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THE MIDDLE BRONZE AGE IN THE MIDDLE
DNIESTER AREA (CATACOMB CULTURE)

Summary

The article is devoted to the consideration of the sites of the Catacomb
culture, which are located between the Middle Dniester and Prut rivers,
as well as on the left bank of the Dniester. Structure of the grave, position
of the buried, funeral assemblage, with other sites of this culture from the
North-Western Black Sea region are analyzed. The researchers note the infil-
tration of the population of the Yamna and Catacomb cultures into the Syan
River basin, which was reflected in the ritual site Swente (Poland).

Probably, the ways of moving of part of the steppe population to Central
Europe in the early and middle Bronze Age could pass through the territory
of the Middle Dniester. The proposals concerning the correspondence of civ-
ilization experiences of community groups, settling the north-western Black
Sea Coast and the Baltic basin, should be treated as an important voice in the
possible further discussion. It puts a « Central European perspective» on the
Dniester Contact Area of interest to us.

The data of radiocarbon dating of the Catacomb sites of the Middle
Dniester region are also analyzed.
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Ceéimaana Isanosa

O00KMOp ICMOPULHUX HAYK

NPOGIOHULL HAYKOBULL CRIBPOOIMHUK,
Inemumym apxeonoeii HAHY

(Vrpaina, Ooeca)

T'ennaoiii Towes

Kanouoam iCmopudHux HayK

doyenm kagpeopu icmopii Yepainu
3anopizvruti HayioHanbHUull yHisepcumem
(Vrpaina, 3anopixcocs)

CEPE/IHS BPOH30BA J1IOBA B APEAJII
CEPEJHbBOI'O NOAHICTPOB’A
(KATAKOMBHA KVYJIBTYPA)

Anomauin

YV Cepeonvomy Iloonicmpos’i, ha mepumopii Amninscokoeo paiiony (Bi-
HHUYbKA 0bnacms), we y opyeit nonosuni XX cm. apxeonoau 3agikcysanu
KOHYeHmpayiio Kypeanie ma KypeanHux mo2unvHuxie. Ilepwi poskonku mym
oynu nposedeni y 1984 p. Ha nouamky XXI cm. docniosicenns 6ynu npooog-
JICEHI 8 PAMKAX YKPATHCLKO-NOMbCLKO20 Npoekmy «/[ocniodcenss nouamxia
wsxie oanmiticbko-noHmitcvro20 mexcumop 's: IV—I muc. oo PX.» (Kosko
etal. 2014). B kypeanax 6ynu ussieHi NOXO8AHHSL PI3HUX enoX — 60 eHeolimy
00 PaHHBLO2O 3ANI3HO20 GIKY.

Ham’smxu  Cepeonvoco Iloonicmpog’ss mpaouyiuno posensioanucs
xonmexcmi mamepianie Ilieniuno-3axionozo Ilpuuoprnomop’a. Aunaniz oco-
orusocmell nOX08AILHO2O 0OPA0Y MA IHEEHMAPIO KYP2AHI6 PO3KONAHUX Y
1984-2011 p., oozeonus II. Brodapuaxy eudinumu Ilodinecebriu éapianm
smuol kynemypu ma I1o0inbcokitl gapianm Kyiomypu wHypoeoi Kepamiku
(Wlodarczak, 2014: 313—340). Ocnosoro Ilodinbcokoco eapianmy sSmHOL
Kyemypu Oynu nam smku came Amninvcokoi, a makosc Kam sHcokoi kKyp-
2aHUX epPYN.

Asmopamu cmammi OYiu po3enaHymi nam SimKu KamakomMoHoi Kyibmypu,
wo posmawosani y mexcupiuui Cepeonvoeo [nicmpa ma [Ipymy, a maxooic
Ha aigomy bepesi /[nicmpa. Ocobnusy yeazy npudiieno ycmpoo Mocuiu, no-
JIOJHCEHHIO NOXOB8AHO20 A NOXOBANLHOMY IHEEHMApIo — HA MJi Nam sSmoK



yiei kynomypu 6 Ilisniuno-3axionomy Ipuuoprnomop’i. Lle oano moxciugicme
3p0OUMU BUCHOBKU WOO0 BIOCYMHOCMI 0)Y0b-SKUX NIOCMA8 Y GUOLIEHHI J10-
KAIbHO20 6apianmy KamakoMOHOI KyIbmypu, 3a aHAN02I€ 3 SMHOI KVilb-
myporo i Kyibmyporw wHyposoi kepamixu. Ilpome, Oanuii pecion euseuscs
00CUMb BANCTUBUM 3 MOYKU 30PY MONCTUBUX 36 'SI3KI6 MINC HACETEHHAM Cme-
nosoeo Ilpuuoprnomop's i Llenmpanvroi €eponu 6 panHboMy i cepeOHbOMY
bponzoeomy cmonimmi

Jocnionuku exazyroms Ha nponuxnenns 6 oacetin piuxu Csin nacenenms
SAMHOI ma KamaxkomoOHoi Kynemyp, wjo i0OUNOCs 6 pumyaibHomy 00'ekmi
Ceenme (ITonvwa). Hmosipro, wasaxu npocy6anns 4acmunu Cmenoeozo Ha-
cenenns 6 Llenmpanviy €8pony 6 pannbomy i cepeonbomy 6poH3080My 8iyi
Moenu npoxooumu uepez mepumopiio Cepednvoeo Iloonicmpog's.

B cmami maxoac npoananizoeano oani padiogyeneyeozo 0amyeaHnHs Ka-
maxom6rux nam smox Cepednvoco Iloonicmpos’s. Bonu niomeepoicyromeo
CRIBICHY8ANHS HACELEHHS IMHOL MA KAMAaKOMOHOL KYIbIYp HA NeGHOMY ema-
ni. 3 inwoeo 60Ky, modxcna 2o6opumu npo documsv panne sacenents Cepeo-
Hbo2o Tloonicmpos st kKamakomoHuMU nieMeHamu.

Knrouosi crnosa: kamaxomoébua xymemypa, Ilisniuno-3axione Ilpuuopho-
Mop s, padiogyeneyese OamyaHHs.

Problem situation. The «Podolsky variant» of the
Pit Grave culture and the «Podolsky variant» of the
Corded Ware Culture were identified by P. Wlodarczak
((Wlodarczak, 2014: 313-340). Therefore, it is neces-
sary to consider other cultures of the Bronze Age in the
Middle Dniester area, such as Catacomb culture.

Analysis of research. Archaeological sites of the
Middle Dniester were always considered in the con-
text of the North-Western Black Sea region (Toschev,
1982; Dergachev, 1999; Subbotin, 1999, etc.). Excava-
tions by team of Polish-Ukrainian project added new
data and new findings of the Bronze Age of this region
(Kosko, Potupczyk, Razumow, 2014).

The main idea of the article is consideration of



the cultural and chronological position of the Middle
Bronze Age cultures in the Middle Dniester area. Are
there local variations of cultures of the Middle Bronze
Age, as is known for the Early Bronze Age? On the
other hand, it puts a central European’ perspective on
the Dniester Contact Area of interest to us.

Catacomb culture. In the area in question, CC sites
are represented solely by burials. They make up 22 per
cent of CC complexes known on the north-western
Black Sea Coast (fig. 1). Settlements, as in the steppe
zone, are not known. In total, we know of over 30 bar-
rows, containing more than 70 CC burials. These are
graves sunk into the barrow mounds of earlier cultures,
mostly the YC. The barrows stand in groups or alone on
high river banks, uplands or watersheds. In one mound,
there are from one to six grave assemblages (Codrul
Nou, k. 2). As arule, they are concentrated in the south-
ern portion of the mound. Usually, the entrance shaft
was dug in the lower portion of the mound, with grave
chambers pointing towards its centre. No case of im-
position of one burial over another has been recorded,
which suggests the use of grave markers. Two grave
groups can be distinguished, differing in their structure
and skeleton arrangement. The first group compris-
es assemblages with a rectangular entrance shaft and
crouched skeletons lying on their back (side). The oth-
er group is made up of graves with a circular entrance
shaft and an oval grave chamber in which corpses lie
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extended on their back. In relation to the adopted di-
vision, the burials may be considered as early (group
1) and late (group 2). In terms of number, late assem-
blages dominate. They were discovered on practically
all sites under discussion. A rather compact group of
early burials was exposed in the Bezeda and Tetcani
barrows, while single ones were recorded in other bar-
rows, too (fig. 2). Their characteristic trait is believed
to be the covering of the entrance to the grave chamber
with stone slabs. The skeletons of adults and children
usually lay crouched on their back, far less often on
their left side. As a rule, these were single graves, only
rarely double. The orientation of the dead according to
the points of the compass varies; generally, a south-
ern orientation with some deviations dominates. The
use of ochre, as shown by materials from the Tetcanii
and Bezeda site, is very limited. On the bottom of
grave chambers, rotten remains of padding are record-
ed, sometimes accompanied by charcoals. Inventories
comprise mostly pot-like vessels, only seldom are they
decorated with cord impressions. A rare find is that of
a small amphora, bearing a corded and incised orna-
ment (Corjeuti 4/10). Other finds include stone mac-
es, arrowheads, animal tooth ornaments, a bronze awl,
adze and beads. In a triple grave (burial 5), barrow 3,
Camenca-Ocnita, a rare set was found, which includ-
ed a fragment of a bronze bracelet and knife with a
sharp-ending handle. Rather rare on the scale of the en-

11



tire north-western Black Sea Coast, this find is strongly
believed by the authors of the original publication to be
analogous to the goods from Bakhmut sites in eastern
Ukraine (Man3ypa et al. 1992: 92).

In terms of all markers (structure, corpse position,
inventory), the group of catacombs discussed above
corresponds to features encountered in the south, in the
steppe zone. The burials of group 2 are more numerous
(up to 70%). They are found in barrow mounds togeth-
er with earlier ones or they make up separate cemeter-
ies. Individual graves dominate with supine extended
skeletons. Collective burial 2, barrow 2, Codrul Nou,
held four skeletons. In this case, a rare custom of add-
ing the dead to a grave was encountered, with the bones
of those buried earlier being moved aside. In grave 4,
barrow 3, of the same site, the bones of the deceased
were placed as a ‘package’. Grave inventories are dom-
inated by pottery, with stone goods being rare: a mace
(Corpacit 3/7) and shaft-hole axes (Cotiuyjeni, 1/1). In
the Hancauti 1/8 burial, next to the skeleton, three hol-
low-base points were found. Other flint goods were
represented by a knife (Dumeni, 1/9). Bronze goods
are very rare. A set of beads was discovered in grave
9, barrow 1, on the Dumeni site. Cenotaphs are also
known (Duruitoarea Nouad, 2/5; Dumeni, 3/4). ‘Cata-
comb’ materials from the forest-steppe zone are fully
consistent with better-known materials from the Dni-
ester-Prut interfluve steppe. On the other hand, isolated
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sites in Romanian Moldavia testify to single cases of
penetration of the right bank, (Burtanescu, 2002). In
the forest-steppe portion of the Dniester drainage ba-
sin, the situation is different. However, the presence of
only single CC assemblages may be explained by the
small range of excavations. So far, the north-western-
most point of the CC area is the site of Swigte in the
upper Vistula drainage basin on which the traits of both
YC and CC have been recorded (Kocbko et al., 2012).
Generally speaking, it must be observed that in CC
grave assemblages, in the forest-steppe portion of the
Dniester-Prut interfluve, both early (corner entrance
shafts, corpse arrangement) and late (oval grave cham-
bers, grave goods) traits occur (fig. 3). This trait co-oc-
currence can be explained by the prolonged settlement
of the area by CC communities. Further, the find of
a CC vessel in a YC burial apparently testifies to the
co-occurrence of the YC and CC in this zone, (burial 2,
barrow 1, Pereritaw, Briceni district) (Kypuaaros, 2006:
285). Similar cases were recorded on steppe zone sites
(Toschev, 2013). In general, they bear out the conclu-
sions of researchers about the co-existence of the late
YC and CC in a specific period. A small series of 14C
dates for the CC in the north-western Black Sea Coast
fits into the interval of 2580-2341 to 2267-1981 BC
(MBanoga et al., 2012). Relying on materials from the
Dniester-Prut interfluve, E. Kaiser dated CC sites to the
interval of 2450-1950 BC (2003). Directly for the area
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under discussion, 14C dates were obtained for a sin-
gle assemblage: Prydnistrianskoe 1/1-4 (Goslar et al.,
2015), found in a barrow forming part of the Dniester
Barrow Site Group. This assemblage is the only to be
recorded among those discovered in this group (four
Late Eneolithic and Early Bronze mounds were exca-
vated) and among all Yampil barrows as well.

The ‘catacomb’ burial with two skeletons which was
excavated on the Pridniestranskoje 1/4 was furnished
with a mace head. It has analogies in ‘catacomb’! buri-
als from various stages (Kmouko, 2006: 105, Fig. 37,
45). Corpse arrangement (crouched on their back and
leaning sideways) provides grounds to assign this buri-
al to the final portion of the early ‘catacomb period’.
This conclusion is not contradicted either by four dates
obtained for human bones and wood (table. 1): 2726—
2493 BC; 2633-2495 BC; 25662406 BC; 2565-2406
BC (68.2%) (Goslar et al., 2015), which generally fit
into the brackets set by the dates mentioned earlier. The
forest-steppe materials known so far do not supply any
data on direct contacts between the CC and the central
European CWC (Wtodarczak, 2006; Toschev, 2013).

Conclusions. «Catacomby materials from the for-
est-steppe zone are fully consistent with better-known
materials from the Dniester-Prut interfluve steppe. This
is only natural as the protracted conquest of territories

' Most sites were excavated in the 1980s; it cannot be ruled out that peculiar catacomb
assemblages located on mound edges were not noticed at that time [Harat et al., 2014].
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Table 1
Results of C14 dating for CC from Middle Dniester area

(Goslar et al., 2015)
Site BP BC (68.2%)
Pidlisivka 1/4 (?) Ki—16675 3810 + 80 2436-2139
Pidlisivka 1/4 (?) Poz—38531 4120 + 35 2858-2621

Pridniestranskoje 1/4 Poz—66218 (wood) | 4105 +40 2851-2580
Pridniestranskoje 1/4 Poz—66219 (bone) 4070 + 35 2834-2499
Pridniestranskoje 1/4 Poz—66220 (bone) 3940 + 40 2548-2348
Pridniestranskoje 1/4 Poz—66732 (bone) 3940 + 35 2548-2348

lying further north originated in the south and south-
east, with the Prut drainage basin being conquered
more intensively. It was there in fact that a site concen-
tration was recorded on the left bank of the Prut. On
the other hand, isolated sites in Romanian Moldavia
testify to single cases of penetration of the right bank
(Burtanescu, 2002). A similar situation can be observed
further south, in the steppe zone.

The proposals concerning the correspondence of
civilization experiences of both community groups,
settling the north-western Black Sea Coast and the Bal-
tic basin, should be treated as an important voice in the
necessary discussion. It puts a central European’ per-
spective on the Dniester Contact Area of interest to us.

Acknowledgements for translation to Piotr
T. Zebrowski.
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Fig. 1. Catacomb culture sites in the drainage basins of the middle course
of the Dniester and Prut rivers (above the Budzhak steppe zone);
1 — Medveja; 2 — Cotiujeni; 3 — Corjeuti; 4 — Tetcani; 5 — Bezeda; 6 —
Hancauti; 7— Corpaci; 8 — Cuconesti Vechi; 9— Dumeni; 10 — Duruitoarea
Nou3i; 11 — Codrul Nou; 12 — Cuzmin; 13 — Ocnita; 14 — Prydnistrianske;
15 — Pidlisivka; Prut western bank: 1 — Corliteni; 2 — Slobozia Hanesti;
3 —Tacobeni; 4 — Glavianesti-Vechi
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Fig. 2. Complexes and artifacts of the 1-st (early) stage
1-2 — Medveja, 4/6; 3-4 — Corjeuti 4/10; 5 —Prydnistryanske 1/4;
6 — Cuzmin, 2,5; 7 — Duruitoarea Noua 3/2; 8 -9 — Ocnita 3/5
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Fig. 3. Complexes and artifacts of the 2-st (late) stage.
1-3 — Dumeni 1/9; 4, 4 — Cotiujeni 1/1; 5 — Dumeni 1/4; 7 — Duruitoarea
Noua 1/4; 6,8 — Corpaci 3/7
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