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INTRODUCTION

A step towards writing the local histories of whole
regions and particular historis of archacological
sites together with all the “folkore’ accompanying
any excavation, unsequemamlvw and publication

ealiy of photographs and plans (7iley 1999.11)
need 2 full involvement and & phenomenological
exercise (of. Tilley 1994.74),

Teteareto e ses it L wan o ke here
o set straight the record of Me-
it nnchohmlr.ieq\wnnes the Danube Gor-
6 regon of Southeast Earope at st n sverl

s Some of the quesionsths posedar even
wally directed to answering the question of the na-

ra
erprtatons tat hav heen
red. Wilhoutpoviin here a complete and de
ailed history, as the ttle might misleadingly sug:
10 offer the possibily of a conn-

wre an s
the introducton of a Neolthi package’. A necessary
reminder is that al these changes most probably

echoed movesin the wider workd, with vrious kinds
of communicaive route and mechanism. Loa his
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another among the ‘grand realites' (Geertz 1973
11993]21), s 0 be approached in

mfortable 100 far away from the
m\mbdlme( nrmml U o I sees e
the immedia d are
ofien 0 sy Mglew«l o et ot

ancholy. Thus, the created tokens of theoret-

v

been models of

ety formlated concepal 1
ate. However, 1 hope to show that cloSNlp contex

o hl econstnaclon should e ancpated

o integrate the Early

matertl evience s ncessany g heorla ex
e, neat presentations of grand real-
Hies, ot fong it acemants with arhacologial

udies mmly appended, often complining
a better qualiy of and the resolution
of empmml i o support heorecl b foun-

Secondly,
Holocene archacolog rd in the area of the
Danube Gorges and the cental Balkans nto wider

et el i e proler ety i
here, which shows that this partcular kind of poli-

iod, on origins

o s s the raonof bndspes
s, slong il s ofpeepis o e
indamental ontolog-

o ,,mm; of beinginhe-world and dwellngin

materialised and pat-
terned human acton, whose primacy should be vial
in our accounts,

196278).

“The intertwining of these themes is seen as neces
sary if a fresh understanding is to be reached, and if
the question of the places that created time, as yet

TE . C. 8500-5500 B
We move 10 the Danube Gorges (Figs. 1, 2) s the
point of departure for this account, an areas of
Southeast Europe where continuites in the mater-

Fg 1.
rié and V. Novakovic).
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uaternary some of the coves sedimented two types
of loesssandy covers of different age, blown by the
southeasterly wind. In some places these eolian se-
diments are deposited in natural pockets protected
by rocky ridges, on fluvial terraces or, as in the case
of the archacologicalsite of Padina,in & gian fossl
whirlpool at Sector I of this site, making an espe
call ineresting feature ibid. 15, Fg. 5. The older
colian sediments cover sree that eroded n the Ple-
stocene, and were found on 4 higher terrace (39/95
m above sea level, being from the Late Pleistocene.
“The younger sediments (from 1 to 10 m thick), con-
sisting of liht yellow sandy locss,cover the lower
most terraces (which n particular demonstrates the
Tow water level of the Danube at the time of their
deposition), and their formation fall into the Youn-
ger Dryas (ibid. 14, Material eroded from the upper
- scree of more recent origin and

places -

) of P. Poporic).

s ofy Holocnesuences e b

sy et e caoiogical dcp«m) found
n this surface from slow, downslope e

}mmu‘ 197811 sq) created the land-
cape th Daibe rns ol v gorec, with
steep sides that in many places ise verticall from
the river, sometimes reaching a height of 500 m
(Fig. ) The dram o the cifs a e vatr, and
the mystery and liffs abor -
tention. \um\mh lmn H\um mpmur\\u‘n‘
discovered in sev where the Danube had
cuta narrow and v.m(lmg route through the pirs
e fringes of the Carpathian Mountains, After its
gentle and slow run through 3
the river speeds up passing through narrow pas
"

and other deposits, rising sheer from the waters. In
the go Yo i (T L' i
o the iver Tows benwen rucs om
e verbed 1 the e the power o h waers
has eroded the rocks into the <Iu]»¢ o shifpol
cauldrons, sometines almost 30 m decp. Sinilar

tares are observe i the over prsiapied
in one called : on) (i, 3 The con,
stant erosion of the m.m ol accumula
tn, s raed types of fluvial terrace, fre-
quently narrow oy et perods,from
ihe Ploeen t the Holocen. I the couse ofthe

g

ion. AU
downslope movement of scree can be observed
even today (ibid. 13). On the other hand, concern-
in the xten of o by he e (wis o
ng rates)!, many of the stes wer red direct
55 8 consequence profles beiag exposed by the
i s W ol i owents:
parts.

Some of the features of the landscape have often
been cited as pointing to the isolation and refugial

haracter of the region. However, it i here that we
immediately we encounter the first unclear and
ometimes misleadingly presented point. To what

Fig. 3. through the Lower Gorge today - the
ranes oute e region (phor: . Boid

evels s,

This probably

ofthewaterfvel of th Danube, and 26 3 consqence increased further xoson of s banks.



i s t posble o spsk o e ko of st
tlements uncovered in these gorges? Many smaller
or larger river valleys s o e e
ributaries intersect clifs along around 130 km of
the Danube's pasape hrough e gorcs (g, )
“The region of the “hinterlands'

and this fact needs to be appreciated. Moreove
‘much wider region s represented i the settlement
record of the Gorges'sites, as will be more clarly
shown below

st i o s S gl

D Gorges'banks and sted in sl coves i
Late Palaeolithic, Mesolithic (aso refered o as Epi

Palacolitic) and Early Neolithiclaers and featues,
was excavated in the late 1960's and early 19705
(for a review of the history of researcl see Rado-
vanovic 1996.3-8). Al these were rescue excava:
tions conducted to sav sites along the banks of the
siver from an inevitable ise in water levels (up o
30m) caused by the building of  hydroelectric dam.

Evidence of houses, burials and sculptured art was
terpreted as representing ‘complex’ hunter gath-
erer groups on the basis of frequent analogies, in

Fg. 4.
Iogical Research, Belgrade).

have been presented as in the first case (Lepenski
Vir)lacking Early Neolithic pottery and other Early
Neolthic material culure (such as yellow-spotted
Balkan' flint and polished stone axes, t0 mention
only two), whie at the other site (Padina), associ
tions of his kind of material culture with ‘classic
buildings have been unquestionably confirmed.

here s s een e dout among esearchers,
with few exceptions (Chapman 1989: 1992; Nan
s 1365 137 il 9% 199, uc“

iy, and one of the subsitncesapes being an ani

ey setlements of (ru‘(mpj) Soupler

found in the

1972: Srejouic

.vm.m.uapm( (‘umplc of hunter gatherer groups of
the North-West American coast

There has been a continuous atempt to define @
classic version of the phenomenon specific 10 the
sies i the Danibe Gorges (primarly known by

s, buas e s bold mainly
ORI (08, Srinié 1966 1967 19680 1963
1969a; 19695; 1969c: 196%; 1972 1989; Radota-
nouic 1992; 1996a; 1997; Radotanoric and Voytek
1997) or primarily ‘Nelithic’ (foranovic 1
1968%; 1969a; 1969b; 1971; 1974a; 1974b; 1975,
1987 o also Milsauskas 1978.96). For over hiry
yeus s agument s e resarchers in e
area (¢f, Radovanoric 1996a.8-12). The two m
reasons for this situation are u..- Jow ke of p-
Iing, ot alloving ll e vience o be aken
into account and, presumably, 2 very

e e excovint ot poliacs ot e
o epieing fepretions o e et G
counerd T i of o cacoeses et
uing controversy in attempts to explain how trape-

and Ll 1975 While s, Ruvananit 195
s Radosanon: d Voyih 1997, orcuer

viving local fisher folk (the ‘Neolithic’ /w\[m e
of otanoic [1975: 1987)) For some of the authors,
these groups,in the lter stages of their dexelop
ment, reacted to emergent Early Neolithic food:pro-
ducing groups, reluctantly accept

Noolic pursphernalia (e, Radoanoni 1952
1996; Radovanovic. M Vo 139 Vor
ekand Tringhan 1959) Especally considerng the
s ol aposedy npmmng/mmmng ~Mum~ X
continuing stud with
 mber of diffeentconexts rmm mm s
volving cementum increment an deer
Vot K e e g, e s e
(Boric in pnwmlrnvr Dimitrijevic and Boric in
preparation).

In e et of s e ] 1

the orges by Radovork e
uupnmmmmc Mesolithic’ (economic) aspects of
Radoranont 199 13

Consiucion and th otesponding st daing
ofthe two major sies - Lepenski Vir and Padina ~

44

1997). Radovanovié nghxlv points out the long con-
tinuities in the creation of most of the sites. How



ever, the sate of publishing, even in this synthetic
account, obscures a final conclusion, and it remains
unclear 1o what extent Early Neolithic material cul-

Some notions similar to those just mentioned con-
erning the introduction of Ealy Neolithic ma
ulure to the Danube Gorges have been expressed
by John Chapman (1989; 1992.111-113). He intro-
e he e s ofsocalpower i orer o
the meaning and reasonsfor the ereation of
\pmﬂ i 4. the matrl record in Southesst
iapman 1992.72-75). n doing this he
ses the i of o (1989 siggeing i er
tain places were chosen on the bases of their bio-
il iy (o cerai aciiies, where
human actors use and m:
natesfrom th
concept of power over ncestors,andscapes, i
9:

Furopean Nesolthic contxts (Radovanonié 1992
295, 1

gery etc. (Chapman
abstract force e etind humin saleesand

19960.14-1
Iy formulatd to underline the conceptual dichoto-

my between what should be defined 15 Mesolithic in
contrast to Nealithic

Subseqently, I s been syt that these i

actions. In thi
ik oo et malidmenonaay when o
!mmed the acologil rcord. nsiead of

tiled account of the
inite vait an behaviour, this is

creasingly complex” societies of
withinipient tages of sedenism and torage facik
Hes facd 2 e challenge n the appernce of
Nealithic material ulure through cor h sur-
Tounding (nconing) arly Neoihc popultions
thus engaging in the process of exchange, acquiring/
importing new forms of miteial e, and 0

i
oHiE i educing Bunan ety 1o ow r
In the begin-
in Southesst Europe he employs
ihe agument of th eraon of ‘sres of o0l
pover, manning hat e theme of sl po
verin e on Gaes goge s el e e
Soucionof orger-ames nercions” Ciapm
1992.115, 1994 110) T hme o mracion and

sings of armiog

Lok and Tringham 1989 Radonanots 139
dotanouié and Voytek 1997) Terms often used in
this kind of model are dominance’, resistance, ‘con-
‘power and ‘prestge’, all implying the notion
of an ideology which serves to manipulte, restrict-
ing human actions by control over knowledge, re-
production, or a landscape (Rarloumm ic and Voy-
ek 1997.28; also Tilley 1994, 2 hus ths

ani
ety wich o powe v s ks
cotol ver people bl s st e

ferencred o e i s (19728

Chapman 1992 passim). Also, i his mor recent

sy it easg T interpretative possi
ik, s da s sy Ko, O
the cer b, i chllcging dst ot e
lished sedentism, especiall in connection wit

Cchanging) percepion of e (Ghapmian 1992 %
g, this author has opened up some interesting in-
terpretatve possibiliies.

n The Domestication of Europe, 1an Hodder (1990)
s the xstene ofcomon undeseg e
the Eastern

“Thus, power over
10 control peopl, a5 mysification by 4 ‘smal u
ber of cynical men' (Allhusser 197137 ¢f. Treher-
e 1995.115). However, a different conception of
ideology should be anticpated here (see belou; also
Treherne 1995.113-117)

Siclirrimean e s mmugh the adoption of

these
ent local contexts throughout Europe. He
defined the competng sructure through the diec-
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Dutnone

ticinterplay of domus and agrios sories (Hodder
1993.269), which specfy sets of rules and practices
it g emplass. Tis e ws then e
trasted with the material evidence of the Eastern
Nedierranean and uropean Neohic Fo Hodder
the case of the Danube Gorges and,in particlar, the

site of Lepenski Vir (Hodder 1990.21-31) stands
among points of departure where the stories were
most lborely expressed.Hisremark i, n he

the round table The Neolthic Transition in Europe:
- Looking Forward held in Venice,

29-31 October 1998). A second. model, partially
standing in opposition o the first, and mainly pro-
‘moted by Marek Zyelebil, has become known as the
wailability model” (Zcelebil 1956). This model
degree of colonisation for Southeast
Europe and the necessiy for the adoption of farn
ing, with a high level of materials and information

bass of the thissie, one has the
impression that th e s o
for some drama (ibid. 29), where material objects
0 houses, pethervith s and cived bk

ers, together with
e establishing of new breeding networks (Zeelebil
1994{1995/.116-120). However, one of the most
lmpumm points i thatlocl poplation, i for-

in contrast

ders, delberately take particl
strikingly true. e confronts mc postion o s

o e view of demit i ot hat he change

and graves with the h gely
e “The availabil ;,

Buman bones s v ok n expresingmessings  he d ofexising froers betwee prn ot

of domestication and control o the wild and death ~ farmers in o of Europe and their coexis-

(agrios) by placing the dead beneath house floors,
th

tence mmm.u ,.m..m.rm..e 2 gt
inthe

mus) of houses/shrines and hearths. This exciing
and inspiring account, however, falls short on -
poran probens conceing the salgrphic s
uenin of howses s g

nuh« Gorgs (L1912, T jroipimloni
a suggested by Radovanovic (19965). Although

s o o it ok b G O s

of Europe, it is not necessarily applicable to South

{ext ofis local regona hisory. Ao, ﬂllnough\(-r,
useful for

ast
vhol prces s et e, Crened e
farmers, with dmm bmmd

v

ol moremens,onthe heme of th .
atonormlaton‘srad f thse two ompeting
s sros B tee st 0 men

ween It does not ap asy o
quah’) e o el mmmumucc actoss the
Balkans with such a loose designation as ‘farmers

tion of the possibi el wars 1 a1 sl s e, On e ohr hand I
hich ick s x..mm Wt sonoarton, e why we would assume tht the oragers of
of anew his time.

gran
One of the important assumptions put forward in
this account s that . the agricultural evolution may
have been an epiphenomenon of deeper changes
(ibid.

ter, might have viewed themselves or been viewed
as “culturally and ec«-num.mu inferior to farmers™

(zelebil 1994{1995.11

1t seems st boh prodominant wodels akiempx

Recely, two i modes ofhe noltision i e of uniform ;,.u.. e sigdocvid
planation of changes, ng o0 much

nlm]\,(mngl\'dnminammmmdch'\l e The first s tne o mcmnu\um Henc the reurent probs
motvated by Fesearc o h genetc mappng of I of rnning it th ‘snslss sid of iory
gretday urop i in e apnion ofis o (/a.mm 1954131, following wmmmm where
al process-

the dea from the acts

lithic

events. At the same time,

replacement (4merman a
Aview of the spread o the Indo-European language

at this time is one of the most important clements
i this model (Renjfew 1987, for the most updated
views, with a strong emphasis on the necessity for
@ conomms on ht s e the proceetings of

As

of I
these models clearly show our main metanarrative
fascinations here: tak of origins, continuities and
identitis, with a slighty different emphasis.

er recent view of the beginnings of the
Neolihcn Souhesst Brope, which o oncerns
the Danube Gorges region o some extent, s pre-



sented by Alasdair Whicde (1996; 1998).In his ac
count there is an important shif from some welk
rooted conceptual frameworks towards a decon
common assumptions of the

such as the beginnings of
sedentary life and farming, and towards under-
standing what the whole change was about. Also,
Whittle allows  much greater role in the neolithi
sation process to local forager groups. For the Da
nube Gorges region he places an important empha
sis on the correct sequencing of phases represented

I

cess (Voptek and Tringham 1989), or the idea that
the fist pottery could have been a prestige
(Radovanoric 1996a.43). T ese architec:
wrl features are often instantly equated and used
a5 proof of the presence of sedentary hunter gather-
fishers,thus completely neglectng the necessiy for
a dlear evaluation of the many phases represented
in the long term buildup of these seutlements and
their features. In fact, older features such as stone.
and some rectangular hearth constructions and
graves were probably used and ‘recognised! n var-
ous later phases. Lastly, a lack of

in
24-29, 44-46). Writing of the Mesolithic-Neolithic
dichotomy in other European contexts he interest-
ingly advances the assumption that “the difference
may be more apparent than real” (bid. 196).

These ar ony some of thepreviousperspetives on
the Gorges st tht receive some response in the
following discussion. My intenion now is (0
beyond them, ineviably chllenging thei valdiy
along the way.

“There are four points that deserve partcula atten-
tion here. Firsly, as the problem of architectural
phasing sociation at Lepenski Vi re-
s usolve, i 13l et Do s le
should be designated: belonging to ‘pure” hunt
o potey 5 nggested by some o
at e abundant
eolithic attibutes is
uwmml Vih most of he thesl’ peaniel
"

radiocarbon dates greatly obscures any diachronic
resolution of our scale in connection to phasing par-
ticular features at these sites.

SETTLEMENT RECORD: STORIES OF LEPENSKI
VIR AND PADINA

Inseveral accounts the excavator of Lepenski Vir re-
ported the appearance of pottery in association with
Lepenski Vir I and I phase buildings (Fig 5),intr-

ting pottery here @ intrusions from the upper
Early Neolithi laer. Thus, fragments of monochro-
me pottery were een some house
floors o superimposed buildings (. buidings 35
and 36 or 23 and 18) (Srejovic 1968¢.86; 1969.153).
“These loors at Lepenski Vir were made of a special
kind of hard limestone plaste, with a thin burnished
surface coat, varying from red to white, which ex.
hibited a high degree of hardness and calification

nd pottery found at
the Padina site are enormous, cearly associat

with dugouts, creating the same trapezoidal house
foors and hearth constructons as can be seen at L
penski Vir. Thissitution greatly obscures the previ
ooy mentned Jmpeeuionof e potey ¢
hes -

bones (¢f Ney 1971).
koot s ma be sad tat i 4 few insances

nurusion might have appeared, it is
ng o ot Seveopiio et oy 15
Houses ofeperski Vi hases e . le d T, e
senting Mesolithic levels i his di
some sherds

through p

e 5. Lpenshi Vi I-
ey

elgrade).




outn o

2y s aebowes 415,16 192 28,

2,35, (Srejovic: %anj) ¥
hmcrlmgnmm) b b and vl of g
ol b were found I he ot af houses f L
Vir, namely in buildings 19, 24 and 47 (ibid.

prem ooy

"o try to clarify this possibly confusing account |
shall primarily refer to finds from the sie of Padina,
which in this context appear stikingly important

in what way the loess slope of the cove in Sec-
tor 1l was approached in building classic houses
“This important site contains fuur different sectors

of architecture and similarly organised settlement
deposits a at Lepenski Vir were excavated. For the
moment,the most importance difference is that the
smaller number of houses and floors at Padina are
‘made of a lss durable hard coating of burnt earth,

However, 2 number of feaures, such s the plice-
ment of foors i trapezoidal houses on the same
Kind of geologically formed loess sandy surface (i
nnacker 1971; MarkovicMarjanovic 197914, see
abore),their proximity (2 hours walking distance
along the Danube),the basic shape of the houses,
the position of hearths, and elements of hearth con-
structons, ar all overwhelmingly similar o Lepen-
ski Vi Also, theseries of absolute dates from these
two stes (see Radotanotic 1996a359-360; Gob
1990.196-198; Griningen Database; Bonsall e l,
1996; 1997) which gave consistently corresponding
results in datng the charcoal from hearth construc-
tions and timber found on the floors of the houses
(e P 7) confshe coniemporsy oenitece
of these s Itis reasonable (o expect that a

(1. coves created by the D;
only by bedrock ridges. It seems i ot de
posits from these coves, for generalorientation, con-
ain very early and alo the latest deposits of the Da-
nube Gorges sequence. But I shall return later t0 a
more detailed stratigraphic sequence of different

from the site of Lepenski Vi, reportedly including
over 200000 Early Neolithic potsherds (Srejoric
1969a.166) with their exact location, would surely
make the whole issue clearer. However
Argumens e the e of s importnk

coves at this sie.
on Sector 1l of Padina (Fg, 6, where the same kind

site and the whole
larify the problem nou.

Foana saar

Fg.

Jovanovic).

a8
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Fig. 7.

" Lepenski Vir
beneath house floors (adopied after Srejoric 1969¢plan).

A8 Twill ry 10 show below, the whole issue can be
contextualized through a comparison between sim-
Har fetures at Padin and Lepensh Vi, 3 well 5

pottery. It seems crucal 0 attend o some o the ea-
tures reported by the excavator and to attempt an

vincing clues g reasoning?. Despite cerain

(imporin) diferenes craed by e v
lfe s e o i shar l te i chi

()Ilhu(pmﬂrdc\rlrrpnwmm the Gorges.

acteri
Pottery and architecture

"o begin with pottery, most often the key artefactu-
alissue in debates over MesolithicNeolhic labeling,
1 iy at

P Y s
explanation of some ofthe ambigites that i ap-
v

The pse represnied by irpenidal bulings and
elaborate hearth constructions s represent

forsand T, whih s reportd b e ki
have a dlear association of pottery with hearths and
house oors (Jovanoric 1968a; 1968b.T. 1 Fig 4
1969a; 19690.T. X, Figs. 1-2, Il Fig. 3; 1971;
1574a; 1974t 1967 . 64, Complte s ound
i situ on the floor and inside the hearth co

House lx(ﬂp

houses with trapezoidal plans and Early Neolithic

2 Bekind the offical

explmn as intrusions from an upper- 'nnmmgmsed'

his project.

details of i

These

sec Borit i prepraton.

Inhis

the footnote of this text.



Fig. 8. House 18, in situ pottery at Padina, sector I1I (after Jovanovi

layer (contra Telenbacl 1983). Also, in the course of
a rece pottery from the Padina site it
Has become lear that the lrge number of complete
Early Neolithic pots and potsherd fragments is clear-
Iy associated with architectural features, and repre-
sented in g equal 0 those as at any other
Early Nealithic site in the Balkans3.

To propryunderuand these ssotns 1 e

19690.T. X, Fig. 1-2).

tions Jocanovic 1969.T VI Figs 1-2), in contrast
10 those from Lepenski Vir (¢ Srejouic 1969a; 1972.
Fig. 6), i s possile to see clearly the level from
which the houses were dug up to 15 m into the
slope (foranovic 19695.28) of  loess sandy deposit
which was formed on the bedrock that slopes to-
wards the Danube. In photographs of a crss secton
of s 11/12 superinpued g foors) 13
and 14 shown here (Fig, 10), as well s i the sec-

essary of hous
o on tis sop o Secor 11 2s wel 2 1o move

House 1 ’(hg, 1) (ibid. TVl Fig.
zzv Figs. 1-2), one can easly follow the line

from a misleading epresentation
o house plans Thus, from Padina's publhed ¢

ofa.
the clure e il of et and the e s o

Fig. 9. House 18, in
it pottery inside the

truction at
Padina, sector 11 (cour.
tesy of B. Joranoric).

3 Dutag e 1995 . Borisa
oot ) el n s s o 1 4+ o P i e e f Al s d o
o repesented at the it

50
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B, 10, Middle row of
v 1,

each side of the cut. Alo,
flrmishd at the ot o these s with  cenil
hearth construction correspond 1o the location of
the cut visible on the sction. Also, te difference in

height between the floos of houses, hre placed in
three different rows, was created as @ consequence
of digging into the slope at different heights (ibid.
29).Itis obvious that this kind of digging of levelled
areas nto the slope could have been one of the main
reasons for the formation of trapezoidal shaped
house plans n the fist place,as has been alrady in-
dicated (ibid. 27) 1is possible however, that this
1.0 healy reason, bt e il e more g
gestions concerning this lat

Bea ind all the similarties between Padina
ind Lepenshi Vi, it s posibi 1o suggest

Fig. 11. House 12, sec-
ton, Padina, sector 11l
after Jovanovié 1969b.
VI, Fig. 1-2)

publish
section drawings, and in a way misleadingly pre-
sented terraces with house flors of the setlement
(Fig. ) (which was done by strpping off the cuts
sides; the same happened o the lowermost row of
houses at the beginning of the Padina excavations,
fotmaiely itk el ecous), e
same kind of builing procedure was practised here.
“This i of crucial importance, since the inflings of
houses representing occupational activity debris
from the house itself and (probably afer the aban
donment phase) neighboring contemporary houses
appear differently excavated at the two sites and not
iferently deposited. Also, tis might explin the ex
cavator'sremark that very few finds were unearthed
between the houses at Lepenski Vir (Srejoric 1969a).
On the other hand, the architectural features of the




Lepenski Vir Il layer have been reported as being
very ek, and ol of i lyr shovig he
reported pi ublsted (o ensbe
vluion of he posiion ofEary Nl pis
i il e i e oo S0 %
seems it there are e ndiatons Ut he ke

penski Vird. In the context of the floor level of
Hlouse 28 (Lopens Vi - phse according o
St 19650), oor of this house, 2
g i of siment ing ot lor onaned
the cctil uppr faw of 4 rd der whose
were also lying on the flor of the house. At th

termed Lepenski Vir Il
atleast in part misleadingly created by the excava
trfom he ocupaton nflngsof e howses
Lepenski Vir I and I Rather than look 4

ther explanation and the possibiiy e mm
of the buikding were created at thi site in

ol e from  Padin | wold St
dhe s practie of ool eelng spaces o

isp
ina bag ending up in the boxes with sorted animal
bones. Between the teth and the chopped piece of
floor was a very firly embedded fragment of Early
Nealithic (Staréevo culture) monochrome potiry.
0, among animal bones from other contextul
units (some of them representing “closed” contexts
of deposts between sperinposd ouse ors)
(Fig

 digging int
at Lepenski Vir, as at Padmz, that were subsequently

Gome poter aso appear 5 & pmdlm of occx

elaborated
tered floors and hearth constructions

Seggsing s dieent undesanding of mafor
srigrphic feaures at Lee ecessary
0 understand in what way the two sites correspond
Inporie el e s, moce \mpor\aml),
what the stratigay hi associations

et e of e t s o s e

T potiery found o Pt bas alrealy bee de
serbed as being associated with the ho

i
i h arpament S h preence ofpo
try I s s 10,

s find,altongh prsnid bete 2 1 e
ificant for proving that the Early

Kol potey vas ety s i the
floors, . with the buidings of Lepenski Vir -1l ind
a6y aaiesthere For et oo, 1 mpo-
sible t0 suggest o wht extent and in what variety
this potery was associated vi ive build-
ings and phases, at east not before the fll publica
However, itis almost

Mm P
Neolic poteryssocions o s Vi One  certain that
almost metaphorical pi e appeared in  As 10 the Padina potiery

escasiow i th Aol ik aenage e

resembles the pattern seen at Padina.
ssemblage (Joranouic
TXVIFigs.1-4: 19740

1968.T.1V/1-1; 1969h 3

Fig. 12. House 18 - his

Beograd)

de oy 1999

Lubinka Bbo
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Figl . i lwmwﬂ oot
note' 3), the Early Neolithic blage
et ot 0 onsn ok g e oF
posibly locally made pots,some of which re re
ceptacles with g
pedestals (oranotic 197

as preparing/serving dishes for large speciesof

participation of the site’s nhabitants in wider regio-
nal networks. It is 2 nodule with & large chalk cor-
tex that could be refited with a retouched piece of
blade found together in the same context at Sector
Taf i se (B, 13 Such g sl 1d he
posibilty of refting could se ample
showin st a e S amber of nodules and tores

also found at Hajdueka Vodenica (ibid. T.111/1-6)
and some other Early Neolithic sits along the Da-

manski 19653,
s at Lepenski Vir,
interpreted here as primarily serving sacifcal pur-
poses (Srejouic 1968, Fig 1, 10; 1969a.Fig 70: 1972
Fig 72, 86) Some from the arietes of vesses found
2hak m have traces ofinense firing, The qual-

e prinary contexts, perhaps as 4 rivr pebble,
(which is indicated by the presence of cortex on
the surface of this nodule), and brough (o the site
from 2 long distance. One st for the production of
certain artefacis, such as this retouched blade, was
Sector 1, next to architecral features such as
Hearths and house, Everything indictes that this
ind ofra materil and the yploicaly speciic

10 fin poiry of i wall, reuenly bl

{exal ity of maleia culre socalons i

e potsherds s also full of
ormiedl m(lusmns \Whkh 1 b e comnan

pottery technology in almost al
Ty ol embiage n the ontral Balkns

Hlint assemblages

But it s not only potery tha s an Early Neolithic
feature associated with ‘clssic houses. The stiking
disributon acess e Ballaosof ne ind o it

dugin houses with trapezoidal plans.

“This fact is again important in regard to the lithic
assemblage of Lepenski Vir. The published report on
the lithic assemblage from this site indicates tht the
previously mentioned ambiguites of stratigraphic
relations of lasic buidings and artefacts attributed
to e Mesohicor Nolic become e v n
the presented re nong the raw materi-
e ' contdraleease s the e of B

Faw materi
Soculed Bk’ i, s cmed yllow: ~|ml(m
i the most abundant raw material at all sites
it the material cultre of the Staréevo KorosCris
K.Amumommplr'x ofthe By Neolic e cen
ral and northern Balkans (cf. Voyiek 1987). The
inevitable associations of artefacts with this type of
v el were reporte at Paln, asocied
here with the dugouts in Sectors | and 11 Some
sjortechologied exd l»,mk)pu] characteristics
of artefacts made from this kind of raw material
I

include a pronounced end vt h i
Hon of e Aibugh 1 lew source
of this raw material is sill ac are some

\mhm ons tht certa s of Rorth east Bulga

pared t the Viasacste (Kostouski and Koslowsti
1983.261). Also, some of the artefacts made from
these raw materials were obviously found associat-
ed with the architectural features of Lepenski Vir
1l ibid. appendix 1), These artefacs show some.
of theindicated techno typological rends in the pro-
duction sequence, such 1 the pronounced aminar-
ization of lades, again if compared to Vlasac (i
265), and the occurrence of larger retouched art
facts, mainly on the Balkan flint (ibid. 267, Fig. 1
15, Fig /-3, 7, I he prsen

the chipped stone

most probable o
oyt ungm (Dinan 19960.19). The unifor.
iy o discbuton of s ki of rav el

acro these times i striking at almost
Al Faly Neiic st wih mponcd lithic assem:

stra
number of artefacts and debit
A sad vt fkebed ‘ecnogc taraciers

e ound e o whih e ako oy

lages, and itis possbl o
of s seuston poviriiong

Regarding the Padina ste,one find provides an im-
portant clue to the use of this materia, . o the

comparible 0 he
Taolic Nesoih) i th Gorss rsntly, i

possi
nected with the deposits mainly underneath
ovse Doors, o n coneetion it s cosic
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tions that possibly represent older occuptionl

sones s s comparble o th overnost

el of occupation at Sector I of Padina (sec bei

An absence of information on stratigraphic asso

ations of this assemblage hampers clear contextual

g The repored incese o s made of
at

in the central Balkans. A large number of finds of
this kind are also found in various deposits of Le-
penski Vir (Srejovic 1972 Fig. 76-77); however, with
scant publishing of the contextual position of stone
aes from thi sit, it i hard to determine the exact
context or suggest any particulr conclusion.

Bl o come nv oy from he deposisof
Tepens Vi Il ar, ot ko from Lepensk Vi .~ An nevable question s how it was possble that
ersand I in view o this kind of i i

se deposts, i
explanation. s worth mentioning that two hoards
i

in the case of Lepenski
Vir happened. There are probably several explan:

(Hoards 3 and 4) of
Balkan fint a this site were placed in Early Neo
thic pots (Srejovic 1969.1. 95; 1972Fig. 82-83).

Ground polished axes

Yet another class of artifacts is of interest here:
ground polished stone axes and other ground stone:

tions;
texualzing the excavatons a Lepenski Vir (see Bo-
i in preparation). The firt. point s that these res
cae excavtons were done 3 ety e
diately before the whole area along the

s submerged up 1o 30 m nd ht e sequence
of settlement evidence turned out to be surprisingly
complex. Secondly,the discovery of sculpted
ders,some wi

artfacts. A number o
the floors and inside the hearth constructions, as
wel s underneathbouse fors Padina fild doc-
umentation). Some of the designs and raw mat

2t it shmdanc 8ty Nl

of human-ish faces and rich ornamental diversity,
ether with the discovery of specially built house
rs and hearth constructions that had never been
reported in European prehistory before, all caused
a sensation on a scale never experienced untl that
e, s vl s o e i poit, that of

the peranlty of the exavtr hinsell,ad e
professional dy ippeared in Serbian ar-
eokos letpéen e of the el
volved and between the main archacological insti-

g8

Fig. 13,
dina (drawing and photo: D. Boric).
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tations. All these factors played certin roles in Le-
penski Vi ation. However, it s necessary to
underline that one of the greatest accomplishments
of Srejovic was his recogition that the sequence at
this site has deep roots in the past which are con
nected to certain features, as will be shown below
On the other hand, o the excavator of Pading, Jova-
novic, we owe a debt for the possbiliy of 1 etailed
understanding of the complex stratgraphic history
of the site he excavated, and for the possibilty of
viewing the Lepenski Vir sequence in retrospect by
a comparison of the two sies.

“To summarise the stories of the two sites, it i im-
portant to underline that amounts of pottery and
other described Early Neolithic paraphernalia found
at the site of Padina indicate that it might be mis-

THE BEGINNINGS OF DEATH

1 have written above of doubts over the models
constructed so far 1o nterpret and understand the
sequence of the Danube Gorges region. | tried 10
show that hl b el o th sy of
dlearing up some of the confusing det

e I e g s g e
presented, etc. Also, | put forward the assumption
that we must reread the archacological reports from
the sites discussed. These det: crucial for
understanding the question of the origins of the
Neolithic n the central Balkans and Southeast u-
rope. This means that the sequence and architectur-
al associations suggested above should set the stage
for the proper connection of welknown architec:
turalfeatures from Lepenski Vir and portable mate-

dclt

leading to understand them
artfacs, for the simple reason that the whol vt
ety of forms are present in amounts similr to any
other site of the Early Neolithic in the central Bal-

regional connections. However, Lepenski Vi in iso-
lation gives neither a fullinsight into the complex-
ity of the record in the Gorges, nor into the well

s It s imporan b s it 2 il

of contextual associations should lead to
»xm(k dc((npmm (Geertz 1973 [19936) of time-
with the idea of the singularity and

speci
»pmfun iy

“The kind of immediacies r(-,mnul here demand an
I the houses/
ir role, dating,
iler et sgnane i relion b s
raised in numerous debates. It s also time to reeva-
Tt tinking on he s tht 5 pocess of I
creasing sedentism was initiated by so<alled “in-
creasingly complex hunter-gatherer” groups, and
that the houses of Lepenski Vir clearly serve as a
proof of this, having in mind their elaboration and
durable architectural elements. It seems that we
should expect nothing to be that straightforward.
Primacy of proper phasing has turned out to be of
great importance in making a coherent story out of
the excavated record. The outine of the sequence
that has been proposed could partially indicate a dif-
ferent and new understanding ofthe upper sequence
in the Gorges. But | need to go deeper, beneath the
floors of the houses, all the way 10 the bedrock, to
understand the time when these places were created.

ason. In the ex- trapezoidal plan dugout h

artifact ion 0 the central

o arpe s ey oo of ks maks e oy St fonres
re. Thus far in my discussion | have not gone be-

neth the house loors muzh fx ner e e

il o s 1 st s 6 10 ot b,
soing deep into time.

o were these peole I e Daue Gorge
Where were their identites anchor

thei ideological framework, speaking vl .a.«.mk
of the everyday action of individuals and the cre-
ation and realisation of their social eality, as of
spsen wil i o bgc ad g of represena
tion through myths, images etc. rable from
existence, and 4 hi nnm ol by 1974 ced
Ricoeur 1984.110); as a worldview of peop
valved 1 practal bl actvites Gourdion
1977) in their own time/space context” Questions
about the identit of the men, women and children
who dwelt in the Gorges have already been posed
primarily o determine ifthey were immigrants, an
utome o the proces of adac, o they e
autochthonous elements st the unap-
proachable area of the Gnrgu ‘n athropoiogic
argument has often been used which frequently
efers 0 so<alled ‘Cromagnoidrobust lemens vs.
‘racile’ Mediterranean types (cf. Jovanotic 1975

cjovic 1965

390.17; Zivanovic 1975; 1976; 1979;
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el An s prgectve that g o
pology may ol i s coniens comncied o e
ination of signs of occupational stress left on
Tuman bones by people’s prtcipation in various
mm.m activiies (e, Bridges 1989). Thus it is
cal, veryday activites that particully shape
The morphology of 4 human body and have s grea
impact on what the features of the body, such as
bones nd teethre i, gt e, el
akig robust orgracle carctrss e alo
ol 1980.132-133) bt 1 will ot enter o
e e i e tophse e indivi
wal bodics buried at the sites in the
s the ossble metngs i pi.
ment It s also 10 know how recognizable
ey wer o It taablats of hes s

be G

Although the phasing of the sites has been estab-
e o s e e, i 9651972,
tanovic 1987) and has been redefined recently
(Rwluuumm 1992; 1996a), it appears that s nec
sary to revien the sratgraphy and chronological
‘itons o certan cotet. 1 sens that il
ficent attention has been focused on clearly esta
lishing the older fmlum and zones in the setle-
mens of Padin i Vi, or Hajdutka Vodeni-
a (anothr e frter downstrea n one of the
most dramatic and mysterious parts of the Danube
Gorges, even today), representing stes where con-
trasting in connection with

o later contexts could have been the main point of
confusion in the attibution of artefacs to particu
units. It has often been overlooked that a very con-
sdersle time dephshould e envisggd i e e
these settlements. With this in mind, it is

m\purum 1o focus primarily on features that were,
in the course of excavations at Padina (Fig. 14) and
Hadacka Voenia (g 15) dubhd the “Sone con-
tion of the necropolis” (foranovic 196931~
¢ 3,7 X1V, Fig 1; 1969C. ALY 34

level of stones that remarkbly followed the exact
outline of the first to be laid down (8. Jotanotic;
personall communication). Graves are associated
with these stone constructions.

At Hajdutka Vodenica stone constructions are stu-

ated beside an area where there was a grave with

amumber ofathers i xtendd posion under

neath, and in association with specific rectangular

hearths (Jovanovic 1984307 sq.). Also in this area

were hearths made of circes of stone blocks covered
th several levels of

the presence of Early Neolithic materal culure
Given the sratigraphic eltion of the classc buid-
ings 1o older zones i the setlement, Ik of care-
ful recogition of older features in correct relation

on different levels. The excavator also notes the re-
buning, and smaller il of pied stones

a (Fg. 15). Only in upper parts (horizons
i 1 ofdh contruclons, were s Neolthie

14, Stone construc
tion of the necropolis’
Sector 1, Padina (af-
ter Jovanovi€ 1974.T.,
Fig. 1),



Fig. 15, Stone construction of the Hap

ducka Vodenica (courtesy of B. Jovanoric).

(Gt e poter ragnenes deed (i
0).1 e the use of these fea-

s nlate o

materials were used for their manufacture, could
also point 1o an early date for these constructi
(Radovanovic 1981.26). At the same time
occupaon s 1 of P ey belos
hat might be chronlogilly ermed the il
ke e traterghy f s cov, s Paflotepee
nted by a black earth layer that covers the bed
m(k of this sector at Padina, and with no pottery.

e chipped stone assemblage from this lyer (K-
 als0 bone tools (Boric in pre-
o the early develop

ot 1981)
paration) (F

pnm of v e (Kclousk and Kocloushi 1962,
or in the early levels of Cuina Turcului (Nalbant
1070 Paunescn 1970, 1978: Dinan 19969, comma
(Boroneant 1970; 1973), Schela Cladovei (Boro-
neant ), Ostrovul

s
i continuiy of use ofthes plices, bt i
mlul)mmu tel prackes - whs b
 ritual as nd the

in
rough s s ing caboraion, 3 s
0 it xeie In eoptg it th s of 8
new worl

Bt coud e roery cvisgehe e of a2
“The scale on which archa rate varies
from cptring single s o rcmn\lm( ing cor
tinuites, e in ot pe of
Shies & ot 428 ooy poes o
fomiiing sione constructons xparcs a vey oag
time span, where even the introduction of new
teral b, o 5 poen; i g amouns
probably only int ossbiliies for old
e iy . o e ol
and their futher elaboration

Corbului (Wogosanu 1978; Paunesci 1990; 1996),
it ko 4]

s desn o g coniuns s s
Vling camples for, the Ylaac s (Srfoic and
Letca 1979) and some other sites i the Gorges.

At some of these sites burials are mostl
with two types of feature. The first
hearths in 4 ir made of stone s
burials cluster around a hearth or
lcsd overhe graves (g 17) (o Vi Srfone
and Lo 1978 pasi e e Vod
wanouic 1966 Figl/2; 1972. T. 114 for Schela
vt Brononts 470 Fig3/1; Boroneant et al.
1999, for Ostrovul Corbului: Paunescit 1990; 1996,
semalso Redovanoné 1396, The scomd Kind of

tare n-m.w.r
where

Some dated graves s
the absolute u,un[lhclmm/mr emans associted
with the stone construction at the end of the 10
millennium cal BC (Burleigh and Zivanotic 1980.
able 1)1 shall turn later to this point 10 capture the
absolute dates in the context of the mortuary space
and individual bodies

The few clppod sone s fund esodaed
with these constructions, especially

Ao e s s el sompnsen Vi
sac (Srejovic and Letica 1987).

Tt the sone constcion o the nccropls i
foundon Padia t Scr I Cof the
later ‘cassic phase buiings o woper, deserees

burials that are connected with the stone const
tion, reveals that the skeletons of the two elderly

addiion
D v

 uncovered inthe coure of (rcanalysi ofthe animalhone assembage fron the

16 were
of adin,done by pakontolo-

s D Ve i

"

Padina generally

age (s quotaons inthe tex).






males were placed ina siting ' la trque’ positon,
leaning against the bedrock facin the Danube (Fig
18). Some of the boies were in this posiion, with
crossed legs encased in 4 conical stone structure up
o the skull(oranovic 1971.31- XV,
197253, T.1/1). Also, more skeletons were uncov
ered in this sector mainly i the area of the upper
row of houses, in the division proposed by the ex.
cavator as the latest level of occupation. However,
s v o it e o
roposed division (Clason 1981; Gronin-
geu mmm«m One of the reasons for this might
that the stone construction already described and
well recognised is no the only older feature here.
There are two clearly visibe rows of stone in front
of Houses 15 and 18 (see Fig, 6). These were also
connected t0 the placement of graves around them,
next to the houses, and beneath the. The straii-
sraphic associations of these burials were not estab-
lished during the excavation with any certanty. It
could be that these graves (as already shown to
some extent by ambiguites in the 14C) are also
older and existed before the houses were b, since
i Bios ot bowes () do ot sk any
damage or repairs corresponding 10 the
poton primi PIC (otanoric 1972.53; also
Jovanouic 19695 31). More importantly, they also
could be connected 1o the rows of stone in front of
these two houses at Padina that probably existed
Dece befre the bowss were bl I s s, he
building of th ould somehow be an
oo of e o onmencioie A6, Bt
nal chronology of these rows of houses does not
require retrieval of building activity from the river
 the e, s sggsid by the excavtor o
i 1369530, 1567.2-9, bt o o tave 1
com qu ence. The new 14C dates
Wl Gy e 1o o7 ut some ofthes demas,

Here also, we arrive again at the inevitable question
of how o deal with the presumably s
i itsell. By analogy 1o the

side some
e m\g]u e il and sl sparet 8
represented in some o the published photographs
Sreoic 1969, 1972 Radosanou 199 175
T e condented sirtraphy, e n gology
1o describe contexts where layers of different ages
te e 1o o ot ek e propie

neans that a continuity of use of a cer-

older features by later inhabitants could create a

Fi.17. Burtalswo 51,52 and the bearths 13, 190
Viasac (photo: Centre for Archacological Re-
Search Bepade

situation where there was no massive debris acau
mulation. | want 0 suggest that  certain number of
graves beneath the loors of houses at Lepenski Vir
belong to the carly phases of reation of features at
this place, as well as at some other locales long the
Danube, and just may be as & phenomenon particu-
Harly confined to th right bank of the Danube. Large
amounts of stones often reguarly forming piles, and
found in many instances underneath or beside the
ext 0 the graves and hearths a Le-
. 19) ft the picture also seen at Haj
Gudka Vodenis, Visac,or adia. One of the newly
acquired AMS dates on skeleton 72 from the site of
Viasac in two repeated tral, gave a consistent range
of 10482-9043 with 20 cal BC (Bonsall et al. 1996
Despite possible problems with

ing
mm (Bonsall et al. 199784, i
ing strongly conirms some of the mentioned points.

And to me it appears tha thse places created time
here. Following up on the ontologcalsgnificance of
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i, 18, Gravs 15 and 16 eaning spene e
bedrock, facing/watchis
ooy 7 ottt

human existence, in relation to the nature of time

1o do) comes down as a threef
past present,the present and the future present -
and,also buikling on Paul Ricoeur’ expositon of the
dialectic connection of time and narrative through
a hicarchised mimesis of creation (Ricoeur 1984
that in the Danube Gorges our
emory of the past through
constructed stone piles and the placing of human
remains, divorcing the continuu of eteraity even
further from the presen, widening the gap of an
already existing disentio anima in . Augustine’s
ords Ssnicnt, s ditento, . extensionof
time as an extension of mind, is mirrored in lan-
quage (see also Thelin 1990) thus confirming the
being nature of time (Ricocur 1984.9), but it is to

be emphasised that it equally ignificantly appears
through the materiality created by human action,
mateiality that s real, that endures and resists. A
significant ontological dilectics s created between
elernity and time, between intentio and distentio

Support for the significance of this concept is o be.
found in the recurring ontological theme seen in
‘numerous myths of raditonal societie. The theme
of the death of humans stands up as marking the
beginnings of sory telling in the ethnographic re-
cord. As if naration became possible slong with a
comprehension of the concept of death, with facing
the Sein zum Tod in Heidegger's words (Heidegger
1972 passim). The death of humans created fand-
Scape for the Ausralian Kuri. In connection 10 the
mythological base of many peoples, ., the Cree:
in the Distant Time the landscape acquired its
present form. Humans died and were transformed
into the animals and plants encountered i the envi-
ment and features of the earth, such as hlls or
‘mountains.” (Tiley 1994.56). The beginning of death
s thus an awareness o death, and subsequently
avareness creates a myth of temporality, creates
time in connection (o the landscape, and establishes
the time before, making possible a grasping expec-
tation of what i to come. It seems that burias serve
this purpose in the first place and are unlikely to be
terriorial markers with the idea of formal disposal
areas. The recurrent moif is the death of humans,
which vas crucial for sablising temporl e
tions. Therefore, the dead first became sedentary
(Claprman 1992381 Thebdies o s l\mdm‘
ly males at Padina that were leant e bed

i 13 o 26 and
burial wo. 63, Lepen-
i (oo Cire
Jor dre

Search, Belgrade).
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0, Burel . 17, sl (bt Contr o
S racotogical Reseurch, Degrod

rock fcngwicin the Danbe are diecly en
saged wih the edrock, the forest,the D

with the pile e vy aerally o ht
edurie, il srongy undrines by e pled
created and emphasised space for the exis-
e of human e which . Ao word
enabled expectation, atention and memory as the
actions that the mind performs (Ricoeur 1981.19).

But nothing issimple agan. The burialsequence in
the Danube Gorges s rich and varied (see Radova-
novic 19964.164-224). Radovanovic (1997) gave a
meaning 0  certain number of burials
ended position, with thei heads
pointing downstream, paralll 0 the course of the
anube. In her opinion,this could have symbolised
the notion of souls going down the river. The true
f this practice is grasped in connection

with the exisence of the large anadromous beluga
n the Danube that swam upstream
o spawn. In e yes of peape coming
o th bamipes hors i tr phases of the s of
these st it might have looked as i ancestors were
returning every year (bid ). But some of the places
where the major sites are located could have the
st viewas wel, espetaly of the huge whirlpools.
At these places the Danube runs very fast and with
strong currents and rapids (Markovic Marjanovic
1978.11, 16). Also, the route thus created might
Have been connected with various ries of pasage
esenting ceremonial stages through which an
individual has to pass o/ Tilly 1999.154-155; also
Turner 1967; 1969, 1974). And this practice could
a the same time mark the stages of the passage of
time in connection with the practcal seasonal act
iies of fishing and hunting (¢f. Bourdieu 1990),
thus blurrin the distinction between the sared and
in this context it is possble to see the
" like figural rep-

seuiy < with fishy

resenatons s thesevery ancestorsmaterilisd in
the whole sight could
could e been upl
ofte e ~pmm(‘u from Padina
{Krmll/tmzm 1986.23, 33, Fig. 8). S0, could this be
vt he o e
- < (o and Lt L978) (g, 20) and one

Leper i 1969; 19721ig 52) it with
the ol watch th D, o ety the
view and follow a ite of passage?

Ao s posbie tht 4 paror e e
lat i ler o e i e
lon " hes place, danged s paraphe
il snd lboraion - 1 et N wrnmmu-
ied with

the Danube. Equaly. di

inags sodjo it e slection o erin
Individal a sronglydepending o crumstanes
in which the death took place. However, it s impor
ot oy the s of I.qmukx Vi s signed

mporans bere, vl sson’ o exhi
s ndstone \mumn i, gan
o cometon 7t e s
ikads Dot e oo, 2 Rtve s Nivis
i o thom. Howere,odice Fns of
Iandscape might have given it his special impor.
tance as well

The famous massive and trapezoidal bare porphyry
in front of Lepenski Vi (Fig. 21) is an im:
pressive kandmark, even in a photograph. But only
a phenomenological experience of this place and its
wider landscape could bring out other meani
This bare mountain, especially in heavy rains, at

Fig. 21. View of M. Treskavac from the lerrace
above epenshi Vi (photo: . Bor).
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Fig. 22. Closeup of  pece of floorfrom House 34,
Lepenski Vir (photo: D. Borie).

tracts lightning strikes (experienced during June
198), bringing enchanting, powerful and mysteri
ous feelings. At the same time, in the upper Gorges
of the Danube, where Lepenski Vir, Viasac and Padi-
naare situated, this landmark might have appeared
as almost ever present, there forever; at least since
the time when these places were created. And there
is no contradiction in the fact that the houses at Vi
sac,Lepenski Vir and Padina were buil 0 trapezo-
idal plansfor the pracical reasons of siuating these
architectural units on the sides of slopes, and the
fact that these houses imitated a mental image of
the solid and enduring landscape. And as it i for
Ye'cuana of Guiana that mountains represent ‘the
only enduring houses..the dwellings of invisble
spiri beings” (Riiére 1995 201) it sms that at Le-
penski Vi there was an arising nced o harden the
floor, 1o announce durabily. Th flors a Lepenski
Vi are lterally solid proof o this (Fig. 22). Con
structed on a base of imestone particles forming
brecciadike feature (Ney 1971), it seems that in the
s e of desclopmen i the Gores e e
phorically replaced features of st
wh the mearng ndicaing eerental s o
the longevity o time. They also mediae °..between
the body and cosmos, between the present and the
past; and provide  ritual switch point between i
crocosm and macrocosm on which continued access
ancestral potency depends” (Carsten and Hugh
Jones 1995, 42), 1t seems that besides those ances-
ors that annually swam upstrea, there was 4 spe-
cial realm of spiitual beings of even greater ance
try,although possibly more anonymous than tho
sittng or lying in connection to the Danube. The
were the spirts of mountains that marked the begin-
mings of time and played a continuous role n the
lives of people here.
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BEYOND THE CLIFFS.

15t sl ot el the et comforbl ich
the above given interpretation of

Europe? The questions in mind, such s, what are,in
historical terms the contributions of the local popu:

with a greater ease in comparison o the other re-
gions In the Danube Gorges the appreciation of
deep time and it recognition strike us everywhere
Butit does not confine these people (o the past only

rejecting them as some kind of lost cause, defeated
in a batle with new technology. And the sriking ap-
pearance of al the feawres that the new world
brings 0 the Danube Gorges only shows once again
that this area was perhaps never isolated from the
restof the world (Fig, 23), There i no reluctance to
take up noveles, as suggested by some authors, only
areadiness o partiipate in yet another New World.

But then, what was actually going on beyond the
lifs of the Gorges? The Early Neolithic of the cen-
tral Balkans is not without sites where people buried

e 23 M of s aboe it Vodeica
(photo: .



their dead. These are less agaregated, less visible,
but present. A map showing only Eary Neolithic sites
with traces of burial adds o tis point Fig. 24). All
these sites share what hs been ngucd for as very

e aver Souhect o, Ahoughcly modes

of houses appear at some of the sites (e, Gar

i el 197170, Fg 81-8 43 Fi T
that this development does not immediately

uniform traits of purely
in the opinion of some, spread n an advncing

ochie them ut in or-
der 1o get o know these people better, again going

g 24.
m.mm;m«1.mz,mso.m”“mmams.msm

10. Desch, 11.

e, 13, Vakt 14 Back

H-W 5. 16. Bac:1 17 Vt»
MNMI&MM ”WM]‘ i 31 e 7"90"
Al ittt

21, Perlex Baika, 2. Jasa To-

20, TemerinKlisa,
i 5 St o35 Ve tor, 37 einc
néev-Vala 1.

ara il 5. ObvesBasine, 35, m.sudom«. 0. Par
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Kosluk 33, Divostin 34,
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39.
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e, 46 Vi Toring, 5.



B 25 Th reion of Vojuoding before mellore
ton work, or map of the Carpathian
i acoum o Vooding)

10 the real contexts seems the best point of depar-

forehead of he srche sl ndthe e koce

. Thi
 auroch's skl in assoca-

tion with the dead appears strikingy similar

ot of burl 8 Lepnsh Vi (g Tfoie 1963

172, 1 o and Baboni 1969, Was e

the same Wellanschatung among contemporan

peopl  he Gorgs and hosesross e sy

erhaps.

Similarly, various animal bones were placed in the

graves at Zlatara (Lekovic 1985). At Perle, between

v bodic wilh rave goods a arge pt vas unce

vered with an enormous mumber of animal bones,

including dogs, wild horses etc. (National Museum,
e, unpibshed ied documentaton), Thi

may e fsstin o the el deposon
of th

wre.1 shall lighton  few con-
!eﬂ.\mmu;d)mlnscup\'xcwu!‘ewm iy Neoli-
thic burials in the

The context of  skeleton found a the sic of Golo
utin the region of Vojvodina of presentday Serbi
does not differ from many others found across the
region. I is @ crouched burial, with no grave offer
ings,as shown i the published photo (Fgs. 264, b)
(Petroic 1986-1987 Figs. 7-8). Howeser, reading
the report and close firsthand insight on this find
reveals a somewhat different story. There is a men-
tion in the published report of an aurochs’ head
with homcores being socited v the bl
ibid. 19, Fig. 9). However, only later examinaic
i T govied o 1 the prdcuhries of
this association. The lapse of time between the un-
covering of the head and the skeleton created the
confusion. However, stillthe calcfied palm at the

w»e Yet another example,
the placement o e o st Topole-Bat
(Trajiovic 1978; 1988), was done deliberately to
create a binary meaning in the symmetrical arrange-
ment of the two corpses (Fig, 28). Many other buri-
als show this striking diversiy. Yet they also have
some similaities and. agai,  striking uniformity of
ceramiic styls and used Balkan flint s raw material.

s o Nkt ocapaon e e omnd
different locations, ranging from marshes

e e been occasionlly flooded in the lowlands
i, 25) to cave occupations

yet we have not
had enough reliable evidence of continuities with
the previous  ths i partly an
outcome of specfic survey methodologies 1o date
and many other factors connected to the investiga
tion of the whole region. However, that the evi

Fig. 26a, b. Grave in pitduelling 7, Golokut (photo: courtesy of J. Petrotic).
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Fig. 27. Drauwing of the

grave in pitduelling 7

with the original posi-

ton f the auroch skl
Goloku (i

Feeami T9R6 08

dence of a much deeper past is also present in the
‘material record of what in the Balkans s known a5
Barly Neolithic commiunites, . the Starcevo-Kords-
CrisKaranovo culture complex, has not been very
clear. In my opinion even some of the points men-

Neolithic communitis. The varety of rituals prac-
ticed indicate localised belefs rather than uniformi-
ty. One of the abovementioned double burials at To-
poleBac (Fig, 28) in Vojvodina, however, has the
firststrong indications that t s possible 0 connect
the first ceramic users at this sie with their local
forcbears. In the course of a recent AN 11C dating
projectS one of these two skeletons gave & result
that on 20 gave a range of 7300-6800 cal BC. This
is the firs such date from his region and it certa-
inly shows that strategic sampling could make of
absolute dating a powerful interpretative tool. Even
more importanty,the age of this skeleton indicates
the same practice of relation to ancestral races seen

-penski Vir, Padina or Vlasac. This is not to claim
thatall the burial from the Early Neolithic sies in
the Balkans indicate the exitence of older features
in the mortuary domain, but it certainly 10 be ex-
pected that some contexts and artefacts from some.
of these sites conceal traces of much older occupa-
tion. The point that deserves particulr atintion,
however, i that the recognition of the past is asto-

6

nishing here, as,for example, was particulaly de-
monsirated in the dating of Viasac burial no. 72,
mentioned above.

Fig. 28. Double burial, Topole-Ba (afer Trajkovic
1988.99).

dinected by rof. Alsie Whide

LUK



As have I tried to show in the examples of some of
the burias, they could be interpreted s a reflection
of myths, reigious practices and belifs with roots
in a much deeper past. If Richard Breadly (1998,

gins of the death and creation of the temporal di-

vy bk oppostetoditento.Heaporcl hugit.

in speaking of
almost exclusively containing organic materials as
offeings, such as animal bones and bone tools
should | consider some of the burials described
above as Mesolthic? I do not know. It seems to me.
that | cannot use tems such as Mesolithic and Neo-

human existence (Tl 1999.5). And dreams S
myths bring back a time of wholeness. However,
once established, temporal relations acquire ontolo-
gical weight in connection t0 places, in connection
01 m.mpg, and oyers of maerly a hese

lithic i them. If
used atal, they would have to indicate only a cer-
) historical milew, trajectories of time. But o dis-

them on the basis of economies
- Speuf: cultural sages does not appear easy or

CONCLUSION

As inthe epigraph by Caeslaw Milos, it seems that

o be theonky vay 0 break out fom welout

peopl of Pading, upenm Vir and Viasac who sit on
the bedrock with crossed legs and watch the Danu-
be bring back the idea of a pleasure that once was;
they speatsof te passage of time. At the same time,
theircorporeal selves here infnitly strongly erase
the culture/nature divide.
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