonly assumed
for this pin type (Marijan 2010: 75).

CASTING MOULDS

Casting moulds for metal objects dating to the Late
Bronze Age period are extremely rare and, hence, valuable
finds. Kalnik-Igrisc¢e (Vrdoljak 1992) and Sv. Petar Ludbreski
(the site is dated to the Bronze Age/Iron Age transition pe-
riod; Simek 1979) are the only sites where casting moulds
were discovered by systematic excavations. Several chan-
ce finds are also known (for an extensive list see Karavani¢
2009: 80; Fig. 42).

A total of 16 casting mould fragments were discovered
at Podgajac—Glogovica. The variety of objects represented
by the moulds is great, including tools, weaponry, jewelry
and decorative items. They were made of fine—grained san-
dstone, probably of local origin.? The moulds were discove-
red exclusively in ditches. The southwestern ditch yielded
the majority of such finds. Two-sided moulds are the only
type represented at the site, although only single shells we-
re discovered, never part of a set. The mould sample is seve-
rely fragmented, with various levels of fragmentation which
happened sometime in the past. Since casting moulds are
a rare find and publications devoted to them also rare, the
terminology used to describe such finds is fairly uncommon
in the archaeological literature. Therefore, it is necessary to
elaborate shortly on the terminology used to describe ca-
sting moulds. The terminology was developed by Durman
(1983) in his paper on Vucedol culture metallurgy, followed
by Karavani¢ (2005; 2006) in her work on metallurgical pro-
duction in late Bronze Age continental Croatia (for termino-

2 The finds were inspected and determined by Uro§ Stepisnik, Ph.D.
(Department of Geography, University of Ljubljana). His help is greatly
appreciated.
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nologiju razradio je Durman (1983) u radu o vucedolskoj
metalurgiji, a na njega se oslanja Karavani¢ (2005; 2006) u
radovima o metalurskoj proizvodnji u kasnom bron¢anom
dobu na podrugju kontinentalne Hrvatske (za problematiku
terminologije vidi jo3: Wanzek 1989).

Dvodijelni kalupi sastoje se od pet dijelova: jezgrenik,
sljubnica, uljevna 3upljina, jezgra, i uljevni sustav. Jezgre-
nik je Citava polovica dvodijelnog kalupa koja ukljucuje sve
ostale dijelove kalupa. Sljubnica je povrsina gdje se dodiru-
ju dvije polovine kalupa. Uljevna Supljina dio je kalupa u koji
se ulijeva metal i definira vanjski volumen predmeta. Jezgra
oblikuje unutarnju Supljinu predmeta. Uljevni sustav jest
kanal kroz koji se ulijeva litina.

Na lokalitetu su pronadeni sljededi kalupi:

Kameni dvodijelni kalup za lijevanje sjekire s tuljcem.
Vidljive su tri horizontalne linije na tuljcu i naglaseni sredis-
nji dio u obliku trokuta. Sa¢uvane su jedna sljubnica i uljev-
na Supljina (T. 13: 1-1a). Kameni dvodijelni kalup za lijeva-
nje sjekire sa zaliscima s usicom( ? ). Sacuvane su sljubnice
i uljevna Supljina (T. 13: 2-2a). Kameni dvodijelni kalup za
lijevanje nekoga plosnatog predmeta nepoznate namjene.
Sacuvane su sljubnice i uljevna Supljina (T. 14: 1-1a). Kameni
dvodijelni kalup, vjerojatno za lijevanje sjekire sa zaliscima.
Sacuvane su sljubnice i uljevna Supljina (T. 14: 2-2a). Kameni
dvodijelni kalup za lijevanje maceva s jezicastom drSkom.
Sacuvani su uljevna Supljina i sljubnice. Uljevna Supljina cr-
ne je boje nastale izlaganjem visokim temperaturama (T.
15: 1-1a). Kameni dvodijelni kalup za lijevanje bodeza (?).
Sacuvane su sljubnice i uljevna Supljina (T. 15: 2). Kameni
dvodijelni kalup za lijevanje nekog predmeta kruznog obli-
ka. Sacuvani su sljubnica i uljevna Supljina (T. 15: 3). Kameni
dvodijelni kalup za lijevanje srpova. Sacuvane su sljubnice i
uljevna supljina (T. 16: 1-1a). Kameni dvodijelni kalup za li-
jevanje bodeza s naglasenim sredisnjim rebrom. Sacuvane
su uljevna supljina i sljubnice (T. 16: 2-2a). Visestruki kalup
za lijevanje igala. Sa¢uvane su sljubnice i uljevne povrsine
(T. 17: 1-1a). Kameni dvodijelni kalup za lijevanje strelica s
krilcima. Sa¢uvane su uljevna Supljina, sljubnice, rupice na
sljubnicama za pri¢vrs¢ivanje kalupa i zra¢ni kanali¢ ili lulica
kroz koje izlaze suvisni plinovi (T. 17: 2-2a). Kameni dvodijel-
ni kalup za lijevanje nekog predmeta kruznog oblika. Sacu-
vani su uljevna 3upljina, sljubnica i rupica za pri¢vricivanje
kalupa (T. 18: 1-1a). Za ovaj kameni kalup nije moguce utvr-
diti predmet koji se iz njega lijevao. Sacuvana je sljubnica
i uljevna Supljina (T. 18: 2-2a). Kameni dvodijelni kalup za
koji nije moguce odrediti namjenu. Sac¢uvani su sljubnica i
uljevna Supljina (T. 19: 1). Kameni dvodijelni kalup od kojeg
je saCuvana samo rupica za pricvrsc¢ivanje (T. 19: 2). Kameni
dvodijelni kalup nepoznatog predmeta, sa¢uvana je uljev-
na Supljina. (T. 19: 3).

Jedini predmet koji se moze pouzdanije tipoloski odre-
diti jest sjekira s tuljcem s rebrastim ukrasom (T. 13: 1-1a).
Ova sjekira najbolje se moZe usporediti s nalazom iz ostave
Futoga (Bori¢ 1997: T. 40: 4). Autor navodi kako su ovakve
sjekire izrazito karakteristi¢ne za ostave na prostoru Transil-
vanije, a mogu se pronadi i u ostavama na prostoru Trans-
danubije, sjevernoisto¢ne Madarske i Vojvodine (Bori¢ 1997:
64). Autor ostavu povezuje s razdobljem starije kulture polja
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logical issues see also Wanzek 1989).

Typically, a two—-part casting mould consists of five basic
parts: A mould half, parting line, pattern, core and pouring
gate. A mould half is a half of a two—part casting mould. It
includes all other mould parts. A parting line is a surface
where two parts of a mould align. Molten metal is poured
through pouring gate to pattern cavity. A pattern defines
the outer volume of a casting. Core defines the inner hollow
of an object. Finally, pouring gate is a channel through
which molten metal is poured.

The following moulds were recovered at Podgajac-Glo-
govica:

A two-part stone mould for casting socketed axes.
Three horizontal lines are visible on the shaft and triangle
shaped decoration in the mid section. A single parting line
and pouring gate are preserved (Pl. 13: 1-1a). A two-part
stone mould for casting winged axes, with a ring on axe
mouth( ? ). Parting lines and pattern are preserved (PI. 13:
2-2a). A two-part stone mould for casting a flat object of
unknown function. Parting lines and pattern are preserved
(P1.14: 1-1a). A two-part stone mould, probably for casting
winged axes. Parting line and pattern are preserved (Pl. 14:
2-2a). A two-part stone mould for casting flange-hilted
swords. Pattern and parting lines are preserved. The pattern
coloring is a result of exposure to high temperatures (PI. 15:
1-1a). A two—part stone mould for casting daggers? Parting
lines and pattern are preserved (Pl. 15: 2). A two—-part stone
mould for casting a circular shaped object. Parting line and
pattern are preserved (Pl. 15: 3). A two-part stone mould
for casting sickles. Parting lines and pattern are preserved
(PI. 16: 1-1a). A two-part stone mould for casting daggers
with accentuated central rib. Pattern and parting lines are
preserved (Pl. 16: 2-2a). A two—part stone multiple mould
for casting pins. Parting lines and patterns are preserved
(PI. 17: 1-1a). A two—part stone mould for casting winged
arrowheads. Pattern, parting lines, holes for fastening pins
are preserved, as well as an air duct whose function is fume
venting (Pl. 17: 2-2a). A two—part stone mould for casting a
circular object. Pattern, parting line and a hole for fastening
pin are preserved (PI. 18: 1-1a). A two—-part stone mould for
casting an object of unknown function. Parting line and
pattern are preserved (Pl. 18: 2-2a). A two—-part stone mould
for casting an object of unknown function. Parting line and
pattern are preserved (Pl. 19: 1). A two-part stone mould.
Holes for fastening pins are preserved (PI. 19: 2). A two-part
stone mould for casting an object of unknown function.
Parting line is preserved (PI. 19: 3).

The only casting that can be typologically described in
greater detail is a socketed axe with ribbed decoration on
the socket itself and triangular decoration on the axe body
(PI. 13: 1-1a). This axe can best be compared to a find from
Futog hoard (Bori¢ 1997: T. 40: 4). The author states that
such axes are particularly common in Transylvania hoards.
Hoards from Transdanubia, northeastern Hungary and Voj-
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sa Zarama (Bori¢ 1997: 71). Nalaz se jos moze usporediti s
ostavama iz razdoblja starije kulture polja sa zarama Banat-
ski Karlovci u Vojvodini (Rasajski 1975: T. 72: 5) i Klenja u Sr-
biji (Jacanovi¢ 1986:T. 1: 7). Sjekira koja je izradivana u ovom
kalupu moze se usporediti i s pojedina¢nim nalazom ova-
kvog predmeta s lokaliteta Jancée u Sloveniji (Sinkovec 1995:
67-68; Terzan 1995: T. 17: 100). Sinkovec, s obzirom na male
dimenzije ovakvih predmeta i dekoraciju, te tipove sjekira
veze uz kasnija razdoblja kulture polja sa zarama (Sinkovec
1996: 137).

DATACIJA

Oblici keramic¢kih posuda definirani na ovom lokalitetu
mogu se, s obzirom na kronolosko odredenje, podijeliti u
dvije skupine: oblici ¢ije se trajanje moze pratiti kroz dulje
razdoblje i oblici koji se mogu vezati uz neko uze razdoblje.
U skupinu oblika ¢ije se trajanje moze pratiti kroz dulje vri-
jeme spada vedina lonaca (L1, L2, L3, L5). Rije¢ je o oblicima
Cije se trajanje moze pratiti kroz razdoblje cijele kulture po-
lja sa Zarama, a u pojedinim slucajevima i u Zeljeznom do-
bu. Posebnu zanimljivost predstavlja oblik definiran kao L4.
Ovaj oblik mogao bi se, koriste¢i morfoloski kriterij, protu-
maciti kao prijelazni oblik izmedu belegiskih Zara i razrade-
nijih oblika ovakvih posuda (koni¢ni vrat, naglaseni prijelaz
s vrata na trbuh i zaobljeni trbuh) toliko karakteristi¢an za
kasniju kulturu polja sa Zarama, ali i kasnija razdoblja.

Pojedini oblici zdjela takoder se mogu svrstati u skupi-
nu oblika cije se trajanje moze pratiti kroz dulje razdoblje.
Takvi su oblici primjerice polukruzne zdjele (21, Z2, Z3) kao
i duboke posude koni¢nog oblika s izvijenim obodom (Z6).
Doduse, ¢epasti ukras kombiniran s radijalno postavljenim
plasti¢nim trakama, kojim je ukrasen primjerak ovakve po-
sude, karakteristican je za ranija razdoblja kulture polja sa
Zarama.

Sljedecu skupinu predstavljaju oblici koji se mogu po-
vezati s nekim uzim razdobljem. Ova skupina dodatno se
moze podijeliti na oblike koji su karakteristi¢ni za raniju ili
kasniju kulturu polja sa Zarama i kasnija razdoblja. U skupi-
nu oblika koji se mogu povezati s ranijom kulturom polja
sa zarama pripadaju lonci s obodom u obliku slova P (L6)
kao i zdjele zaobljenog tijela s obodom u obliku slova T (Z4).
Nadalje, oblici koji se takoder mogu povezati sa starijom
kulturom polja sa zarama su i pojedini oblici zdjela kao $to
su tipovi Z3, Z7, Z8 i Z10. Ovi oblici poznati su na Sirokom
geografskom podru¢ju i pronadeni su u kontekstima groba-
lja i naselja koja se pouzdano mogu povezati s razdobljem
starije kulture polja sa Zarama. Kona¢no, u skupinu oblika
koji se u ovom kontekstu mogu tretirati kao novost, mogu
se svrstati tipovi manjih zdjela definirani kao Z9 i Z11. Rije¢
je o oblicima koji se, s obzirom na analogije, mogu povezati
s razdobljem kasnije kulture polja sa zarama ali i s kasnijim
razdobljima.

Iz prethodnog je izlaganja vidljivo da brojni oblici imaju
dugi vijek trajanja, dok se neki mogu povezati s pojedinim
uzim razdobljima. Medutim, kronolosko pozicioniranje lo-
kaliteta moze se sagledati i u kontekstu povezanosti ovog
lokaliteta s drugim lokalitetima, a s obzirom na broj oblika
keramickih posuda koji su zastupljeni na tim lokalitetima.
Lokalitet Podgajac—Glogovica najbolje se moze povezati s

vodina also include axes of this type (Bori¢ 1997: 64). The ho-
ard itself is related to the early Urnfield period (Bori¢ 1997:
71). Additional comparisons’ can be found in early Urnfield
hoards such as Banatski Karlovci in Vojvodina (Rasajski 1975:
T. 72:5) and Klenja in Serbia (Jacanovi¢ 1986:T. 1: 7). The ca-
sting can also be compared to a single find from Jance site
in Slovenia (Sinkovec 1995: 67-68; Terzan 1995: T: 17: 100).
The author aligns this type, based on size and decoration,
with the later Urnfield period (Sinkovec 1996: 137).

DATING

The pottery forms, considering their chronological affi-
liation, can be classified in two groups: chronologically in-
determinate types whose duration is aligned with several
periods and forms which can be aligned with distinct chro-
nological phases. Chronologically indeterminate forms,
whose duration can be traced over longer periods, include
the majority of pots and jars (P1, P2, P3, P5). The duration of
these forms can be traced across the Urnfield period, and in
some cases, to the Iron Age. The type designated here as P4
raises certain questions. The form could be interpreted, ba-
sed on strictly morphological criteria, as a transitional form
between Belegis urns and more elaborated forms (conical
neck, accentuated neck to belly transition, round belly). The
latter is a defining feature of the late Urnfield period and
subsequent periods.

Several types of bowls can be classified as forms who-
se duration can be traced over multiple periods. The forms
include round bowls (B1, B2, B3), as well as conical bowls
with everted rim (B6). An P6 type bowl is decorated with a
circular protrusion combined with radial plastic bands. Such
decoration is typical for the early Urnfield period.

The following group of forms includes types which can
be aligned with a distinct period or phase. This group can
additionally be divided according to their chronological
affiliation in terms of early or late Urnfield period. Forms
aligned with the early Urnfield period include pots with
P-shaped rim (P6) and round bowls with T-shaped rim
(B4). Furthermore, certain types of bowls such as B3, B7, B8
and B10 are also affiliated with early Urnfield period. These
forms are recorded in a wide area and represented at settle-
ment and cemetery sites reliably dated to the early Urnfield
period. Finally, some types can be treated as novelty. The-
se types include smaller bowls, designated as types B9 and
B11. They, according to analogies, are aligned with the late
Urnfield period and subsequent periods.

The previous analysis demonstrates that numerous
forms can be aligned with multiple periods, while some
could be aligned with distinct phases. Chronological posi-
tioning of Podgajac-Glogovica can be also viewed in the
context of correlations between this and other sites, con-
sidering the ratio of forms represented at respective sites.
Podgajac—Glogovica is best correlated with nearby sites
Mackovac and Orubica, dated to initial Urnfield period
(Crednar, Terzan 2014: Fig. 23). Roughly a half of all forms
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obliznjim lokalitetima Mackovac i Orubica, datiranim na po-
etak kulture polja sa zarama (Cre3nar, Terzan 2014: sl. 23).
Od svih oblika definiranih na lokalitetu Podgajac-Glogovi-
ca njih oko 50% zastupljeno je i na lokalitetima Mackovac i
Orubica. Jednako jaka povezanost moze se utvrditi i za pro-
storno udaljenije lokalitete kao $to su Rogoza i Oloris. Svi
navedeni lokaliteti datirani su ili na sam pocetak razdoblja
kulture polja sa Zarama ili njegovo ranije razdoblje. Zna-
¢ajna povezanost postoji (oko cetvrtina od ukupnog broja
definiranih oblika) i s lokalitetima Pod Kotom-sever pri Kro-
gu (mlada faza) i Kalnik-IgriS¢e. Oba lokaliteta povezana su
uglavnom s razdobljem starije i ranije kulture polja sa za-
rama. Neki oblici mogu se vezati uz oblike pronadene na
lokalitetima na $irokom podrucju Madarske, Slovenije, Hr-
vatske, Bosne i Hercegovine. lako je broj oblika koji se mogu
povezati s ovim lokalitetima u ukupnom udjelu relativho
malen, potrebno je naglasiti da je rije¢ o lokalitetima koji se
vecinom vezu uz razdoblje starije kulture polja sa Zarama.

Malobrojni se nalazi metalnih predmeta, ¢ini se, mogu
povezati s uzim razdobljem starije kulture polja sa Zarama.
Topuzaste iglei igle sa spljoStenom i narebrenom glavicom,
s obzirom na kontekste u kojima su otkrivene (grobovi,
ostave, naselja), izrazito se dominantno vezu uz razdoblje
starije kulture polja sa Zarama. Medutim, moramo uzeti u
obzir i ¢injenicu da su topuzaste igle pronadene i u kontek-
stu koji je radiokarbonskom metodom datiran u razdoblje
mlade kulture polja sa Zarama. Konacno, jedini predmet koji
se izradivao u kalupima (cije su se tipoloske karakteristike
mogle definirati s odredenim stupnjem sigurnosti jest sjeki-
ra s tuljcem manjih dimenzija ukrasena vertikalnim rebrima.
Cini se da su ovakve sjekire karakteristi¢ne za ostave starije
kulture polja sa Zarama na podrucju Transilvanije, Madar-
ske i Srbije (Bori¢ 1997). Medutim, sjekire ovog tipa mogu
se povezati i s razdobljem kasnije kulture polja sa Zarama
(Sinkovec 1996).

Na osnovi svega $to je navedeno, razumno je pretposta-
viti da je doba u kojemu se odvija znacajna aktivnost na lo-
kalitetu Podgajac-Glogovica razdoblje starije kulture polja
sa zarama. Medutim, odredeni elementi, kao s$to su oblici
Cije se trajanje moze pratiti kroz dulje vrijeme kao i pojedini
oblici koji se vezu uz kasniju kulturu polja sa zarama, upu-
¢uju na pomisao da je boravak na lokalitetu mogao trajati i
u tom razdoblju. Dakako, konacan sud moci ¢emo donijeti
tek na osnovi podataka dobivenih metodama apsolutne
datacije.

ZAKLJUCAK

Zastitnim istrazivanjima lokaliteta Podgajac-Glogovica
otkriven je vrlo znacajan i kompleksan naseobinski lokalitet.
Ovim istrazivanjima otkriveno je tek drugo nalaziste u Hr-
vatskoj koji uvelike mijenja spoznaje o izgledu kasnobron-
¢anodobnih naselja i zastupljenim naseobinskim struktu-
rama (sl. 1). Rije¢ je o nalazistu na kojem su uz uobicajene,
karakteristicne i o¢ekivane strukture, kao $to su primjerice
otpadne jame ili stambeni objekti, otkriveni i jarci. Posebnu
zanimljivost ¢ini prostorni raspored navedenih struktura;
naime, istrazeni segmenti jaraka medusobno su udaljeni
80-ak metara. Takoder je potrebno napomenuti da u pojasu
izmedu jaraka nisu otkrivene druge kasnobron¢anodobne
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represented at Podgajac-Glogovica, are also represented
in Mackovac and Orubica pottery forms. A similarly strong
correlation can be established for more distanced sites,
such as Rogoza and Oloris. These sites are dated to the ini-
tial Urnfield period or to the early phase of that period. A
considerable correlation (about of quarter of forms repre-
sented) can be established with Pod Kotom-sever pri Kro-
gu (late phase) and Kalnik-Igris¢e. Both sites are chrono-
logically aligned with (mostly) early Urnfield period. Some
forms can be compared to types found on sites in a wide
area including Hungary, Slovenia, Croatia and Bosnia and
Herzegovina. Although the number of forms that are inclu-
ded in form assemblages of these sites is relatively small, it
is important to note that the sites in question are dated to
the early Urnfield period.

Rare metal objects found at the site, appear to be ali-
gned with the early Urnfield period. Mace-head and flatte-
ned-head pins are, considering the contexts in which they
are found (graves, settlements and hoards) predominantly
aligned with the early Urnfield period. Recent excavations
have revealed mace-head pins in a rather different chro-
nological context, though. The pins were found in contexts
dating to the late Urnfield period. Finally, the only casting
that could have been typologically determined in greater
detail is a small, socketed axe decorated with horizontal
ribs. Such axes appear to be common in early Urnfield ho-
ards from Transylvania, Hungary and Serbia (Bori¢ 1997).
However, they have been related to the late Urnfield period
as well (Sinkovec 1996).

In conclusion, it seems plausible that the most intensive
activity took place at the site during the early Urnfield peri-
od. Certain elements such as forms with a long duration or
forms which are predominantly aligned to the late Urnfield
period point to the possibility that the site was occupied in
subsequent periods as well. Naturally, only radiometric da-
tes can provide a firmer footing for these claims which are
unfortunately, still unavailable.

CONCLUSION

The rescue excavations at Podgajac—Glogovica have re-
vealed a significant and complex settlement site. Only two
such sites are known in Croatia and they significantly alter
our knowledge on settlement pattern and general disposi-
tion of such sites in the Late Bronze Age (Fig. 1). Along with
common features represented at sites from this period such
as refuse pits and buildings, two ditches were discovered. It
is worth noting that the distance between excavated ditch
segments is about 80 m. The space between the ditches has
not revealed any features cotemporaneous with the ditches
themselves. The excavated area is too small (5 m wide) as to
allow for any definitive conclusions pertaining to the func-
tion, plan and form of ditches or the settlement itself. The
most common interpretation of ditches is that they enclo-
se a space. Such instances are most certainly known from
examples of Late Bronze Age sites in Slovenia and Hungary.
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strukture. Bududi da je Sirina iskopnog polja bila samo 5
m, nije moguce donijeti bilo kakav definitivan zaklju¢ak o
funkciji, izgledu i obliku samih jaraka, ali i naselja u cijelosti.
Najcesca interpretacija ovakvih struktura jest da one ogra-
duju odredeni prostor. Takvi primjeri svakako su poznati u
kasnom bron¢anom dobu na podru¢ju danasnje Slovenije
i Madarske. Medutim, potrebno je naglasiti da je novijim
istrazivanjima na lokalitetu Sodolek (Kavur 2012) utvrdeno
da postoje naselja s linearnim jarkom, odnosno jarkom koji
samo pregraduje prostor, a ne ograduje ga. Stoga ne treba
zanemariti moguc¢nost da jarci na lokalitetu Podgajac-Glo-
govica jednostavno dijele prostor na odredene segmente,
ali ga nuzno ne ograduju. Ovakvu moguénost potrebno je
uzeti u obzir i kada je rije¢ o jarcima na lokalitetu Cepinski
Martinci (Kalafati¢ 2009; 2011). Bez obzira na to kako ¢emo
interpretirati naselja s jarcima, oni svakako predstavljaju
novi element u organizaciji prostora u razdoblju kasnoga
bron¢anog doba u Hrvatskoj. Osim $to jarci predstavljaju
novi element u arhitekturi naselja oni ujedno generiraju no-
va i drugacija arheoloska pitanja o drustvenoj organizaciji i
organizaciji naselja u ovom razdoblju.

Na lokalitetu je otkriven i zanimljiv nadzemni objekt
smjesten uz maniji jarak. Jedna od mogucih interpretacija
konstrukcijskog rjeSenja ovog objekta jest da je rije¢ o gra-
devini koja je izdignuta iznad povrsine tla. Osim zanimljivih
arhitektonskih elemenata naselja istrazivanjima je otkrive-
na i velika koli¢ina arheoloskih nalaza. Nalazi keramickih
posuda na ovom lokalitetu pokazuju razlicite karakteristike
s obzirom na njihovo trajanje. Unato¢ tomu $to pojedini
oblici traju izrazito dugo, a neki se ¢ak jedino mogu poveza-
ti s mladim fazama kasnoga bronc¢anog doba, najveci broj
oblika ima analogije s lokalitetima koji se datiraju u ranije
faze kulture polja sa zarama. Nalazi metalnih predmeta koji
su na lokalitetu otkriveni u maloj koli¢ini pokazuju karak-
teristike koje ih izrazito povezuju s ranijim fazama kasnoga
bron¢anog doba. Vjerojatno najznacajniji nalazi s lokaliteta
Podgajac-Glogovica jesu dijelovi kalupa za lijevanje metal-
nih predmeta. Uz lokalitete Kalnik-Igris¢e (Vrdoljak 1992) i
Sv. Petar Ludbreski (Simek 1979), rije¢ je o najvecoj kolekciji
ovakvih predmeta otkrivenih na nekom lokalitetu arheolos-
kim istrazivanjima. Osim $to su ovakvi nalazi sami po sebi
znadajni jer su iznimno rijetki, oni su zanimljivi i s obzirom
na arheoloski kontekst u kojem su otkriveni. Za razliku od
lokaliteta Kalnik Igris¢e gdje se Cini da su ovakvi nalazi ot-
kriveni u kontekstu same proizvodnje metalnih predmeta,
kalupi s lokaliteta Podgajac-Glogovica otkriveni su u kon-
tekstu depozita jaraka. Svi otkriveni kalupi pronadeni su
fragmentirani, sa starim lomovima, a samo se za jedan bez
dodatnih analiza sa sigurno$¢u moze tvrditi da je bio i kori-
$ten. Konacno, s obzirom na to da su kalupi u ovim istraziva-
njima otkriveni samo i iskljucivo u depozitima jaraka, mogu-
e je tvrditi da je deponiranje ovih predmeta u odredenoj
mjeri formalizirano.

Zastitna istrazivanja na lokalitetu Podgajac-Glogovica
pokazala su da je rije¢ o znacajnom nalazistu koje omogu-
¢uje nove arheoloske spoznaje o kasnom bron¢anom dobu
kontinentalne Hrvatske. Stoga je potrebno nastaviti sa su-
stavnim istrazivanjima ovog lokaliteta.

However, excavations at Sodolek site (Kavur 2012) have
revealed a settlement with a linear ditch which does not
enclose a space but merely divides it. Therefore, the possi-
bility that ditches at Podgajac-Glogovica are linear structu-
res dividing space in segments should not be ignored. Such
a possibility should be taken into consideration when it
comes to ditches discovered at Cepinski Martinci (Kalafati¢
2009; 2011). Regardless of how the ditches are interpreted,
they certainly present a new element in the organization of
space in Late Bronze Age settlements in Croatia. Further-
more, ditch features generate new and different archaeolo-
gical questions on how humans and their settlements were
organized in this period.

An intriguing building was discovered in the immediate
vicinity of the western ditch. The building can perhaps be
interpreted as an elevated structure. The excavations ha-
ve revealed a variety of archaeological finds. Pottery finds
display various traits in terms of their chronological posi-
tioning. Although some forms are chronologically aligned
with multiple periods, and some can even be exclusively
aligned with the late Urnfield period, the majority of forms
are comparable to sites dated to early Urnfield period. The
metal finds discovered at the site also display traits which
align them with the earlier phases of the Urnfield period.

Probably the most intriguing set of finds are fragments
of casting moulds. It is the single largest collection of such
finds discovered through systematic archaeological excava-
tions, along with Kalnik-Igris¢e (Vrdoljak 1992) and Sv. Pe-
tar Ludbredki (Simek 1979). The discovery of moulds is not
significant only for its rarity, but also because of the con-
text in which they were found. Unlike Kalnik-Igrisce, where
casting moulds appear to be discovered in the context of
metal production itself, Podgajac-Glogovica moulds were
deposited in a ditch. The moulds were fragmented in an-
tiquity, and without further analysis, only one mould appe-
ars to have been actually used. Finally, the moulds were
discovered only in ditch deposits. Therefore, it is plausible
that the deposition of such objects was, to a certain extent,
formalized.

Rescue excavations at Podgajac—Glogovica have reve-
aled a significant site with much to offer in terms of fresh
insights on the Late Bronze Age in continental Croatia. It
appears that much can be gained by further excavations at
this site.

Prijevod / Translation
Igor Kulenovi¢

Lektura / Proofreading
Sanjin Miheli¢
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