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Abstract: The image given by the distribution of the bronze items (including the
golden pieces) shows us clearly enough the grouping of the discoveries from two
regions of the studied area. The first contain the Banat and the north-east of Serbia (the
inferior basin of Morava and the region Majdanpek) with a prolonging along the Danube
through the Clisură and downstream, in Oltenia. The second, feebler in discoveries of
metal objects, includes the central and the Subcarpathian Oltenia. This image corresponds
to that resulting from the classifying of the ceramic groups and, most probable, reflects
a historical-cultural reality. Bronze deposits discoveries, either those from the hoards or
the individual ones (especially the swords), don’t represent an exception for the studied
area. Discussing about the bronze hoards is that related to the signification and the
interpretation of the deposing. They reflect the social and the economic interrelations
and, not at last, the ideological ones, specific to the communities.
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Oltenia is characterized, from the point of view of the spreading of the metal
objects, by the quite clear distinction between two zones of influence: the Danube
area, oriented towards the middle Danube basin and the Subcarpathian area
oriented towards the northern, trans-Carpathian zone.
It appears quite clear that the number of bronzes from the studied area
(especially Oltenia and the Danube area) is relatively small compared with the
inter-Carpathian area or middle Danube basin. It is slightly higher but if you
compare it to the southern regions, especially in Bulgaria. This observation is noted
for clearer celts1, sickles2, and the swords3. As stated, our area is part of the
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marginal area that includes the spreading of the socketed type axes, the number of
specimens of this kind being in a clear decreasing from southern areas of the
northern Balkans (Stara Planina).
Thus, the Eastern types – the Oinac type celts and those without lug – do not
exceed the lower Olt area but isolate. The relations with the north-eastern regions
(north-eastern Wallachia, Moldavia, southwest of Ukraine) on the one hand and the
Balkan area on the other, are obvious. In the same way can be interpreted the spreading
area of the bronze double-axes, of Begunci type, from Odessa to Macedonia4. We
can notice, this time too, as our area is affected only marginally by the effects of
this cultural circle.
Another example, also in this respect, is the way in which some objects from
the north-eastern area, of a special structure, such as cups of gold, which clearly
belong to the category of the representation properties, were spread to the southern
Danube area. We consider here the Kryžovlin type golden cups (western Ukrain),
found at Rădeni, Neamţ county, but also at Vălči Trăn, in Bulgaria5. The discovery
from Călăraşi, Dolj County of a metal “lid”-disk (silver, gold and bronze) as those
from Vălči Trăn6, constitutes, in the actual stage, an isolated case, but might contribute
to the discussion on the origin on this type pieces in the northern Balkan area: is
that item a local imitation of the similar forms from the above mentioned treasure.
Or does it represent an import? Nowadays we try to answer these questions7.
On the other hand, some types of swords and spearheads – both seen as signs
of power and prestige – show undoubtedly relations with the area of the Helladic
(Mycenaean) culture. The spreading of these forms does not exceed the Danube
course from Oltenia towards the northern regions. They influence here especially
the power structures of the communities from the Danube, including those
represented by the necropilises of Gârla Mare or Bistreţ-Işalniţa type. In a similar
way, might be interpreted the treasure from Ostrovul Mare – Ţigănaşi8, that of
golden adornments from Hinova9, Mehedinţi County, or the Vălčitrăn type disk
mentioned above from Călăraşi10, Dolj County.
Along the Danube, upstream, but also in the Iron Gates area, the different types
of bronze items (from all the categories mentioned above), present typological features
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that can also be found in the middle Danube area and further, in Central Europe.
It is obvious that this phenomenon reflects the circulation of goods, including the
technologic respect, but, in the same time, in a complementary reading, the
circulation of mentalities, of ideas. These influences seen both in the material and
ideological culture (understood as the collective mentality), can be compared in
parallel with the presence in the Danube region of the incised ceramics, together
with the symbolic signification motives of this category of ceramics and the related
funerary practices. It is also widely recognized the determinant role of the river for
the circulation of goods and ideas upstream and downstream. Considering this
context, we should explain the special role played by the communities settled along
these regions, the role that involves controlling the exchange of objects and ideas.
The bronze items found in the south-Carpathian regions are obviously of
Transylvanian origin. An explanation can be found in the relations involved by the
phenomenon of flocks moving that constituted a permanent reality in the life of the
communities from the both sides of the Meridian Carpathians. We are referring to
the typological hypostases of the Reutlingen type swords and, in a smaller degree,
to the celts of Transylvanian type (variant A, according to M. Rusu)11.
How much do the influence directions that we have discussed before and the
intercommunity relations that they imply affect the different behaviour of the
communities from the studied area, might be determined after studying the
character of few discoveries. Thus, in the hoard from Ovča Mogila12, the explicit
joining of two elements of attitude towards the metal pieces might offer some
suggestions. On one hand, was deposited the apparently complete equipment, made
of prestige items of a warrior under the influence of the Mycenaean palatial impact
that they tried to imitate. On the other hand, the 32 celts, all of them of eastern
type, can be interpreted, first of all, as an “accumulation of the metal’s value”. In
the first case we are dealing with a southern (Mycenaean) behaviour and in the
second case with an attitude towards the metals of a type more likely to be
European continental. This confers to the discovery a special signification because
it reflects very well the interference of two types of behaviour.
We didn’t want to realize a statistics with regard to these pieces – casting
forms in the intra-Carpathian space. But, even on a general view, emerges in an
obvious way the fact that, unlike in Oltenia, inside the Carpathian region, the huge
number of bronze pieces found there and the general quantity of metal, in
connection with the small number of the discovered casting forms, recommend us a
behaviour different from what we can notice in the space that we have studied. It is
11
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interesting that in Transylvania, more exactly at Lăpuş, is the only place where
there had been found casting forms deposited even inside the funerary space13.
We don’t necessary have to regard this as bearing implications on the
metallurgical activity itself (mustn’t be seen in association with a relation such:
numerous casting forms = intense metallurgical activity), but actually it seems to
be connected with a behaviour different from the custom of depositing the casting
forms14. But if we try to follow these customs related to the depositing of the
casting forms, the discovered influences seem to lead us to the middle Danube line
too. From this respect, the presence in Oltenia of some hoards made only of bronze
casting forms (Pleniţa, Logreşti), might be interpreted as the result after the
circulation of some qualified workers that came here, maybe, from the north side of
Romania. But in this situation too we must become aware of the fact that in most of
the celts casting forms discovered in the studied area had been made Transylvanian
type items. Casting forms for the celts without flanges didn’t appear in our area, the
closest discoveries of this kind of items being in the north-east of Bulgaria (Pobit
Kamăk and Mala Gvardia, Varna region).
As a conclusion, the image given by the distribution of the bronze items
(including the golden pieces) shows us clearly enough the grouping of the
discoveries from two regions of the studied area. The first, contain the Banat and
the north-east of Serbia (the inferior basin of Morava and the region Majdanpek)
with a prolonging along the Danube through the Clisură and downstream, in
Oltenia. The second, feebler in discoveries of metal objects, includes the central
and the sub-Carpathian Oltenia. This image corresponds in many ways to that
resulting from the classifying of the ceramic groups and, most probable, reflects a
historical-cultural reality.
After studying the disposing on the map of the hoards, it results the fact
already noticed in the placement of some types of bronze items: on one side, we
can observe their concentration in the Danube area, before the entering in the
Clisura Dunarii and in the Clisura area, and, on the other side, the relative big
number of sites in Banat, especially around the town Vârşeţ (Vršac). These
assertions could be connected with the intense researches made on the occasion of
the works at the Hydropower from the Iron Gates during 1950-1960. Yet, it is
plausible that this fact could also reflect a certain reality, sustained by the types of
bronze items characteristic fro this area. From the horological perspective, this area
is closer to the hoards from the Carpathian Basin, as this notion is understood in the
Central-European archaeology. On the other side, a role that we shouldn’t neglect
must have had the copper deposits from Bor-Majdanpek, exploited since the
Eneolithic period15.
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The most important thing in discussing about the bronze hoards is that related
to the signification and the interpretation of the deposing. For this purpose we
believe that it is necessary to enumerate the main interpretations regarding this
phenomenon, seen in its general reading. Up till now, there have been ample
discussions referring to the significations implied by the metal objects hoards. The
most frequent attempt of classifying was to divide them into profane hoards (utilitarian)
and sacred (ritual) hoards.
The profane character of the hoards was offered after understanding that their
depositing was done as a sequence of some inter-tribal conflicts or invasions16.
Generally speaking, the profane hoards were considered those that offered the
possibility of ulterior chance to get them back. The sacred hoards were those
related to different ritual practices, called this way either by analogy with the
ethnographic information, or in connection with historical sources17.
The trying to offer an explaining model for the bronze hoards in the prehistoric
period was more and more based in the last decades on ethnographic sources.
Following this line, it was thought that the distinction between the “utilitarian” and
“votive” hoards it can’t always be considered as definitive in the primitive
societies. Marchall Sahlins advanced, in his economic anthropology studies18, ideas
such that of “domestic way of production” or the varying regarding the
“reciprocity” relations in different levels of the social group, ideas that proved to be
fructuous in understanding the role that the objects played in the different
transactions (the same type of object being able to have different functions).
It was considered19 as that the two types of hoards (utilitarian and sacred)
resulted after different types of transactions (as a sequence of the reciprocity
relationships), where some objects could be either usual goods or gifts and these
different functions should be reflected in three different fields, archeologically
observable. The first could refer to the context of the depositing, the second to the
situation of the objects (the metallographic analyses being able to indicate whether
the object had been recycled several times, whether it had been considered a “good”,
being brought into discussion especially the ingots and the objects with standardized
weight) and, finally, the spatial model concerning the distribution of the hoards.
His opinion is that some hoards, believed to have a utilitarian character are
actually the result of some transactions that took place outside the social group,
16
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during the periods of competitions (potlach) and rapid exchange. The author relays
on the model proposed by Ian Hodder who suggests that, in the periods of “stress”
or “competition”, the material culture can be used to underline the differences
between the social groups. These differences, hardly seen in the Neolithic period,
became, during the Bronze Age, more and more accentuated, developing, in the
Late Bronze Age and in the Iron Age (the UFZ period) a stabile system in the
regional groups in which the common interest is preponderant, competitive in
symbolizing the maintaining of the territorial rights20. From here, results that the
studying regarding the distribution of objects can lead us to the identification of
some borders marked by specialized hoards.
Richard Bradley, in the book The Passage of Arms21, analyzes the habit of
deposits for northwestern Europe and accentuates the need to distinguish between
two different types of deposits. Some of them represent sacrifices that are predominant
in this area during the Neolithic and Bronze Age and others, constituted as offerings,
are frequent during the Bronze Age. The author emphasizes that the Late Bronze,
as a period when the bronze hoards knew their maximum development is also a
period of great stability regarding the political power, in opposition with the Iron
Age, when the hoards cease and in the socio-political plan can be seen a
fragmentation of the power and an accentuation of the conflicts22. We can easily
notice that this pattern of analysis can also be applied for the central and southeastern Europe, where the UFZ period can be considered a greater stage in the
development of the bronze metallurgy but also one of relative stability.
At the beginning of the Bronze Age, the south-east of Europe and implicitly
the Carpathian Basin, situated in the outskirts of the urban culture of the Orient
(Mesopotamia, Anatolia) takes part to the spreading of certain techniques of
casting or types of weapons or tools, such are the axes with a transversal gap for
the handle from the beginning of the Bronze Age23, constituting themselves in
connection with the rest of Europe as a centre for the spreading of the metallurgic
impulses towards the centre and the north of the continent.
In the second millennium, and especially in its second half, the development
of the bronze metallurgy and the perfecting of the techniques led to the intensifying
of the exchanges and to the socio-economic restructuration of the society. And a
proof for this are the discoveries such the hoard from Drajna de Jos (that contains
the fragment from a sword blade of Mycenaean type, along with a Reutlingen type
sword and a sceptre24), the treasure Rădeni and that from Vălcitrăn (that also
contains golden vessels)25, the treasures from Perşinari (12 halberds, a short sword,
20
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4 silver axes)26, Ţufalău (4 golden axes)27, Ţigănaşi and Hinova, Mehedinţi county
(golden adornments)28.
All these discoveries can be attributed to the existence of a group of people,
for whom the precious metal objects, as those enumerated above, bear a well-defined
signification. There are prestige items that suggest in the same time the fact that
they have the capacity to develop relations with distant areas such is Mycenae that,
along with the Hittite Empire, represented the most important political power from
that period.
It seems that between the function that involves the representation of the
social statute and that of intrinsic value of the material of which the object was
made (value that can be considered as monetary or not), there is a tight
connection29. If the Early Bronze, in the Central Europe area, the main metal items
considered as representatives for the social statute were the halberd, the triangular
daggers, the flat daggers with prominent edge (Randbeile) and the necklaces, in our
space, a similar role it seems to have been played by the axe with the transversal
hole for the handle (Schaftlochaxt). Later, in the UFZ period, in the western and
central Europe, the forms in which the prestige was represented became diverse,
this function being taken by the bronze sword, the spearhead, the fighting chariots.
It is obvious that the bronze items hadn’t been chosen by chance for the
depositing into the ground, but they had been treated differently, according to
certain rules characteristic to particular zones and had particular functions that
were known and accepted by those communities.
After this assertion, partly theoretical, must be concluded the fact that the
bronze deposits discoveries, either those from the hoards or the individual ones
(especially the swords), don’t represent an exception for the studied area. They
reflect the social and the economic interrelations and, not at last, the ideological
ones, specific to the communities.
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