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Abstract

JOVANOVIC, ALEKSANDRA. Buria Rites and Social Structure of the Maros culture in
Northern Serbia. Hradec Krdloveé, 2016. Diploma Thesis at Philosophical faculty University
of Hradec Krélové. Thesis Supervisor Prof. PhDr. Ivan Pavl( DrSc. 77 p.

Adding gender to the study of the past broadens the content of other interpretive frameworks
in considering the sociocultural interpretation of sex/gender and age distinctions as structural
principles in society. This approach has promoted a critical review of archaeological
practices and narratives, and has also proposed a new hypothesis for interpreting and
reinterpreting the archaeological record. The early Bronze Age Maros cemeteries were
particularly suitable for this kind of study, because the bio-anthropological analysis was
done for most of the graves. An additional advantage was that the archaeological and
anthropological data was available for eight Maros cemeteries which allowed creating a
more coherent image about the topic, and made the interpretation of the gender/age issues
possible. The aim of thethesisisto discover whether and what elements of burials were used
to express differences between people along the axis of sex/gender and age respectively.
Obvious patterns in the material were identified in an attempt to direct the analysis towards
the social constructions of differences. It was possible to determine some solid gender
indicators and to get an insight into different possibilities of gender relations in the society
which buried their dead in these cemeteries. The particular relevance of the Maros analysis
is seen not only in the study of gender in the past but aso in the contrastive representation
of chiefly and tribal forms of social organization.

Key words

Early Bronze Age, Maros culture, Mokrin cemetery, funerary treatment, grave goods, sex,
gender, age, socia distinctions.



Anotace

JOVANOVIC, ALEKSANDRA. Pohfebni ritus a spoletenska struktura kultury Maro v
Severnim Srbsku. Hradec Krélové, 2016. Diplomova prace na Filozofické fakulté,
Univerzity Hradec Krdové. Vedouci diplomové préace Prof. PhDr. Ivan Pavli DrSc. 77 s.

Zohlednénim genderu pfi rozboru minulosti se rozsifuje obsah interpretacnich ramcid v
souvislosti se sociokulturni interpretaci pohlavi/genderu a véku, jakoZto principd
strukturalizace spoleCnosti. Tento pfistup podporuje kritickou revizi dosavadnich
archeologickych postupll a vykladd, dale pak navrhuje novou hypotézu, ktera by vedla k
novym interpretacim a reinterpretacim archeologického zaznamu. Hfbitovy kultury Maro$ z
obdobi mladsi doby bronzové byly pro tento typ studie obzvlasté vhodné, jelikoz u témér
vsech hrobl byla provedena biologicko-antropologicka analyza. Dal$i vyhodou bylo to, Ze
archeologicka a antropologicka analyza byly k dispozici pro osm hrbitov(l kultury Maros,
coz umoznilo sestavit souvislejSi prehled na toto téma, a kromé toho dale rozvést
problematiku genderu/véku. Cilem této magisterské prace je zjistit, zda a jakych pohrebnich
prvkil bylo uZito k vyjadreni jednotlivych rozdild mezi lidmi, co se pohlavi/genderu a véku
tyce. Byly identifikovany jasné zieteIné modely uzivani materiald, éehoz bylo cilem pro tuto
analyzu ji zamérit na spolecenskou stratifikaci rozdil(. Podafilo se rozpoznat nékteré
spolehlivé genderové indikatory, diky nimz bylo mozné pojmout rozdilné moznosti
genderovych souvislosti v dané spole€nosti, kterd na téchto hrbitovech pohrbivala své
zesnulé. Hlavni vyznam této analyzy nespociva pouze ve studii genderu v historii, ale také
v kontrastivni reprezentaci na€elnickych a kmenovych forem spolecenské stratifikace.

Klic¢ova slova

mladSi doba bronzova, kultura Maro$, hibitov Mokrin, pohfebni zachazeni, pohfebni
pfedméty, pohlavi, gender, vék, spolecenské rozdily.
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1 Introduction

1.1 The aim of the work

The aim of thisthesisisto identify and examine central problems with different approaches
to biological sex/gender! and age issues in the Early Bronze Age Maros society in southeast
Europe.

The discussion of the burial data aimsto discover whether and what elements of burialswere
used to express differences between people along the axis of sex/gender and age
respectively. This inquire will explore obvious patterns in the material in attempt to direct
analysis towards socia constructions of differences. Also, our goal is to single out gender
indicators crucia for provision of an insight into gender relations of the Maros society.
Further, we are going to examine whether there is any difference in the status of males and
females in death based on the grave goods they were buried with and how thisis likely to
reflect their horizontal and vertical statusin life.

1.2 The overall scope of the project — main questions to be examined

Specificaly for this study, an extensive collection of archaeological and bio-anthropol ogical
data and analysis results is created and used to mark off possible correlations between
funerary treatment and sex/gender and age perceived as physical condition and the model of
socialy conditioned mae/female graves in skeletons from eight Maros cemeteries.
Additionally, a synthetic overview of the overall Maros funerary treatment is provided
considering both normative and alternative buria treatment.

Main questions to examine are:

0 Istherereally anormative funerary treatment like the one defined by some scholars?
Isit possibleto consider gender ambiguous burials to be part of the normative burial
treatment? Is there correl ation between gender ambiguous burials and the age of the
deceased?

o0 Can weidentify gender indicators in the elements of the Maros funerary treatment?
Are there gender and age specific grave goods?

o Isany differencein the status of malesand females in death based on the grave goods
they were buried with? What is that telling us about their horizontal and vertical
status of in life?

1 A common definition of gender isthat gender is cultural construction of sexuality. Sex is a natural,
biological classification which is used primarily to distinguish male from female, man from woman.
However, the male sex and the female sex are to some degree socially constructed categories: what is
deemed to be natural isin fact a cultural decision (Skott 1996, 259, 261).
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The aim of thiswork is not to prove or disapprove any of points of view given by different
scholars but to examine how these different viewpoints are reflected on the interpretation of
the Maros culture. Likewise, this study does not attempt to reconstruct gender in the Maros
society, it is rather aiming to stimulate discussion on different trends and perspectives
available to date, also looking for future research prospects.

1.3 Geographical distribution

The territory of the Maros culture includes southeast Hungary, southwest Romania and
northern part of Serbia (Picture 1). This area is framed by river Széraz-ér on the north in
Hungary, river Zlatica and Galadska on the south in Serbia and river Tisza on the west,
forming the triangle through which central part flows river Maros. Sporadic finds of the
Maros culture were recorded in the wider area on the north reaching river Koros in Hungary.
The central area of the culture was along river Maros spreading from village Periam in
Romaniatoitsconfluenceinriver Tiszanear Szeged wherethe highest density of settlements
and cemeteries is recorded (Giri¢ 1967, 71; DraSkovi¢-Johnson 1973, 1; Stefanovic-
Dimitrjevi¢ 2007, 417).

Culture was named Maros by J. Banner because of the significant concentration of
archaeological sites discovered in the lower area of river Maros. In archaeological literature
this culture is aso known as Periamos (Periamus, Periam), Pécska (Pecica), Periamos-
Pécska, Pitvaros, Obéba, Széreg, Mokrin-Periamos, Mokrin, Mori$ (Draskovi¢-Johnson
1973, 1; Giri¢ 1967, 71).



1.4 Method and material

This study is divided into several distinct portions relative to the elaboration of the theme
and also to the research process.

First part of the study provides background of the topic and history of the research. Further,
archaeological information describing general features of buria practices of the Maros
cultureis presented including catal ogue of eight cemeteries considered in thisthesis. Szoreg,
Desk A, Deszk F, Oszentivan, Pitvaros, Obéba, Ostoji¢evo and Mokrin. These cemeteries
differ in number of graves, quality of available information and also in structure of the
separate studies undertaken. Therefore, the aim of the catalogue is not to describe these
archaeological sitesin detail but to provide general information relative to our analysis.

Various authors have been dealing with the Maros material applying different approachesin
search for the clues for understanding of the Maros society. Several among them provide
information about the Maros cemeteries and results of studiesinvolving issues of sex/gender
and age. The most relevant data is found in works of M. Giri¢ (1971), G. Farkas (1971), 1.
Lengyel (1972), O'Shea (1996), E. Rega (1996), L. MilaSinovi¢ (2008), M. Porci¢ and S.
Stefanovi¢ (2009, 2013) and M. Porci¢ (2010).

Second part of the study presents the analysis of data collection and results. For the analysis,
series of elements of the Maros funerary treatment are identified and categorized.
Description of categories is provided. Statistical analysis of al identified elements is
presented in separate tables and graphs. Further, different categories of burial treatment and
artefacts are analyzed in relation to age and sex, and conclusions of analysis are presented.

Above mentioned categories correspond to different elements of the Maros mortuary
treatment. Each category includes a number of elements that describes variants of its
appearance in the Maros cemeteries. Datais further treated in two ways: (1) available data
on Mokrin cemetery is coded and entered into the Mokrin dataset; (2) available data on other
Maros cemeteriesis entered into tables defined by previously set categories of the mortuary
treatment. Selected categories and elements are described in Table 1. The Mokrin dataset
and the code sets are available in the Annexes 1 and 2.

Primary source for the information on the Mokrin cemetery was Giri¢ (1971) and secondary
was O’Shea (1996). MilaSinovi¢ (2008) and O’Shea (1996) were used as sources of data for
other Maros cemeteries. The data on biological sex and age determination is found in works
of Giri¢ (1971), Farkas (1971), Rega (1996) and O’Shea (1996).



Third and final portion gives a critical overview of relevant interpretations of the Maros
funerary treatment relative to issues of gender and age. Main questions are examined,
problematic of the topic is presented and main viewpoints are compared and contrasted.
Introduction of the Ostoji¢evo cemetery in the discussion about the Maros gender and age
distinctions pointed out at the somewhat new possibilities.

Limitations of the study are recognized in unequal availability of data for different
cemeteries, and in differencein size between anal yzed samples, because of whichthe Mokrin
cemetery was often taken as a case study to speak for the entire Maros community.



1.5 History of research

The Maros group excavations have long history that is going back more than 100 years and
rich archaeological literature. First researchers dealing with the Maros group findings were
L. Domdter, M. Roska and F. Milleker, from more than 100 years ago, at the end of 19th
century (I'vpuh 1987, 71).

The most influential of early attempts at synthesis is work of V. G. Child in 1929 (The
Danube in Prehistory). At that time, a number of the Maros group major sites have aready
been excavated: Perjamos, Pécska, Toszeg, Nagyrév (settlements), Oszentivan and Obeba
(cemeteries). Roughly 50 graves were known then. Until second major attempt of regional
synthesis in the work of J. Banner in 1931 and 1942, four major cemetery sites were
excavated: Szoreg, Pitvaros, Deszk A and Deszk F with several hundreds of investigated
graves. In later years, two more sites, Mokrin and Ostoji¢evo were excavated: Mokrin in
1958-69 and Ostoji¢evo in 1981-1991, making the complete list of to date examined Maros
culture cemeteries. In 1970s and 1980s new survey and testing in Hungary discovered
settlements in Klarafalva — Hajdova and Kiszombor — Uj Elet (Hungary) (MunatumnHoBwh
2008, 38; O’Shea 1996, 28-32).

Mokrin cemetery was the first from the Maros group to be excavated using modern
techniques of recovery and documentation. Mokrin was also the first to be radiometrically
dated.

The Maros culture has been subject of mgjor archaeological synthesisin al three countries
where it is known: Hungary (Banner 1931, Bona 1965, 1975), Serbia (GaraSanin 1983, Giric¢
1971, 1984, 1987) and Romania (Soroceanu 1984, Sandor-Chicideanu and Chicideanu
1989). In later years, a detailed analysis of the Maros group cemetery remains and social
structure is published by O'Shea (1996) and osteological material is analyzed by several
authors that had different research goals (Farkas and Liptak 1971, Rega 1996, Stefanovic¢
2006).

The cemetery in Mokrin, among the Maros cemeteries, is the most often quoted in social
studies of the Early Bronze Age archaeology (Btsel 2008; Harding 2000; O’Shea 1996;
Parker-Pearson 1999; Porci¢ 2010; Porcic-Stefanovi¢ 2009; Stefanovi-PorCi¢ 2013, Rega
1996, 2000; Schumacher-Matthaus 1985; Stefanovic 2006), as wide variety of data is present
(Mati¢ 2010, 170; MNopuwnh 2010, 167-168).



1.6 Chronology of the Maros culture

1.6.1 Relative chronology

First serious effort to the internal chronology of the Maros group was made by S. Foltiny
(1941). He proposed threefold division (phase I-111) based on the ceramic stylesfrom Sz6reg
cemetery. Foltiny also noticed somewhat different characteristics of findings from Pitvaros
in comparison to sites closer to river Tisza.

Later, 1. Bona (1965, 1975) contributed to the research of the Maros group interna
chronology. Bona singled out five phases (I-V) and connected them with the equivalent
stratigraphic levels in Pécska. He also separated Pitvaros group (Pitvaros, Obéba) from
Szoreg group (Szoreg, Deszk A). Phases I, Il and part of the phase Il of Bona’s
periodization, correspond to Foltiny‘s phases | and I1. In the phase 1V, Bona noticed the split
in the Maros ceramic tradition, so he separated the region south of the river Maros from the
region between rivers Maros and Ko6rés. The phase V is acontinuation of the previous phase
where differences between southern and northern ceramic types are even more distinctive.
Thus established, Bona’s typological system is widely used to date for the purposes of
chronological comparisons within the Maros group and for linking the Maros sites to other
regional complexes (O’Shea 1996, 29-32).

The Maros culture was dated in first period of the Bronze Age, marked as horizon of
posteneolithic groups of the Early Bronze Age. Beside the Maros cuture, Somogyvér,
Vinkovci and Nagyrév cultures were dated to the same period. This was done on the basis
of strong connection of these cultures with autochthonous cultural base, and the fact that
bronze do not have the same importance for social and economic relations as later in Vatin,
Dubovac, Hugelgraber and Urnenfelder cultures. It is considered that the Maros culture is
still connected with autochthonous Bodrogkeresztar culture and that also has Vucedol
culture elements. Further, Nagyrév elements are typical for the first phase, early phase of
development of the Maros culture.

Beginning of the Maros culture represents also the beginning of forming of first Early
Bronze Age culturesin the area of southeast Hungary, southwest Romania and northern part
of Serbia. The oldest graves at the Mokrin cemetery are contemporary to Nagyrév and
Pitvaros groups. Youngest graves at the Mokrin cemetery belong to the end of the Early
Bronze Age and the final phase of the Maros culture. That was the time when the Vatin
culture has devel oped in the south part of Vojvodina (northern Serbia) and Vatyaand Hatvan
cultures have developed in the north (Tasi¢ 1972, 12-16, 24-27).



New investigations (Rega 1989, O’Shea 1978) suggest that there is no systematic difference
between Pitvaros and Széreg group, supporting the original opinion of S. Foltiny that the
cemeteries at Pitvaros and Obéba belong to the early phase of the Maros devel opment and
that Mokrin and Desk F do not show significant use in later Maros sequence (O’Shea 1996,
35-38).

1.6.2 Absolute chronology

New analyzes and results of calibrated C14 dates indicate that cultures of the Early Bronze
Age of the eastern Carpathian Basin, on average, are 700 and 800 years older from the dates
that were previously derived with respect to the Aegean and Anatolia. New absolute
chronology indicates continuity from the late Neolithic period, through Eneolithic to the
Early and Middle Bronze Age.

C14 analysis was conducted on samples from the Maros villages Klérafalva-Hadova and
Kiszombor-Uj Elet and the cemetery in Mokrin. Interesting isthat the highest calibrated date
is 2650 BC, while the lowest is 1520 BC. Dates for the Mokrin cemetery are within these
limits: lowest date is 1807 BC while the highest is 2086 BC.

The early Maros culture and the Early Bronze Age are placed in the period around 2700 BC,
with the possible maximum extent occurring around 2000 BC, while the late phase is
between 1700 and 1500 BC. Divide between Early and Middle Bronze Are appears to fall
around 1700 BC (B6na’s phase 1V and V) (O’Shea 1996, 36-38).



1.7 Bronze Agein Europe

The question of absolute chronology of the European Bronze Age is often getting revisited
due to appearance of new C14 dates. The beginning of the Bronze Age is questionable as
different dates can be found in the archeologica literature, for example: 2300 BC
(Kristiansen 2005), 2500 BC (Harding 2000, 1), 2700 BC (O’Shea 1996, 3), 3000 BC
(Nikolova 1989) and 4000 BC (Greenfield 2001). This transitional period is considered to
beavery important milestonein the socio-cultural evolution of European societies. Common
opinionisthat the structure and scal e of European societies has clearly changed. This change
was not only social but also demographic and genetic, as recent evidence, although still
sparse, suggests that the haplogroups that were introduced by Tripolje/Y amna/Corded Ware
and Bell Beaker groups were transmitted to modern Europeans (Kristiansen 2014, 6;
Stefanovi¢-Porci¢ 2009, 259).

This period of transition from the Neolithic to the Early Bronze Age in Central Europe has
often been considered as a supra-regional uniform process, which led to the growing mastery
of the new bronze technology (Stockhammer 2015, 1).

During the Proto-Unétice phase we could already observe a continuation of the
standardization of burialsinindividual gravesasknown for Beaker cultures. The north-south
orientation was assumed and the interment mode of crouched burial s facing the right became
common practice. This strong standardization remained stable during the entire Unétice
phase, and indicates constant ideological control within the greater part of the society,
thereby also indicating the normative influence of social relationships on individual and
familia lifestyles (Muller 2012, 259-261). In is worth to mention, that a fairly wide
communication zone can be assumed between south-eastern Moravia and the northern
Balkans on the testimony of a few more-or-less identical artefact types with a wide
distribution (Kulcsar 2013, 645). It is suggested that some types of weapons and ornaments
that are found in the Mokrin graves could have origin in the Unétice culture (or a distinct
parallel) (Giri¢ 1971, 214-219; Foltiny 1972, 51-52; Jovanovi¢ 1972, 41).

One of the most important and most hotly debated topics in European Bronze Age
archaeology is the appearance of social hierarchy?. The rise of elites and complex societies
isawidely discussed topic on the general anthropological level aswell®. The most important
problem, both in anthropological theory and in the study of Bronze Age societies, isthe lack
of an appropriate explanation as to why and how elites arose and how they managed to
maintain their position in society. The main issue is vertical differentiation or ranking as a

2 For more on the topic see Harding, 2000; Kristiansen, 1999; Shennan, 1986.
3 For the discussion on the topic see Earle, 1987, 1989; Fried, 1967; Johnson and Earle, 2000; Johnson, 1982;
Kosse, 1990, 1994; Service, 1971, 1975.



strong correlate of complexity and an indicator of socio-cultural evolution. Fried defined a
ranked society as one in which positions of valued status are limited so that not all those of
sufficient talent to occupy such statuses actually achieve them. In other words, ranking
implies differential individual access to status and sometimes wealth (Stefanovi¢-Porci¢
2009, 259).

During the Early and Middle Bronze Age among communities using the same ceramic styles,
burial rites seem to be more or less uniform: cremation is characteristically associated with
the distribution areas of the Vatya, Hatvan and Transdanubian Encrusted Ware styles, while
inhumation is dominant in the areas associated with Flizesabony (Otomani 11) and Maros
styles (Fischl 2013, 362-363). In regards to who is buried, some figures confirm that during
the Bronze Age, generally speaking, thereis alarger number of graves of males than graves
of females and children (Fokkens-Harding 2013, 39).



1.8 Generd overview of the Maros culture
1.8.1 Settlements

Maros culture settlements were permanent and of long use which is especially indicated by
tell settlements (Pecica, Periam). All Maros culture settlements were built on the higher
ground, on the places that were safe from floods, in the immediate vicinity of watercourses
or swamps. No matter of the type of the settlement, their dimensions were, most commonly,
130 x 60-80m. Largest excavated settlements covered the area of about 2 ha. It is assessed
that approximate number of inhabitants was 500-700. Settlement in Mokrin had around 500
inhabitants. Interesting is that during archaeological excavations traces of older settlements
were not found below the Maros culture layers.

Houses were made from wood and mud, rectangular in shape, and their dimensions vary: 6-
14m long and 3-5m wide. The walls were constructed from weaved reed, branches and mud.
In majority of cases there is only one room in the house. Inside the houses, fireplaces and
storage pits for food have been found. This type of the house, densely arranged with narrow
passages between, was common to both types of settlement and probably represented the
residence of a single nuclear or small extended family, opposite to the large multifamily
houses of the late Neolithic period (O’Shea 1996, 43).

No palisades or tranches were found during archaeol ogical excavations of settlements which
indicates that this territory was safe at the Early Bronze Age (Giri¢ 1967, 76-78). Only in
Klérafalva- Hajdovaand Kiszombor - Uj Elet settlements, remains of ditcheswereidentified
that could serve as a border or for defense (MunawmnHosuh 2008, 12).

1.8.2 Cemeteries

Cemeteries of the Maros group have always attracted more attention of researchers than the
settlements. The largest and the most famous cemeteries of the Maros culture are Mokrin
with more than 312 graves and Szoreg with at least 229 graves. Next to these cemeteries, in
regards to the number of excavated graves is Ostoji¢evo with 285 graves, from which atotal
of 77 graves belong to the Maros culture. Group of smaller cemeteries (from 30 to 50 graves)
includes: Deszk A, Deszk F, Oszentivan and Pitvaros. Partialy explored are cemeteries
Obeba, Novi KneZevac and Deszk Veno. Burials found in the context of settlements or their
vicinity are recored in Kiszombor-Uj Elet, Klarafalva-Hajdova, Periam and Rabe-Anka
Sziget.
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Settlements and cemeteries of the Maros culture were located in areas of dry land close to
rivers. This principle of locating cemeteries close to rivers and away from settlements was
not common for the periods before the Bronze Age (MunawwmHosuh 2008, 13).

Investigations of association between cemeteries and settlements have shown an interesting
situation. At Szoreg and Oszentivan there is no close association between the remains of
settlements and the cemeteries, and more than one settlement existed in cases of each of the
two cemeteries. Similarly, Giri¢ (1971) has identified at |east five Maros settlements in the
vicinity of the Mokrin cemetery. One can conclude that large cemeteries like Szoreg and
Mokrin may have served as the buria places for a number of communities within the
locality. The same situation appears in cases of Oszentivan, Desk A and Deszk F. These
multi-community cemeteries located in the vicinity of Tisza-Maros confluence may as well
have had the role as visible territorial markers.

Similar separation of cemeteries from settlements and | ocation of cemeteries along the major
watercourses is observed among the contemporary Nagyrév groups along the Tisza river
(Nagyrév, Toszeg) and among preceding Copper Age cemeteries in eastern Hungary
(Tiszapolgar-Basatanya, Tiszavalk-Kenderfold).

While cemeteries are generally located apart from settlements, this does not preclude the
occurrence of burialsin or near settlements. Human remains occasionally are encountered
within the villages and scattered burials have been reported from the immediate vicinity of
several Maros settlement areas including Periam, Pécska and Rabe. These occurrences must
also be considered as elementsin the total Maros funerary program (O’Shea 1996, 57).

1.8.3 Material culture and economy

Generalized division of the Maros culture ceramicsisinto fine- and coarseware. Coarseware
ceramics encompass medium to large size storage containers of relatively simple form and
finish. Fine ceramics constitutes of liquid containers, bowls and storage jars.

A full range of liquid containers, from small cups to large beakers, is found in the Maros
settlements and cemeteries. These types of ceramics are chronologically the most sensitive.
Bowls are usually biconical, but also represented by other forms, found in settlements and
cemeteries. They are not chronologically sensitive. Last category, various forms of storage
jars, ismore frequent in the villages than in the funerary context.

Fine ceramics is very well made, polished and commonly characterized by a highly

burnished surface treatment. The fine-ware conform to relatively strict norms of proportion
which raise the possibility that it was manufactured in regional workshops rather that in
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individual households. Regularized local or regiona exchange connections between Maros
villagesis also a possibility considered by some authors.

Copper and bronze objects seem to have significant role in the funera ritual, and less
significant in the context of the village. Among the weapons and tool s the most common are
axes, daggers and small awls. Among metal ornaments common are standard forms of the
Early Bronze Age, such as torque, roll-headed and Cypriot arched pins, spira bracelets,
finger and hair rings, etc. All of them chronologically follow the existing European styles
and the analysis confirms their belonging to a larger cultural area of the Central European
manifestations. Also known are a number of small bronze artifacts which are typically
grouped together on a leather or fabric backing to form a composite ornament, most
frequently a head ornament (Tacuh 1972, 12; O’Shea 1996,45-49).

Proof of existence of metallurgy have been found in Pécska, Klarafalva-Hadova and
Kiszombor-Uj Elet in the form of clay molds and toolsfor casting. Possible sources of metal
were in the north, in Slovakia, and probably more often used in the east, in Romania.
However, relatively little evidence of metallurgy raise the question on the extent of local
production, and suggest that the majority of metal objects were acquired via trade with the
classical Central European sources.

Besides copper and bronze, appearance of gold is important characteristic of the Maros
culture. Gold appears most commonly in the form of hair and finger rings. Chemical analysis
showed that the gold is derived from eastern sources in the Romanian Carpathians (O’Shea
1996, 46-49).

Further, it is suggested that the unique environmental conditions and the lack of direct
sources of metal ores caused the emergence of alarge number of tools made of animal bones
and deer antlers, in comparison to stone, which is rarely used. Numerous appearance of
Dentalium, Cardium and Columbellamussels and snails, as part of different types and forms
of ornaments, could possibly originate from fossil deposits or be obtained in trade
(MunawwnHosuh 2008, 14).

Productive economy of Maros villages implies mainly weaving of cloth, manufacture of
ceramics and metallurgy. The remains of plants and animals point to the continuation of the
system from the late Neolithic. The principal grainswere barley and einkorn that are easy to
maintain in a humid climate. Among the domestic animals, cattle, pigs, sheep/goats, horse
and dog are all represented and their number varies from location to location. Among the
wild animals, the most common is deer (O'Shea 1996, 44).
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1.9 The Maros Culture Cemeteries

First investigated cemetery of the Maros culture was Obébain 1903, followed by Oszentivan
(1926), Deszk A, Deszk F, Pitvaros, Szdreg, Mokrin (1958) and Ostoji¢evo (1981). Common
characteristics of these cemeteries seem to be, except for the materia culture, the whole
system of norms of funeral practices.

Since the sites, excluding Mokrin and Ostojicevo, were excavated over a relatively short
period of time, there is a high degree of consistency in techniques of recovery and reporting
of thefinds. Neverthel ess, cemetery planswere not always drawn, descriptions of grave units
are sometimes incomplete, recovery of small items and bones is uncertain, which is al not
unusual for that time. Further, some discrepancies sometimes exist between field record and
museum catalogues in the identification and provenience of artifacts (O’Shea 1996, 55-56).

As mentioned in the text above, the Maros culture territory spreads over northern Serbia,
southwestern Romania and southeastern Hungary. Location of the cemeteries is as follows
(Picture 1)*:

0 Serbia Mokrin and Ostoji¢evo

0 Romania: Obéba

0 Hungary: Szoreg, Desk A, Deszk F, Oszentivan and Pitvaros

1.9.1 Mokrin

The Mokrin cemetery is situated near village of Mokrin in northern Banat in Serbia. Largest
nearby cities are Kikinda (Serbia), 13 km on the south, and Szeged (Hungary), 43km on the
north-west. The burial ground was enclosed on two sides by water courses: river Bukosin
on the north and now dry river-bed on the south (Markovic-Marjanovic 1971, 9-15).

The first known records on archaeological finds in area of Mokrin originate from the end of
19th century. In 1939, M. Grbi¢ wasthefirst to class the findings into, what he then termed,
the Mokrin culture. First excavation of the cemetery was conducted in 1958, led by M. Giric,
and continued until 1969. Total of 312 graves were uncovered in the area of about 10080 m2
(Giri¢ 1971, 30-36).

Mokrin represents the largest cemetery of the Maros culture and it is also exceptional for an
extraordinary good documentation and professional excavations which putsthis cemetery in
place of the most detailed excavated sites of the Maros culture. The publication on the site,
in the form of monographs, Mokrin | and I1, isissued in 1971 and in 1972. This publication

4 Location of other Maros culture sites is as follows: Novi KneZevac, Rabe (Serbia), Periam, Pécska (Romania),
Klérafalva, Kiszombor (Hungary).
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contains a complete review of the site with detailed descriptions of the graves and artifacts,
analysis of relative chronological relationships and also a series of analyzes of different
experts in the field of anthropology, geomorphology, spectral analysis of metals and
laboratory analysis of human and animal remains.

Absolute dates from Mokrin show that cemetery was used in period 2100-1800 BC, therefore
around 300 years. A total of 24 absolute dates belong to period around 2000 BC, which was
probably the period of the peak of the culture, while the late phase is dated in period 1700-
1500 BC (Stefanovic-Dimitrjevic 2007, 417).

The Mokrin cemetery appears to have been utilized during the earlier half (perhaps even the
earliest part) of the Maros sequence and to have been abandoned by the Middle Bronze Age
portion of the Maros sequence. None of the baroque ceramic types of Bona‘s Szoreg phases
IV and V were found neither metal objectstypical for the Middle Bronze Age at the Széreg
sites. This confirms the opinion that this cemetery was abandoned before the beginning of
the late phase of the Maros culture. Among the ceramics, which is not typical for the Maros
culture, there are vessels of Nagyrév style (O’Shea 1996, 58).

Human osteol ogical material basic age and sex determinations were reported by Farkas and
Liptak (1972). These determination were largely independent of information on body
orientation, athough subadult sex determinations did rely on normative body orientation.
Additional analysis of the Mokrin skeletal material has been published by Lengyel (1972),
Rega (1996) and Stefanovié¢ (2006).

After exclusion of all disturbed graves (in the past, as aresult of later occupation of the site
and possible grave looting, and in modern times as a result of agriculture), number of 278
graves remained for analysis (O’Shea 1996, 61).

1.9.2 Szbéreg

The Szoreg cemetery is located in the village of Szoreg, east of Szeged in southeastern
Hungary. It is the nearest cemetery to the Tisza-Maros confluence.

The cemetery in Szoreg was investigated in a series of excavations from 1928 to 1931. Total
number of excavated graves is 229 and according to Foltiny's estimation the cemetery size

could be in arange of about 600 graves.

The artifactsfrom the Széreg cemetery were used in the construction of regional chronology.
Szb6reg cemetery provides cases from both early and |ate phases of the Maros sequence.

14



Foltiny (1941) provides documentation from the excavations, summarizes formal
characteristics of the burials, and listing associated artifacts and their position within the
grave. He also provides occasional information on the individual's apparent age. However,
no drawings of individual graveis provided and there is no detailed plan of the cemetery and
position of graves. The second published source on the artifacts from Szdreg is summary by
Banner (1931) with special attention given to ceramic material. Third publication isby Bona
(2975) who provided nearly complete photographic documentation of existing grave
assemblages (O’Shea 1996, 61-65).

Two published sources of demographic data derive from Foltiny's (1941) and Farkas' (1975)
reports. Foltiny provides anecdotal data on 29 graves while Farkas provides demographic
data on 109 skeletons. Most recently, Rega (1989) reanalyzed remaining osteological
materia of 64 individuals. In total, 179 intact graves were identified at Szoreg cemetery
from which 109 could be positively attributed to the Early Bronze Age and 45 that belong
to late phase of the Maros sequence (O'Shea 1995, 65-67).

1.9.3 Deszk A

The site of Desk A is located on the east side of the village Desk, 12 kilometers east of
Szeged, on alow terrace to the south of the river Maros.

The cemetery was investigated by the M. Ferenc in 1930 and 1931. Total of 83 gravesis
found including Copper, Bronze and Iron Age burias. Deszk A contains both early and late
phase Maros ceramics.

The first publications with descriptions of graves and artifacts is issued by Banner (1931)
and Foltiny (1941). Y earslater, Bona (1975) has published compl ete photographic record of
surviving artifacts and one of the reconstructed plans of the cemetery. Second reconstructed
plan was published by Trogmayer (1974).

Analysis of the osteologica materia was done by Foltiny (1941) and Farkas (1975).
Comparison of different publications and analysis has shown that from thetotal of 83 graves,
49 intact graves belong to the Bronze Age, of which 24 can be attributed to early phase and
25 to the late phase of the Maros culture (O’Shea 1996, 67-68).
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1.9.4 Deszk F

The site of Deszk F islocated on the north edge of the village of Deszk, about 8 kilometers
east of Szeged, near the meander loop of the river Maros.

The excavationswere carried out by M. Ferenc in 1932 and 69 gravesin total were recovered
from the site.

First published information is the report by Foltiny (1942) based on the excavation diaries
and his own examination of recovered ceramics including the position of the artifact relative
to the body within each grave. The second publication is provided by Bona (1975) who gave
overview descriptions and nearly complete photographic documentation of the artifacts.
Trogmayer (1974) reconstructed the only plan of the cemetery.

Graves at Desk F can be attributed to Early and Middle Bronze Age. Great magority of the
graves belong to early Maros sequence, with only two graves belonging to the later Maros
period. From atotal of 69 graves recovered from the site, atotal of 57 were intact of which
52 belong to the Early Maros phase or are classified as unknown by O'Shea (1996). Two
graves are attributed to the late Maros phase and 3 had intermediate ceramic forms (O’Shea
1996, 70-72).

1.9.5 Oszentivan

The site of Oszentivén is located on the western edge of the village Oszentivéan (now the
Tiszasziget), located 10 kilometers south of Szeged, on aformer coastal embankment of the
river Tisza.

The site was investigated in the period from 1926 to 1928 by Banner. Both Bronze Age
cemetery and settlement were excavated. At least 40 graves were recovered within the zone
with the Bronze Age burials a the cemetery. The primary published source on the
Oszentivan cemetery is Banner (1928, 1931).

Majority of the Bronze Age graves in the Oszentivan cemetery belong to the early phase of
the Maros sequence. Only one grave had ceramics of the late Maros style and second had
ceramics of the intermediate type. Final Oszentivan sample of graves for analysis is 29
according to O'Shea (1996, 72-76).
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1.9.6 Pitvaros

Pitvaros cemetery is located in the northern part of the Pitvaros village, 48 kil ometers east
of Szeged.

Rescue excavations were conducted by M. Ferenc in 1926. A total of 43 Bronze Age graves
is recovered, all are attributed to the early stages of the Maros sequence. The primary
published sourceis Bona (1965) who employed both field diary from the excavation and the
museum catalogue in his descriptions.

The ceramicsfrom thissite are al so diagnostic of Bona's (1965) self-standing Pitvaros group.
Information on skeletal remains include field assessments of age (Bona 1965) and formal
osteologica analysis conducted by Farkas (1971, 1975) and Rega (1989). Only 14 Bronze
Age crania survived for modern assessment and postcranial e ements from 2 graves. O'Shea
(1996, 76-77) utilizes 34 grave for hisanalysis.

1.9.7 Obeba

The Obebasiteis|ocated 3 kilometers northeast of the village Obeba (today Beba Veche) in
Romania, 20 kilometers southeast of Szeged.

The site was discovered during the construction of the road in 1903 when atotal of 16 graves
were recovered. All the Bronze Age burials are dated to the earlier half of the Maros
sequence.

Obeba cemetery was published by Banner (1931), Bona (1965) and Trogmayer (1974).
Biologica information on the Obeba skeletons derived solely from comments in the field
diary and unfortunately no material have been preserved for later analysis. O'Shea (1996,
77-79) uses atotal of 15 graves for hisanalysis.

1.9.8 Ostojicevo

The cemetery in Ostojievo is located northwest of the village Ostojicevo, 24 kilometers
northwest of Kikinda, in the region of Banat, northern Serbia.

Systematic archaeological excavations were conducted from 1981 to 1991 leaded by M.

Giri¢ and S. Vojvodi¢. The cemetery was published only partially, in the form of articlesand
offprints.
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Anthropological analysis was carried out by anthropologists Z. Zoffmann, however only
preliminary results of this analysis were submitted to the National Museum in Kikinda.

A total of 285 graves have been recovered at the Ostojiéevo cemetery including burials
attributed to the Early and Middle Bronze Age. From thistotal, 103 burials belong to children
buried in the grave-sized vessels (phitoi) that were probably used for storage of food. Based
on the opinion of Giri¢, atotal of 77 graves belong to the Maros Culture (MunawwmnHosuh
2008, 38-46).

1.9.9 Other occurrences of the Maros graves
Sporadic occurrences of Maros graves outside the context of the cemetery appear mostly in
the villages at the following locations; Kiszombor - Uj Elet, Periamos, Rabe, Coka,

Nagyszentmiklos, Klérafalva - Hajdova, Novi KneZevac, Peéska and Oszentivan (O'Shea
1996, 80).
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2 The Maros culture funerary program

The approach adopted in this study was used to identify a series of elements related to the
funerary treatment observed in the Maros cemeteries. In case of inhumation, the categories
identified in the treatment of the body include body placement and orientation of body and
face. Other, not so common buria treatments include cremation, urn burial, multiple burial,
symbolic burial, hearth burial and secondary burial. Artefacts recorded in the Marosfunerary
assembl ages are grouped into three categories: ornaments, weapons and tools, and ceramics.
Furthermore, each category consists of elements observed in the Maros graves and it
representsthefinest level of distinction. Details of categories and elements used for analysis
of the Mokrin cemetery are available in Appendix 2. Principal elements of thisanaysis are
presented in Table 1.

Maros mortuary treatment including various identified categories of ornaments, weapons
and tools, and ceramics is described in the text below. Further, the identified mortuary
treatment elements are analyzed in relation to age and sex.

Just to touch upon the subject, it should be mentioned that there are many aspects of the
funerary ritual that rarely leave any trace in the archaeological record. Such aspects are
lavishness of the feast, the length of the oratory, the composition of the mourners and many
other aspects that remind us of the fact that it is certain that more occurred than we have
evidence to document. It should be kept in one’s mind that, since our view is limited to a
relatively small number of observable variables, social distinctions carried via aspects of
body preparation and treatment may be obscured within a mortuary composition (O'Shea
1996, 140). For the purpose of this thesis, only categories and their elements that are
archaeologicaly visible will be taken into consideration, and therefore the selected
categories represent a rough estimation of the total treatment received by any individual.

In atotal of 727 graves are employed asthe basis of the study of the Marosfunerary practices
and the analysis of itselementsin relation to age and sex. From the total amount, 312 graves
are from Mokrin, 154 from Sz6reg and 77 from the Ostoji¢evo cemeteries. Cemeteries with
asmaller number of graves are Deszk A (49), Deszk F (57), Oszentivan (29), Pitvaros (34)
and Obéba (15).

Statistical analysis was carried out in three ways. considering al eight Maros cemeteries

together, considering only the M okrin sample and considering other cemeteries as a separate
sample.
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2.1 Overview of the funerary treatment

Theterm normativeiscommonly used to describe the Marosfunerary treatment that includes
individual inhumation, aflexed buria posture, the orientation of the body along the north-
south axis facing eastward and the different orientation of males and females. males with
their heads to the north and females with their heads to the south. Further, the body of the
dead was placed in an oblong-shaped grave, within clearly defined cemeteries. In regardsto
the grave goods, the vessels in particular may form a base-line assemblage which is often
supplemented with other symbolic goods (Picture 2-4) (O'Shea 1996, 140-141; Rega 1996,
231).

It is suggested that through this configuration of treatments, the Maros cemeteries can be
distinguished from both the earlier and the later groups within the Tisza-Maros region and
also from contemporary groups within southeast Hungary and the neighboring regions.

However, these rules were not universally applied to al the deceased in the Maros
communities, nor were they applied with the same fidelity in all the Maros cemeteries. For
each category of the treatment described as normative, multiple alternatives were also
observed (Table 2) (O'Shea 1996, 141).

Table 2. Normative Maros funerary program and recognized aternatives (adapted from
O'Shea 1996, 141)

Normative treatment Alternative treatment(s)
Burial in cemetery Burial in settlement
Burial elsewhere
Primary inhumation Cremation
Body mutilation
Cenotaph
Single burial Multiple burial
Flexed posture Extended posture
Rhomboidal posture
East-facing Non-east-facing
North-south axis of grave alignment East-west axis of grave alignment
Male/female-specific
orientation/placement Incorrect orientation/placement for individual’s sex
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2.2 Grave construction

On the basis of the Mokrin and Ostoji¢evo samples, the shape of the grave could be
rectangular or oval. In asmall number of cases, the shape of the grave cannot be recognized
as one of these two shapes.

The average dimensions are 110 x 90 cm, smaller for children, and general impression is
that they are adjusted to the size of the body. The average depth of the grave varies from
0,7mto 1m, however some can be up to 1,5m, but rarely more.

In Ostojicevo, evidence of organic material, that is assumed to be remains of leather, has
been found in several graves. Leather may have possibly been used as a wrapping for the
body of the deceased, or for the body to be laid onto it (MunawunHosnh 2008, 39). There is
no evidence for internal mortuary structures in graves from other Maros cemeteries (O'Shea
1996, 188).

It is notable that Maros graves do not intercept and the only disturbanceis recorded in cases
in which burials from later periods were dug into the Maros graves. This can suggest that
some kind of marking of the graves existed. This assumption is supported by the finding of
astone above the grave 241 in Mokrin that could have served this purpose (Giri¢ 1971, 201).

2.3 Grave offerings

The potential meaning and significance of grave offerings can be understood by the means
in which they were deposited in the grave. The object could be either specificaly placed in
the grave, attached to the deceased's clothing, or accidentally incorporated into thefill of the
grave. Thereisevidence of all three examples in the Maros cemeteries.

For the analysis, three main categories of grave offerings areidentified: ornaments, weapons
and tools, and ceramics. Inclusion of unmodified animal bone, presumably as a real or
symbolic offering of food is treated separately (Table 1).

2.3.1 Ornaments

Category of ornaments is commonly subdivided into clothing and body ornaments. Copper
pins and bone needles are commonly classified as clothing ornaments. Suggested function
of both of these ornaments is as clothing pins that held garment together at the shoulder
(O'Shea 1996, 188). Head ornaments were worn attached to fabric or leather forming a
complex head piece or a cap (Picture 5-7). Also, some ornaments, such as coil rings and
spectacle-shaped pendants, could possibly be worn directly in the hair, or as part of aless
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complex head piece. Other ornaments found in the Maros graves were worn directly on the
body.

Bone needles

Bone needles have the appearance of an “eye”. Its suggested function is that of a clothing
pin, nevertheless. Such pins are documented in all eight Maros cemeteries and occur in 45
gravesin total (Table 3). Bone needles appear in graves as asingle piece or in pair.

Metal pins

The category of metal pins is often attributed chronological significance within the Early
and Middle Bronze Age in east central Europe. Several varieties of metal pins are recorded
in the Maros cemeteries including two varieties of arched pins; those with beaten and rolled
ends, and those with twisted wire ends, the so called ,,Cypriot” pins, some pin forms
characteristic of southeastern Hungary, and other. Like the bone needles, metal pins may
have functioned as garment pins which fastened the garment at the shoulders. Copper pins
and bone needles occur in the same location on the body and in the same plane orientation,
suggesting that they performed a similar function at least in terms of use as a clothing
fastener (O'Shea 1996, 191, 194).

Meta pins are found in all Maros cemeteries in a total of 39 graves (Table 3). They are
represented by the one- and two-pin occurrences, as in case of the bone needles.

Neck rings

Copper or bronze neck rings (or torques) are known from only three Maros cemeteries:
Mokrin, Sz6reg and Obéba in atotal of 12 graves (Table 3). In all cases a single torque is
found with an individual.

Bracelets

Copper and bronze bracel ets are the most widespread class of body ornamentsin the Maros
cemeteries, found in all cemeteries except in Deszk A. A total of 62 braceletsisrecorded in
the Maros graves (Table 3). Bracelets vary in terms of the size and the amount of metal they
incorporate. Common division of thistype of ornament isto single- and multi-coil bracelets.
A Maros grave usually either has either a single-, multi-coil bracelet or severa bracelets.
These two variants are found together only in one case in Pitvaros (O'Shea 1996, 198-201).
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Hair rings

A total of 29 occurrences of hair rings were observed in the Maros gravesin five cemeteries:
Mokrin Ostojicevo, Sz6reg, Pitvaros and Obéba (Table 3). In Mokrin, the number of hair
rings varies from one to five in asingle grave. In other cemeteries, one or two pieces occur
in single grave.

Finger rings

Finger rings are distinguished from hair rings by their anatomical association with fingers.
They are found in a total of seven Maros graves four cemeteries: Mokrin, Ostojievo, Deszk
A and Deszk F (Table 3). Finger rings are found as a solitary occurrence, except in one case
in Mokrin and one case in Deszk A where three fingers in each of the graves are found.

Head or naments

Head ornaments in the Maros cemeteries were typically composite ornaments, i.e. items that
were constructed from a number of distinct elements. They appear as arrangements of small
copper pieces, occasionally with shell, faience or other beads, attached to fabric or leather
backing. The components are most commonly found in an area near the head, particularly
the occipital region and across the upper back. Components of a head ornament include:
copper plagues, spectacle-shaped pendants, copper disks, copper strips, Columbella shell
beads, salteleon, shell disk, bow pendant (O'Shea 1196, 101-104).

The results of Giri¢ (see 1971, 219-224) and O'Shea (see 1996, 108, 112) show that there
were at |least three categories of head ornaments, on the basis of the Mokrin material: (1)
those with plaques or spectacle-shaped pendants or both, (2) those with disks and (3) those
with copper stripsonly (Table 4).

Non-Mokrin head ornaments seem to exhibit the same compositiona structure recognized
at Mokrin with one exception. Single copper strips (as diadems) are not found. Notable is
that head ornament varieties are not evenly distributed among the Maros sites. Copper
plagues and spectacle pendants in combination with copper disks occur only in Mokrin and
Ostoji¢evo cemeteries. Széreg had only copper-disk-type ornaments. Obéba and Pitvaros
had copper plagues and spectacl e pendants but no copper disks. Oszentivan had both of these
varieties.

A total of 105 head ornaments are documented in the Maros cemeteries, with the exception

of Deszk A. Number and rate of occurrence varied considerably, with two thirds of all
examples deriving from Mokrin (54) (Table 5; Figure 1). The second greatest number of

23



head ornaments is recorded at Ostojicevo (22) (MunawuHosuh 2008, 53). The greatest
number of elements used for a single head ornament is recorded at Mokrin (315 pieces).
Also a Mokrin, examples show greater abundance in comparison to the other Maros
cemeteries (O'Shea 1196, 101-104).

Other types of composite ornaments are necklaces, sashes and worry beads.
Necklaces

Necklaces represent one the most common class of Maros grave accompani ments and by far
the most common category of body ornaments. They are recognized according to their
location within the grave (near the neck, chest area). The most common items incorporated
in a necklace are: faience beads (round, star, tubular), shell beads (Columbella, Dentalium,
Cardium) pendants, bone/antler beads, anima teeth, carnivore teeth, copper plagues,
salteleons. Interesting is the finding of a doughnut-shaped ring made from human patellae
that was found as an element of a necklace at Sz6reg.

O’Shea is suggesting three modal combinations of elements for the Maros necklaces
according to the shape (round, tubular and pendants) (O'Shea 1996, 125, 129-133, 213). The
largest number of items used for a single necklace is recorded at the Mokrin cemetery
(around 600 of beads from different materials) (Giri¢ 1971, 224-226).

Necklaces are found in a total of 109 graves, from which 58 instances are found in Mokrin
and 51 in other cemeteries (Table 6; Figure 2).

Sashes

Sash is the term used by O’Shea (1996, 211) for an ornament that consist of aseries of strung
elements |located usually near the waist or hips of the deceased. He suggests that a sash was
probably worn around the waist which isin line with the opinion of Giri¢ (1971, 224-226)
who described the strings of beads found in the pelvis area as a possible decoration for the
waist.

This ornament isfound in atotal of 46 Maros graves (Table 7; Figure 3).

Sashes consist of various elements in different combinations. carnivore teeth, bone/antler
beads (both occur in more than 50% of sashes), star faience beads, Dentalium shell beads
(also occur in more than 50% of cases), round faience beads (occur in near 50% of casesin
Sz6reg and Deszk F), tube beads, Columbella shells, Cardium shells, bone rings, pendants
(Table 11). Thelargest total number of elementsin asingle sash isup to 738 pieces as found
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at the Mokrin cemetery. At Mokrin, sashes with more or fewer than 100 elements occur
while at Sz6reg and Deszk F it is more or fewer than 10 elements. Interesting is finding of
doughnut-shaped rings made from human patellae found as an element of five sashes in
Mokrin (1), Deszk F (1) and Sz6reg (3) (O'Shea 1996, 115-116, 122, 213).

Worry beads

Worry beads is the term used by O'Shea to distinguish ornaments that consist of a series of
strung elements, commonly shells and faience beads, that were found in or near the hands of
the dead. A total of 10 of these ornaments, if counted according to the place of finding, are
recorded in Maros cemeteries (Mokrin, Ostoji¢evo, Oszentivan and Széreg). Worry beads
consist of the same el ements as sashes and necklaces. All findings of worry beadsfall within
the compositional parameters of sashes or necklaces. Given their infrequent occurrenceit is
not clear whether they represent a distinct object or whether they should be treated as
anomalously placed necklaces. Neither is clear on what basis such a determination could be
made (O'Shea 1996, 135-137).

2.3.2 Weapons and tools

Weapons and tools represent the category of items that has been intentionally placed with
the dead. Thereisapossibility that some of these artefacts may have been worn or contained
within pouches or have been part of the individual's costume in some other way. It is
suggested that while an object's primary functional role might be utilitarian, this role may
not necessarily reflect the object's use or meaning within the mortuary program (O'Shea
1996, 222).

Daggers

Daggers are found in a total of 14 Maros graves in six cemeteries (Mokrin, Sz6reg, Deszk
A, Deszk F, Pitvaros and Ostoji¢evo) from which six daggers are found in Mokrin (Table
3). In al cases, daggers occur as single items, placed near the hand of the deceased.

Axe

A tota of 11 axes were recovered from the Maros cemeteries, four metal and seven stone

axes (Mokrin, Szbreg, Deszk A and Ostojicevo). Of these, the largest number has been
recovered in Mokrin: two metal and four stone axes (Table 3).
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Other tools

Other tools recovered at the Maros graves include a copper awl, copper chisel, bone
implement, flint tool, flint chip, stone pebble, whetstone, spindle whorl and a pintadera (clay
stamp) (Table 3).

Interesting is the finding of a blue clay mold or a model of an axe from grave 185 in
Ostojic¢evo. This finding represents the only example of this kind in the Maros cemeteries.
It was found placed near the head of the deceased who had marks of strokes on the skull
(MunawwnHosuh 2008, 44-45).

The sewing and weaving function can be associated with the awl, spindle whorl and
pintadera if used for imprinting design on fabric. Some of the other possible activities
associated with recorded tools are ceramic manufacture and finishing, fishing and net
maintenance and metal tool maintenance (O'Shea 1996, 226, 228).

2.3.3 Ceramics

At a very genera level, Maros mortuary ceramics can be divided into presumed liquid
containers and bowls, along with a small number of urns and jars (Picture 8). Urns and jars
are not typical for the Maros group mortuary ceramics and are more known from settlements.
These vessels have a presumed storage function.

Formal typology includes: mug, amphora and beaker for liquid containers, bowl and jar.
Functional typology includes: cup, pitcher and jug for liquid containers, small, medium and
large bowl and jar.

Pottery is presumably locally manufactured and readily available. Non-Maros ceramics is
observed in atotal of 12 Maros graves, mostly Nagyrév in style. Other non-local ceramics
is associated with the Gyulavarsand groups in east-central Hungary, Vucedol-related
traditions (Balkan) and western Encrusted ware tradition. Interesting is that in many cases
not only analog but identical ceramics were found in different Maros cemeteries (Bankoff
1972, 57; O'Shea 1996, 96-98, 231-233).

Summary values of the O'Shea analysis of the metric attributes of Maros mortuary ceramics
(conducted on more than a thousand vessels) show that the range of bowl sizesis somewhat
greater, particularly in the maximum rim diameter, than that observed among liquid
containers. The rim diameter was used by O'Shea (1996, 84, 96) as a means of estimating
the bowl size and function, since the bowl diameter was more varied and was perhaps likely
to be more directly related to possible functiona differences between bowls.
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Miniature vessels are not mentioned in analyses of the Maros mortuary ceramics. At Mokrin,
only one vessel can be considered miniature and it isfound in a subadult female grave. Both
the height and the rim diameter of this vessel waslessthan 5 cm.

2.3.4 Food offerings

Food offerings occur archaeologically as unmodified and often still articulated elements of
animal bonethat would likely have represented food offeringsif placed with the dead. While
the offerings represent potential food value, some of them may relate to other symbolic
associations of the particular species of animal (O'Shea 1996, 253).

The data from Mokrin shows that among unprocessed animal bones there are findings of
pig, sheep and/or goat, cattle (ox/cow) and horse. Bones mostly belong to adult animals and
are represented mostly by findings of a head of an animal, ribs (pig) and lower leg (sheep or
a goat). Some of the findings probably represent food offers, however, mandibulae, horns
and skulls carry a secondary importance as food in comparison with their symbolic meaning
(Bokonyi 1972, 91; Stefanovic¢-Dimitrijevi¢ 2007, 418-419).

Food offerings (unmodified animal bone) occur in 37 of the Maros graves, 17 of which are
from Mokrin and 11 from Ostojicevo (Table 3).

Graves without grave goods are not rare at the Maros cemeteries. The highest percentage of
graves without any grave accompaniments is observed at Obéba (no data available) and
Mokrin (22%), followed by Ostojicevo (14%) and Pitvaros (no data available).
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3. Results of analysis

In the previous chapter, we have presented a brief overview of what is considered to be
normative Maros mortuary treatment and categories of artefacts found in the Maros graves.
Further, our aim isto show who was buried in the Maros graves and to present the results of
the analysis of the identified mortuary treatment elementsin relation to age and sex.

3.1 Demographic composition of the Maros cemeteries

The first step in understanding the Maros funerary program is to determine who was
entrusted with the burial in the community cemeteries. To answer this question, it was
necessary to assess the demographic characteristics of the buried population and to
understand if they approximate a natural population or there is evidence for the systematic
exclusion of a particular age or sex groups from the cemetery.

The best documented skeletal sample is the one from Mokrin, which is aso the one that
received the most attention from different scholars when it comesto anthropological analysis
of skeletal remains. Age and sex breakdown for the Mokrin sample is presented in Table 8
and Figure 4 based on the analysis done by Farkas (1971). Table 10 presents age categories
and their spans as used by scholars for the Maros cemeteries.

As the figures show, there is major difference in the representation of males and femalesin
the Mokrin cemetery in age categories Infants | and Adult. In the category Infants | there are
more than twice as many females as males. In the category Adult, the difference in numbers
is aso significant and again there are more females than males. The mortuary profile for
age-at-death in Mokrin is presented in Picture 9.

Additionally, it is observed that no infants younger than about 3 years of age (which isin
general the time of relatively high mortality) are buried in Mokrin suggesting that all very
young infants were accorded some alternative form of funerary treatment.

The other Maros cemeteries, show most of the systematic features described for the Mokrin
sample. All cemeteries, excluding Ostojievo, share the pattern of not including young
infants and also there are fewer young adult males than females. This difference is
significantly great at Sz6reg and Oszentivan, however, because of the small number of sex-
identified graves the significance test must be viewed cautiously. At Sz&reg there are twice
as many adult females as adult males (34 to 17 individuals). At Deszk A, proportions show
72% of femal e adults to 28% of male adults (O'Shea 1996, 147).
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Neither of the two deviations mentioned above seemed attributable to normal biological
processes, but instead appeared to reflect intentional social decisions affecting whether
particular classes of individuals were buried in the community cemetery (O'Shea 1996, 142;
Rega 1996, 236-237).

Aswas aready mentioned, no infants younger than about 3 years of age are found buried at
the Maros cemeteries. Immediately apparent is the total lack of individuals under one year
of age. Thisis the category where the risk of death is typically high and one can expect to
see alarge number of deaths, perhaps 15-30 percent of the cemetery in total. Preservational
factors, at least when it comes to the Mokrin cemetery, do not account for the absence of
skeletal remains especially given the robust numbersin the next age category. Thisage group
is aso relatively easy to age accurately and thus unlikely to have been missassigned by
anthropol ogists.

It is determined that at Mokrin, the relative proportion of age classes after one year of ageis
realistic and the slope of the survivorship curves for both males and females is consistent
with the biological expectations for naturally-occurring non-catastrophic deaths. The age
classes buried in the cemetery after one year of age are therefore experiencing similar
mortality rates. Rega’s (1996, 236-238) suggestion is that the statistically significant excess
of female children between the ages one and six may be due to the fact that thereis a greater
number of females actually alive in this age group and therefore the pool of those dying is
larger. Assuming an approximately equal number of male and females are born, mortality
may be significantly greater for boys during the first year of life. It has been suggested that
male infant mortality is naturally slightly greater in human populations. However, there is
no apriori biological justification for this phenomenon, and modern demographic evidence
in thisregard is complex.

Further, Rega is searching for the probable reason for a discrepancy of this magnitude in
cultural manifestations. The increased male mortality may be caused by the intentional
killing or neglect of male neonates. The neonatal period isthe time when something like this
is more likely to happen, as infanticide and neglect are less likely to be employed as a
popul ation manipulator once older ages are attained.

O’Shea (1996, 142-143) has a different opinion. He believes that the disparity in Infant |
numbers is not due to different mortality rate among male and female infants or targeted
infanticide but rather due to different representation within the community cemetery. The
figuresalso suggest that there wasa culturally determined minimum age at which individual s
were accorded a cemetery burial and that this boundary was different for female and male
infants.
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Notable is that excavations at the Maros settlements have provided evidence that at least
some of the missing infants were buried in or near villages. Such burial isfound in an early
Maros settlement in Kiszombor, Hungary. This is an intact burial of a perinatal infant
accompanied with a two-handled amphora discovered in the house floor (Picture 11). The
infant was placed in a flexed posture and oriented in southerly direction facing west. The
amphora has been placed on top of the skeleton. Another buria from the same siteisthat of
ayoung child (roughly 1-3 years of age) that was discovered in the secondary positionin the
fill of the enclosure ditch. The grave itself was located in the midst of the main settlement
area and appears to have been sited within a disused storage pit. No other graves were found
in the vicinity (O'Shea 1996, 143; Rega 1996, 236).

Second marked surplus of deaths observed at the Maros cemeteries is between the ages 30
and 40. Thisisexplained by Rega (1996, 236) as systematic underaging of adults rather than
increased risk of dying in this interval, athough culturaly-based systemic
overrepresentation of this group in the cemetery cannot be excluded as a possibility.

O’Shea (1996, 147) seesthisdifferencein number of adult males and females as adeficiency
of males. He interprets this deficiency as result of young adult males dying away from the
immediate locality and their bodies not being recovered for burial. The clear evidence of
regional and long-distance contacts maintained by the Maros people, and the evidence for
warfare (such as trepanation, defensive works and human patella pendants), make such an
explanation possible in O’Shea’s opinion.

An interesting fact is that the OstojiCevo cemetery does not follow the pattern observed at
other Maros cemeteries when it comes to the issues described above. Both Regaand O“Shea
did not take Ostojicevo into consideration in their interpretations. The first difference is in
the number of children graves. The total number of subadult burials in Ostoji¢evo is 17,
which presents 22% from the total number of Maros burialsin the cemetery. Another notable
difference observed in the Ostoji¢evo sample is that the ratio of adult men and women is in
contrast with the mgjority of other Maros cemeteries with the number of male burials being
somewhat bigger than females (27 males to 24 females). The same applies to the Juvenile
age group (4 malesto 2 females) (Table 9; Figure 5) (MunawunHosuh 2008, 61).
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3.2 Normative funerary treatment

In the Maros funerary program, scholars are drawing a line between the normative and the
aternative funerary treatment. Normative funerary treatment includesindividual inhumation
in a flexed burial posture and orientation of the body along a north-south axis facing
eastward. The different orientation of males and femalesis also considered normative: males
with their heads to the north and females with their heads to the south. Alternative funerary
treatment includes all that is not fitting in the normative or represents its opposite.

The normative Maros funerary treatment is most clearly evident at Mokrin. The Mokrin
sample consistsin total of 298 graves that contain human bones.

Of 265 instancesin which body orientation could be determined, only 1 case (0,4%) deviated
from the general north or south orientation. From 258 cases for which the facing could be
determined, only 7 (3%) faced in a non-eastward direction.

In al Maros cemeteries, except from Oszentivan, the alignment of graves along the north-
south axis represents the most frequent kind of alignment. The actual proportional
breakdown varies from 100% of the graves at Deszk F, Pitvaros and Obébato 75% at Deszk
A, Ostoji¢evo and Széreg. Oszentivan has only 39% of the graves that fall within this model
of the Maros alignment. At Oszentivan, the majority of individuas are oriented eastward.
Not a single grave excavated at the Oszentivén is oriented northward or even northerly
(Table 11). In Ostojicevo, almost an equal number of women are buried oriented to the south
and the southesst. This situation is only comparable with the Obéba cemetery
(MunawwvHosuh 2008, 63).

Similar breakdown is observed in relation to facing of the body. Facing the body in an
easterly direction is most common at Mokrin, Deszk F, Pitvaros, Ostoji¢evo and Obéba.
Szdreg and Deszk A exhibit the normative facing in an intermediate proportion (in the range
of 65% as opposed to 80-100%), while Oszentivan falls outside of the range with only 33%
of its bodies facing easterly (Table 12).

In regards to the relationship between orientation and sex of the deceased, Rega’s results of
the analysis at the Mokrin cemetery show that of the 146 adults where biological sex
assignment was possible, 137 (94%) had a sex assigned which was in accordance with the
grave orientation (Rega 1996, 231).

Similar results are shown for Mokrin. Of the 73 cases determined osteol ogically to represent

males, 67 (92%) were oriented with their heads northward, while of the 105 osteologically
determined females, 102 (97%) were oriented with their heads southward (Table 13).
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Relationship between orientation and sex of the deceased is available also for Ostojicevo.
Results show that of 72 instances for which orientation is determined, information about sex
is available for 55 (76%). Of 31 males, 27 (87%) were oriented in the northerly direction,
and of atotal of 24 females (100%) all were oriented in the southerly direction (Table 14)
(MunawwnHosuh 2008, 63).

When observed with regards to sex, the side on which the body was placed in the grave was
asimilarly consistent (Table 15 and 16). Mokrin, Sz6reg, Deszk A, Pitvaros, Ostojicevo and
Obéba al follow the same pattern. At Deszk F, an alternative pattern is observed in which
females are correctly positioned, but in which males do not exhibit a consistent orientation
or side of placement. While the whole package of orientation, facing and aspect is followed
strictly at Mokrin, Pitvaros and Obéba, and slightly less strictly at Széreg, normative
placement at both Deszk cemeteries seems more limited to an easterly facing of the bodies.
At both Deszk sites and also at Oszentivan, only female burials conform to the full Maros
conventions.

Oszentivan isthe most extreme case of deviation from the normative Maros program. While
Oszentivan shares neither the model orientation nor the easterly facing, there is at least the
suggestion that the side on which the body was placed was linked to the sex/gender: females
were on their right side, males on the left side.

Children received the same funerary treatment as adultsin the Maros cemeteries, suggesting
that they may be symbolically gendered in amanner similar to that of the adults (Rega 1996,
232). Checking the correspondence between biological sex and the socially-assigned gender
is very difficult for the skeletons of children due to the immature state of the bone features
used to identify sex. The only fully adult structuresin children are the permanent teeth which
was used by Rega (1996, 232-233) to assess the sex of children from the Mokrin cemetery.
She succeeded to estimate the sex of the 17 children, and results have shown that they arein
accord with grave orientation in 71% or 12 cases. This result is not conclusive, but it is the
best available evidence to suggest that the sex of the children also corresponds to the grave
orientation.

Indirect evidence comes from one of the rare multiple burialsin grave 122 (Picture 10) also
at the Mokrin cemetery. In this grave, achild is buried with the orientation opposing that of
the accompanying adults. This suggest that the body orientation of children was aso
deliberate and culturally significant, even when somewhat inconvenient.
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3.3 Alternative funerary treatment

Commonly, all that does not fall under the normative funerary treatment is referred to as
aternative in archaeological literature on the Maros group. Therefore alternative grave
alignment and body placement, alternative body facing and alternative posture are
recognized. Any other body treatment different from inhumation is considered to be
aternative: cremation, urn burial, symbolic buria and hearth burial. The post-mortem
mutilation of hands and feet is also one of the alternatives and settlement burial represents
the aternative to the burial in the cemetery. Specific case represent individuals whose
biological sex isnot in line with the normative body orientation and placement: males buried
placed on the right side of the body with the head toward south and females placed on the
left side with the head toward north.

3.3.1 Alternative grave alignment and body placement

There are two types of inconsistencies in orientation and placement: those that exhibit an
internal consistency in relation to normative orientation and placement, but their biological
sex does not match (termed type A) and those in which orientation and placement are
themselves inconsistent (termed type B). Tables 17 and 18 present asummary of the type A
and type B inconsistenciesin the Maros cemeteries excluding the west-east axis of alignment
which is considered to be opposing orientation and will be treated separately. Alternative
body orientations presented in tables 17 and 18 are so called intermediate orientations. There
is no information from Oszentivan on the type A inconsistencies and from Obéba on both
types.

Table 17 presents a summary of the type A inconsistencies in the Maros cemeteries. These
instances exhibit a skewing toward older individuals whose sex is more probable to be
incorrectly determined, although in severa instances both traditional and morphometric
techniques of skeletal sexing are in agreement with the biologicals sex of the individual.

A more complex picture emerges when type B inconsistencies are considered (Table 18).
Among the north-south aligned graves, type B inconsistencies result in anon-normative west
facing. In general, it appearsthat in order to achieve awest burial facing, the normal gender-
specific body placement was reversed, while the gender-specific orientation of the body was
preserved. Thisfinding suggeststhat in the normative Maros funerary program, the principal
marker for gender was body orientation, not the body placement. It is also suggesting that
whatever the particular socia status marked by westerly facing, it did not supersede the
marking of the normative gender.
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The potential uniqueness of the west-facing burialsis highlighted at Mokrin by their spatial
distribution. All seven graves cluster in the eastern part of the cemetery. O’Shea (1996, 156-
157) is suggesting that their marked departure from normal facing, reversed side of body
placement relative to gender and their spatial clustering all argue for these graves to be a
distinct and important category of mortuary differentiations.

While this is a dominant theme across the Maros cemeteries, it is not without a few
exceptions. At Deszk A, al the inconsistent cases are oriented toward the south. In two
instances, one at Deszk F and one at Sz6reg, biological sex of the skeleton does not match
the body orientation. O’Shea (1996, 162-166) is suggesting that the Deszk A occurrence and
the proportional skewing between north- and south-oriented examples at other sites, may be
indicative of how the social status (or statuses) were differently distributed relative to gender
across the Maros communities. This pattern of maintaining fidelity between the body
orientation and gender is reinforced when intermediate body orientations are considered.

Marked deviation representing the polar opposite of the normative funerary treatment is
orientation along west-east axis as opposed to orientation along north-south axis and west as
opposed to east body facing. This orientation appears not to be in association to age or
sex/gender (Table 19 and 20). This group includes both males and females, subadults and
adults, predominately placed on the left side facing south.

The results are showing that the orientation along the west-east axis represents a second,
minority but substantial, pattern of grave alignment and body orientation that occurs in half
of the Maros cemeteries considered. The most notable are cases in Oszentivan, Széreg and
Deszk A.

The question that imposes itself is whether each orientation carried a unique meaning or
whether there is a paired and equivalent northerly and southerly orientation, presumably
differentiated by the gender associations of the orientation.

O’Shea (1996, 168) concludes that in all cases, placement variables distinguish potentially
six alternative treatment categories recognized at the Maros cemeteries and underlines that
it is interesting that the southwesterly orientation is not recorded. On the basis of findings
from Ostojicevo, O’Shea’s conclusion can be complemented with a southwesterly
orientation recorded in the cases of two female graves, increasing the number of alternative
treatment categoriesto seven (Table 21) (MunawwmnHosuh 2008, 65-57).

Onthebasisof hisanalysis, O'Shea (1996, 164) suggeststhat the misalignment in orientation

is rather intentional, marking off distinct and contrasting subset from a normative buria
population. Axis of grave alignment distinguished at least three distinct groups of
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individuals: (1) those in graves oriented toward the west, (2) those in graves aligned along a
northwest-southeast axis and (3) those in graves aligned along a northeast-southwest axis.
Further, O’Shea (1996, 168) considers it (probably) justifiable to see the intermediate
orientations as marking aless striking or less socially different meaning (or set of meanings)
carried by the oppositional orientations.

3.3.2 Alternative grave alignment and body placement relative to gender

Burials of individuals whose biological sex and social gender are not in mutual accordance
with each other from anthropological and archaeological point of view are termed gender
ambiguous (also gender reversals; alternative genders) (Mati¢ 2010, 170). Gender
ambiguous burialsin the Maros society would then be abiological male buried with the head
to the south and a biological female buried with the head to the north.

At the Mokrin cemetery, bio-anthropological sexing confirms nine gender ambiguous
burials, while seventeen cases are recorded having inverse orientation for the biological sex
in Szbreg, seven in Deszk F, one each in Deszk A and Pitvaros (O'Shea 1996, 157).
Deviation from the buria normative exclusively related to the orientation of the body is
recorded in 27 graves in Ostojicevo. Common for all sites is that a larger number of men
than women are buried oriented in the opposite way to the norm for their sex.

Porci¢ (2010) conducted an analysis of the individuals having the inverse orientation in
relation to their biological sex with the aim to determine if these individuals deviate from
the normative funerary treatment related to the diversity, quantity and structure of the grave
goods (Table 22). The bio-anthropological sexing used in this analysis relies on the data
provided by Giri¢ (1971) and the analysis conducted by Stefanovi¢ (2006). The choice of
graves for the analysis differs from the O’Shea analysis in three graves: 147, 210 and 299
which have not been used. Porcic used graves 94 and 95 in addition to six common graves.

The results of this analysis have shown that the presence or absence of grave goods is not
related to an inverse orientation of the individual. The same result is received for the
relationship between the orientation and the number and diversity of the grave goods.
However, the types of grave goods found in the male graves could be interpreted as female
grave goods. ceramics, metal needles and other ornaments. No tools, weapons or head
ornaments are recorded in these graves (Mopunh 2010, 168-173).

Results have further shown that there is no statistically significant relationship between sex

and inverse orientation when it comesto females. However, thereisastatistically significant
tendency that the oldest men from the Mokrin cemetery could be inversely oriented.
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Furthermore, the spatial distribution of these graves is showing an interesting result.
Although the sample is small, it is clearly pointing to the clustering of male graves in the
south portion of the cemetery and female graves in the northern part (Mopunh 2010, 175).

Among severa gender ambiguous burials recognized at the Mokrin cemetery, grave 10
stands out by the richness of the grave goods. It is confirmed that the grave belongs to an
older osteologically male individual, who was oriented south-north and buried with
ornaments usually associated with adult osteological females: a pair of “Cypriote* knot-
headed pins, a neck ring, four copper bracelets and two gold spiral hair rings. Given the
reversed orientation (relative to the normative) and specific grave goods, O’Shea (1996)
labelled this individual as hyperfemale. This burial was quoted as one of the richest on the
Mokrin cemetery, and this was one of the reasons why the individual in this grave was
interpreted as an individual of some kind of specia status. Other reason was the reversed
orientation of this individual (Mati¢ 2010, 171).

Similar case is recorded in Ostoji¢evo. A total of two graves (grave 127 and grave 250) that
entirely deviate from the normative funerary treatment is observed. One of them, grave 250,
has an extremely rich grave inventory (MunawwvHosuh 2008, 65).

In regards to this topic, it is worth mentioning that Rega’s bio-anthropological anaysis
indicates that the results of theseinversely oriented individualsfall exactly into the expected
range of the sex estimation error. She also noted that a future DNA analysis of sex indicator
loci for sex/gender discrepant individuals could help better at understanding the issue (Rega
1996, 232, 242).

3.3.3 Alternative posture

Alternative posture observed in the Maros cemeteries can be divided into three categories:
(2) those with afully extended burial posture, (2) those with the posture commonly termed
rhomboidal in which the body is placed on its back with the legs flexed and spread apart and
(3) the postures in which the body is still roughly flexed but rotated such that it lies on either
its back or its front.

Therhomboidal posture occursinrelatively low frequenciesand it isknown from four Maros
cemeteries (Mokrin, Pitvaros, Sz6reg and Ostojicevo) (MunawwnHosuh 2008, 69; O'Shea
1996, 169-170). It may, however, mark at least two separate distinctions: (1) and expedient
treatment for a subadult of either sex and (2) an intentional indication of a relatively rare
special status distinction accorded to a small number of adult women.
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Among the prone burias, both male and female adults are found. It appears that whatever
the specific meaning of the posture, it did not supersede the marking of anindividual's gender
as individuals were commonly positioned in an alignment and orientation consistent with
their biological sex.

Theinterpretation of the alternative burial posturesis made difficult by their relatively small
occurrence. It could be argued that the alternative postures among infants and children
represented simple expedients in mortuary treatment as it could be that the smaller bodies
lessened the need for flexion in order to reduce the size of the grave needed. In case of
multiple burials, they may simply be positioned to fit with the adult’s interments in the grave.
For the alternative postures among adults, there are no obvious patterns in terms of either
the sex of the individual or the location of such graves within the cemeteries (O'Shea 1996,
169-170).

3.3.4 Other alternative treatments

Beyond the issues of grave alignment, body orientation and posture, a series of alternative
treatments is documented for the Maros cemeteries, such as a symbolic burial, cremation,
hearth burial, urn burial and postmortem mutilation of hands and feet. As befits their large
sizes, Mokrin and Sz&reg exhibit the greatest diversity of alternative treatments, but neither
Mokrin nor Sz6reg exhibit the full array of treatments represented among the Maros
cemeteries (Table 23). Many of these aternative treatments have chronological traectories
that extend well back into thelocal Copper Age and forward to the Late Bronze Age (O'Shea
1996, 169). In this thesis, only multiple burials are mentioned in the text below relative to
the age and sex.

Multiple burial in a single grave is documented in three of the Maros cemeteries. Most
typically, this treatment appears in the form of a single adult with a single subadult. The
majority of adults and subadults are females. In several cases the adult person is quite old
and could represent a grandparent as commonly interpreted. Grave assemblages do not show
any specificities. A possible explanation could be the concurrent death of arelated adult and
subadult who does not have to be necessarily a primary kin, such as mother and child.

Interesting case is recorded in the grave 122 in Mokrin where an adult male, afemale and a
child were buried together (Picture 10). The adult male was placed in the femal e orientation.

The violation of the norm is minor in the case of subadults buried with an adult, according
to O'Shea (1996, 172). However, combining adults represents a significant departure, so it
seems most likely that these instances do not represent a simple expediency, but rather mark
avery specific social category, one in which the particular identities of the individuas are
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overshadowed by some factor that lumps their identities together. The most likely factor
would be a particular circumstance of death, such as an accident, warfare or something else
that these individuals have collectively experienced.

3.3.5 Grouping of various alter native treatments

Grouping of various alternative treatments is known from five Maros cemeteries. No cases
of multiple alternative treatments are known from Deszk A, Oszentivan and Obéba. The
majority of cases are recorded at the Mokrin cemetery. The results do not exhibit repetitive
clustering of alternative treatments which would be expected if combinations of treatments
were being used to mark specific social statuses.

While the co-occurrence of specific sets of multiple alternative treatments is quite low, a
higher level of co-occurrence for aternative treatments generaly is noted. The Mokrin
treatments can be split into those that commonly co-occur with other treatments and those
that do not. Even in the case of high redundancy, there is no consistency in the specific
aternatives that co-occur. Overall it appears most likely that each of the recognized
alternative treatments was used to signify a distinct social or mortuary status. Combinations
of these treatments then could represent individuals marked for multiple statuses (O'Shea
1996, 185-186).

3.4 Other relevant analysis results

The Mokrin cemetery was the target for different bio-anthropological analysis several times
due to the large number of excavated graves and well preserved skeletal material backed up
with solid archeological documentation. The most recent analysis were conducted by Rega
(1996), Stefanovi¢ (2006) and Porci¢ and Stefanovic (2009, 2013).

Rega (1996, 239) performed trace element and stable isotope analysis on bone samples from
adult individuals from Mokrin. Children were not assessed biochemically. The results of
analysis have shown that similar proportions of meat and plant food were consumed by the
men and women of Mokrin. However, severa statistically significant differences in
meat/plant consumption that are found among individuals may reflect intriguing differences
in food consumption pattern between family and/or residence groups. But where dietary
differences occur at Mokrin, they are not apparently gendered.

Another set of analyses were done by Stefanovi¢ (2006) and Por¢i¢ and Stefanovic¢ (2009,
2013). A detailed analysis of musculoskeletal stress markers was performed on 118 adults
from Mokrinin 2006 and on reduced sample of 56 adultsin 2013. The method was employed
to investigate the differences in activity patterns between men and women. The results have
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shown that, in average, men were engaged in physically more demanding and harder work
and point out to clear gender division of labor. These differences are seen on the muscles of
lower limbs (Mopuuh 2010, 169; Stefanovic¢-Porci¢ 2013, 94-97).

Two of eight individuals that have inverse orientation for the biological sex, analyzed by
Porci¢ (2010, 173), were included in the sample for musculoskeletal stress markers analysis.
These are male individual from grave 281 and female individual from grave 88. Results of
the analysis have shown that individual from grave 281 (older male) is closer to the average
calculated for female population. The same result has been obtained for the individual from
the grave 88.

Porci¢ and Stefanovi¢ (2009) have also performed a comparative analysis of musculoskeletal
markers of activity and social status asinduced on the basis of grave contents. The objective
was to determine whether quantitative and qualitative differences in activity are related to
socia status. The results have shown no correlation between social status and overall labor
intensity. However, there are cluesthat social status and asingle facet of activity are related.
Positive correlation between vertical status and the intensity of use of upper arm and
shoulder muscles was found among male individuals, while negative correlation between
the aforementioned variables was found among the females. The general conclusion based
on the results of this study is that there is no simple correlation between the overall labor
intensity and social status. The results have also shown that femal es have more grave goods
per individual burial than males (Porci¢-Stefanovic¢ 2009, 259, 267).

Further, the analysis of musculoskeletal stressis separating 3 female and 10 maleindividuals
in the group with strongly accentuated muscle attachments. Body weight was calculated for
one of the females (grave 196) to be 71.64 kg, and there is a total of three females at the
Mokrin cemetery that are in the same category. These females are the most corpulent ones
and they all have leg muscle attachments significantly stronger than arms, which is unusual
for Mokrin population. This can lead to a conclusion that these women wereinvolved in type
of activities that were typically male. Y oung age of woman from grave 196 istelling us that
she was exposed to significant physical effort from the very early age (Stefanovic-
Dimitrijevic¢ 2007, 419).

The case of individual buried in the grave 196 is specific in few more aspects. She hastraces
of 3injuriesof different nature on her skull, among which the one that caused her death was
probably the injury located on the frontal bone above the left orbit. It cannot be determined
whether the injuries are the consequences of interpersonal violence, conflict with enemies
of the village in which the woman lived, or if the injury and possible murder was a socia
punishment. Neverthelessit is evident that thisindividual, after suffering aviolent death and
possible postmortem mutilation of the head, was given proper burial treatment at the Mokrin
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cemetery, since she was buried in the normative position and orientation for females, in
accordance with the Maros culture burial practice.

Further, a pig’s head was found placed on the femora of the skeleton from the grave 196.
This was the large animal, also with the skull damaged in its frontal part, most probably by
the blow that killed it. The blow was oriented towards the | eft frontal, above the orbit, asthe
one of thewoman. It could be the case that a valuable animal was sacrificed for the woman’s
burial and a rare, perhaps symbolically important grave offering, a sow’s head, was
deposited in the grave (Stefanovi¢-Dimitrijevi¢ 2007, 419-426).

Notable are also results of the analysis of characteristic of the Mokrin population done by
Farkas (1971). He concluded that males mostly had dolichocranic skull and were mostly tall
and middle height. Average height is 168cm. Women were also tall and middle height,
average height is 159cm, however they mostly had mesocranic skull. Sexual dimorphism
was not great in absolute values and it was harmonious. Further, variation of individual
characteristics is great and it is showing heterogeneity of the Mokrin population (Farkas-
Liptak 1971, 247-250).

3.5 Grave size and depth

Grave size and depth is the aspect of funerary treatment that may be used to express
differential levels of effort expended in the funerary treatment and may therefore be
characteristic of vertical, rather than horizontal distinctions (O'Shea 1996, 180). However
some conclusions could be drawn on the basis of the analysisthat are relative to age and sex.

When grave dimensions at Mokrin were evaluated among adults, no significant difference
was observed in the depth of graves, but male graves were found to be significantly longer
than graves of females. The graves of children were shallower and shorter that those of
adults, however these results could be expected if the principal factor governing grave
dimension was the size of the deceased. This may beinterpreted as depth being more or less
a standard for adults but with the grave length varying by individual size. Similar patternis
observed at the other Maros cemeteries (Table 24) (O'Shea 1996, 180-181).

In some cases at Mokrin and Ostojicevo, graves of subadults were found substantially deeper
than the average for adult graves. Also in some instances, the size of the grave was much
bigger than the size of the deceased.

Exceptional case is observed in Ostoji¢evo where leather cover for the body or the bottom
of the grave was recorded in 6 graves: 4 male, 1 female and 1 child (MunawwnHosuh 2008,

67).
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3.6 Grave offerings
3.6.1 Ornaments
Bone needles

All but one exception, al graves containing bone needles are those of females, and
predominantly adult females. The one exception is grave 6 at Obéba. The gender of this
individual was determined on the basis of orientation and side of placement asamale. Other
items in this grave are not sex-associated. This individua is therefore either female buried
in a male posture and orientation, either female-linked item that is anomalously associated
with a male. Bone needles occur with subadults in 8 of the 45 cases (one at Széreg, one at
Ostojicevo and six at Mokrin) (Table 25).

There is no consistent pattern to the quantity of bone needles found in a single grave. At
Deszk A, Oszentivan, Pitvaros and Obébathey occur only assingles. At Deszk F and Mokrin
they appear in equal numbers as singles or as pairs. At Szoreg, they are twice as common as
singles (O'Shea 1996, 189-190). At Ostojicevo, in four of a total five cases a pair of needles
are found (MunawmnHosumh 2008, 71)

The only possible status significance related to the number of bone needles is found in the
age distribution at Mokrin. Of the five subadults with bone needles, four had only asingle
needle. Among adults, five had singles and eight had pairs. O’Shea (1996, 190) is suggesting
that differences observed on needles probably did not represent intentional elaborations of
costume, but may be rather indicative of personal style or a shift in garment style that may
be linked to the use of copper clothing pins.

The pattern of distribution of bone needles within individual cemeteries exhibits a degree of
structure. All instances containing bone needle at Mokrin and Deszk A fal in the
southeastern half of the cemetery. At Deszk F and Obéba, graves with bone needles appear
in the southern portion of the cemetery. The one grave at Oszentivan wasin the southwestern
portion of the burial area. No obvious pattern was visible at Szoreg. No plan exists for
Pitvaros cemetery (O’'Shea 1996, 190). In Ostojicevo, needles are found in central and north
pat of the cemetery (MunawmHosuh 2008, 71).

O’Shea (1996, 190) concludes that the constraint in distribution does suggest a potential
function as a significant social marker. The lack of consistency in the precise directional
character of the spatial patterns across the Maros cemeteriesis also of an interest and would
seem to indicate that the spatial distribution was not tied to a universal directional referent,
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such as cardina direction, but rather on the basis of an internal contrast recognized within
the specific layout of each cemetery.

Metal pins

Metal pins and bone needles co-occur in two cases, grave 20 at Mokrin (two metal pins and
two bone pins) and grave 112 at Oszentivan. The rare co-occurrence of these two types, both
in anatomical position, may suggest that they were not functionally identical, but rather that
they fastened different garments, perhaps an item of outwear such as a cape or hood, as
opposed to the main garment of dress.

The distribution of metal pins relative to the sex of the deceased is also similar to that of
bone needles. Meta pins, regardless of specific type, occur overwhelmingly with adult and
females across the Maros cemeteries. Of the 39 Maros graves containing metal pins, only 3
occur with males and only 1 is found with a subadult (grave 22 at Oszentivan). In two of
these graves, grave 10 at Mokrin and 62 at Deszk A, buried individuals were biologically
mal es placed and oriented asfemal es (O'Shea 1996, 195). Information about number of male
graves with metal pins for OstojiCevo is not available however it is noted that the
individual (s) is buried according to the female normative (MunawwuHosuh 2008, 71).

In terms of the overall frequency of occurrence, when the number of females with metal pins
is contrasted with the total number of identified grown-up females in each cemetery, there
isagain arough uniformity in the level of occurrence: 9-12% for Mokrin, Széreg, Deszk A
and Deszk F, 15% for Ostojicevo and 17% for Obéba (Table 26). No data is available for
other cemeteries.

O’Shea’s (1996, 195) conclusion is that there is a degree of uniformity in the use of metal
pins as a clothing ornament across the Maros communities, which also suggests a degree of
exclusivity for those individuals who received pins as part of their burial dress. This
possibility is not surprising given the exotic character of this metal ornament, and it is also
interesting to note that this level of occurrenceis nearly identical to that for bone needles.

In Oszentivan, Pitvaros and Obéba cemeteries, meta pins are found as single examples. In
the other cemeteries, metal pins are found either singly or in pairs. At Deszk A and
Ostojicevo, singles predominate. Equal number is found at Deszk F while at Sz6éreg and
Mokrin the occurrence of pairsis much common.

O'Shea further suggests that the pins were being utilized as a clothing ornament worn asin

life, based on both their location of placement and consistency in their number and
arrangement. Whatever their specific meaning wasin the social symbolism, the message was
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primarily a qualitative one, carried via the simple presence of the pins, and probably not
related to the specific number of pins.

It seems likely that the occurrence of singles and pairs of pins may be related to the fashion
of clothes fastening, represented by the one- and two-pin occurrences. The popularity of
these two modes apparently varied between settlements and may also have had a
chronological component.

The distribution of metal pins within Maros cemeteries suggests little in the way of spatial
structure. Both graves with metal pins in Oszentivan occur in the western burial cluster. At
Szoreg, metal pins appear in al areas of the cemetery, with somewhat greater frequency in
the outlying portions of the site. At Mokrin, metal pins are distributed across the central
portion of the cemetery, along the southwest-north-east trending axis. Thisline parallels the
distribution of bone needles, but lies generally to the north and west of the occurrence of
bone needles (O'Shea 1996, 195). At Ostoji¢evo, graves with metal needles are found in
south and central part of the cemetery (MunawmnHosuh 2008, 71).

Different styles of pins were clearly visible and must have some level of recognition or
significance to the Maros villagers, there is no evidence that points to any systematic use of
these styles for specific mortuary symbolism. It may be that as these pins were obtained via
long-distance trade, the villagers had little control of the particular style that was available
at any given time. If this were the case, it may aso explain the absence of mixing the two
stylesin any given grave (O'Shea 1996, 196-198).

Neck rings

Copper or bronze neck rings (or torques) are known from only three Maros cemeteries
Mokrin, Széreg and Obéba. Of the 12 Maros graves with neck torques, 10 are from Mokrin
and one each from Széreg and Obéba. Instances of neck rings are evenly split between males
and females. Whilethereisno distinct gender linkage, they do appear to be mainly associated
with adults. Only in two cases was found with subadults, both times at Mokrin.

The frequency of occurrence of neck rings is low (roughly 5% at Mokrin) and no real
clustering of graves with atorque is observed. At Mokrin, these graves are scattered along
the central axis of the cemetery and generally are not found near the peripheries.

The fact that in all cases a single torque is found with an individual, and in consistent

placement on the body, argues that the neck rings were buried as worn in life and that any
symbolic information they conveyed was of a qualitative character (O'Shea 1996, 198).
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Bracelets

The pattern of bracelet occurrence relative to biological sex varies across the Maros
cemeteries. They are found with both males and females. At Deszk F, Pitvaros, Ostoji¢evo
and Obéba, bracelets are more common among men. At Mokrin and Szoreg, bracelets are
more common among women (Table 27). In Maros cemeteries, bracelets appear in equal
proportions among adult and subadult femal es and subadult males, and less frequent among
adult males.

At Mokrin, three of four adult males that were buried with bracelets were buried in a
normative female posture and orientation, including male in grave 10, individual who also
has copper pins, another type linked to females. Also, grave 11 at Szoreg belongs to amale
buried on the right side but this doesn't have to have strict relationship with agender (O'Shea
1996, 198-201). At Ostojicevo, in grave 115, bracelet occur with amale, Senile, who islaid
down on hisright side, head oriented to southeast (MunawwmHosuh 2008, 72).

In Mokrin, among females, bracelets are found in nearly equal level of occurrence of 16-
17% for both adults and subadults. Among males, only 6% of adults have bracelets,
compared to 16% for subadults.

There is a suggestion of a relationship between age and the size of the bracelet. In case of
subadults, single- and multi-coil varieties are found nearly in even numbers. Adults were
twice as likely to have multi-coil bracelets. Of seven adults with singles, three were
biological males. Three of seven adults with single-coil bracelet had a pair. All subadults
had only a single bracelet of any variant (O'Shea 1996, 198-201). Interesting is finding in
Ostoji¢evo, where the most massive bracelet with six coils was found in a child grave
(MunawwvHosuh 2008, 72).

Of 62 instances of bracel etsin Maros cemeteries, asingle- and multi-coil bracelet werefound
together only in one case (Pitvaros, grave 47). The most common is occurrence of asingle
bracelet in a grave, less frequent is finding of two bracelets. Only in one case, at Mokrin
grave 10, four bracelets were found. Deszk A have no findings of bracelets.

O’Shea’s (1996, 201) conclusion is that copper and bronze bracelets were used as
guantitative symbols that conveyed meaning through their presence and their quantity.

No perceptible spatial pattern is found in Maros cemeteries when it comes to bracelets. At
Mokrin, distribution of bracelets is along southwest-northeast diagonal. At Oszentivan, all
three occurrences were found in the western burial cluster. Spatial distribution of bracelets
in Ostoji¢evo is along north-south axis.
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An interesting finding from OstojiCevo is a bracelet found on the skull of the individual
buried in grave 115 (MunawwvHosuh 2008, 72).

Hair rings

A total of 29 occurrences of hair rings were observed in the Maros cemeteries (19 at Mokrin,
1 at Szoreg, 2 at Pitvaros, 3at Ostojicevoand 4 at Obéba). Hair rings are found associated
with both men and women and with both adults and subadults. Széreg, Pitvaros and Obéba
instances are found only with adults (Table 28).

In Mokrin, hair rings are more common among adult females. Two of three males with hair
rings are oriented as females including grave 10. Among subadults almost equal number of
male and female graves contain hair ring (four with males and five with females). Overall,
the impression from the Mokrin occurrencesiis, as with metal bracelets, that hair rings were
ornaments that typically were not worn by adult males.

At Mokrin, hair rings appear in numbers one to five in asingle grave. In other cemeteries,
one or two pieces occur in a grave. Spatia distribution pattern can be seen only at Mokrin,
were hair rings as skewed toward the southeastern quadrant of cemetery (MunawmnHosuh
2008, 73; O'Shea 1996, 201).

Finger rings

Finger rings were found in a total of seven Maros graves, three at Mokrin (one with male,
two with females), two at Szoreg (both with females) and one in each Deszk F (with amale)
and Deszk A (with a probable female). These numbers give the levels of occurrence
consistently in the range of 2% or less. All seven cases occur with adults (Table 28).

Finger rings are found as a solitary occurrence, except in one case in Mokrin and one case
in Deszk A where three rings in each of the graves are found. It is worth noting that, at
Mokrin, finger rings were scattered north and south along the site's centra axis (O'Shea
1996, 203-204).
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Head ornaments

Number and rate of head ornament occurrence varied considerably, with more than half of
all examples deriving from Mokrin. Excluding Mokrin, Ostoji¢evo and Obéba, where head
ornament appear in greater numbers, this ornament appears at relativel y uniform rate in other
Maros cemeteries.

Head ornaments occur with both men and women. In al but three cases, head ornament is
found with adults. The exceptional cases are from Mokrin and Ostojicevo. Among adults,
the occurrence of head ornament is nearly evenly split between males and females. The
largest discrepancy is found at Mokrin where more than twice as many females as males
have such ornaments (38 as opposed to 15) (Table 29-30; Figure 7) (O'Shea 1996, 209). In
Ostojicevo, situation is different as head ornament is found with 12 males and 8 females
(MunawwnHosuh 2008, 74).

Distribution of the different varieties of head ornament is not markedly different among
males and females. O'Shea (1996, 206) concludes that either males or females could be
buried with head ornaments, either their meaning or possibly the rules governing their
acquisition were different for males and females.

Only at Mokrin and Ostojic¢evo, spatial distribution pattern is visible in relation to gender of
the deceased. At Mokrin, in graves with male individuals, different types of head ornament
are found separated: one of the types is found only in the western portion of the cemetery
and other two types are found in the eastern part. No visible pattern can be detected when
females are plotted. In Ostojicevo, female graves with head ornaments occur in northern part
of the cemetery, and male graves with head ornaments are found in southern part.

These two examples may suggest some significant distinction in either meaning or the route
of acquisition of such ornaments for males and females. When richness of male and female
head ornaments is compared, no significant differenceis observed. In cases of subadults, in
al three cases the ornament is considered as rich (MunawmHosuh 2008, 74; O’Shea 1996,
206-211).

Sashes
Basic rate of occurrence for sashesis 5%, 11%, 18% and 3%. This ornament exhibit strong
association with females. In one case at Szoreg, sash isfound with abiological male (mature

individual). Body orientation is not available for thisindividual, however the individual had
been placed on the right side suggesting the female gender. Two of a total of three Ostoji¢evo
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graves that have this ornament are males (Adult) buried according to female norm
(MunawwvHosuh 2008, 75; O’Shea 1996, 211).

Sashes mostly appear in graves of adults, yet a small number of subadult individuals were
buried with this ornament. In only one case, the deceased was buried wearing the ornament.
In all other cases, sash was placed near the hands and lower arms or the feet and knees.

All five findings of doughnut-shaped rings made from human patellae at Mokrin, Deszk F
and Szoreg, were found only with adult females. Notable is that this ring was found as an
element of a necklace at Szoreg also with an adult female.

At Mokrin, sashes cluster at the periphery, in the extreme southwestern part of the cemetery
and in the extreme north. At Szbreg, sashes are concentrated in the central part of the
cemetery (O'Shea 1996, 213). Ostojicevo sashes are found in graves in the northern part of
the cemetery (MunawwuHosuh 2008, 75).

Overall, sashes appear to have had relatively restricted and specialized use. The item was
clearly restricted in its use to adult females, although occasional younger females appeared
to have had ascribed to them the right to possess, if not to wear the sashes (O'Shea 1996,
213).

Necklaces

Necklaces represent by far the most common category of body ornament and the most
common class of Maros grave accompaniment aside from ceramics. When occurrence of
necklacesis considered relative to age and sex, a somewhat complex pattern is observed. At
Mokrin, necklaces occur significantly more often with females than with males but do not
show asignificant difference relative to the age of theindividual (Table 31-32; Figure 8). At
Szbreg, by contrast, there is no difference relative to the sex, however all but one necklace
is found with adult individuals. At Pitvaros and Obéba, necklaces are more common among
females (O'Shea 1996, 213-216). There is no regularity in relation to gender in Ostojicevo
(MunawwnHosuh 2008, 76).

Overall, it appearsthat thereisageneral trend toward the use of necklaces as body ornaments
for females and particularly for adult females. There also appearsto be amarked association
of necklaces with head ornaments and bone pins. Other observed pattern are that nearly half
of the female children exhibited necklaces that included pendants, while none of male
children had pendants. Also, females in genera tend to have necklaces with larger number
of elements among both subadults and adults.
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Spatial distribution pattern is complex. At Mokrin, male graves with necklaces were found
principaly in the southern half of the cemetery while female graves with necklaces occur
equally in al portions of the cemetery. At Szoreg the largest concentration of graves with
necklaces is found in the northern part of the cemetery. At Oszentivéan, all round-element-
only necklaces occur in the western cluster, while tubular/no pendant type necklaces appear
in eastern part of the cemetery (O'Shea 1996, 217-218). At Ostojicevo cemetery, spatial
distribution of necklaces is along the northeast-southwest axis (MunawwmHosuh 2008, 76).

Worry beads

Worry beads occur in graves of adults (no information on age is available for Ostojicevo).
No pattern relative to sex could be established in Mokrin, Oszentivan and Szoreg, however
in all three cases from Ostoji¢evo, worry beads are found in female graves (MunawmHosuh
2008, 77; O'Shea 1996, 218).

3.6.2 Weapons and tools
Daggers

Daggers are associated with adult males. One exception is grave 9 at Pitvaros where the
dagger isfound with normally oriented and positioned adult female.

Theincidence of daggers falsin the range of 5-10%. Spatial distribution pattern is observed
at Mokrin where all daggers are found in the extreme south of the cemetery. At Szoreg, all
three daggers occur in the central part of the cemetery (O'Shea 1996, 223). In Ostojicevo, a
single grave with a dagger is found in the south part of the cemetery, as in Mokrin
(MunawwvHosuh 2008, 78).

Axe

Axes are associated with adult males with the exception of one case at Mokrin and one case
at Szoreg where a stone axe is found with an adult female. At Mokrin, one of males was
Juvenile. At Mokrin, rate for axes among males is in the range of 6-7%. Similar range is
observed in Széreg.

The distribution of axes does not show a consistent pattern across the Maros cemeteries. At
Mokrin, interesting isthat axes occur in the northern half of the cemetery and seem to exhibit
distribution complementary to that of daggers. At Szoreg and Deszk A, axes and daggers
share an overlapped spatia distribution and co-occur in two cases in a same grave (O'Shea
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1996, 223-226). At Ostojicevo, the dagger and both axes are found in southern part of the
cemetery close to each other (MunawmHosuh 2008, 78).

Other tools

When sex and age associations of other tool assemblages are considered, no statistically
significant patterns are apparent. It can only be observed that occurrence of all these types
of tools are more common among femal es than among mal es, and among adults that among
subadults (Table 33).

Interesting clustering is observed at Mokrin, where all graves with ceramic-related tools
occur in the western half of the cemetery, while the sewing kits occur predominantly in the
eastern half (O'Shea 1996, 226, 229).

3.6.3 Ceramics

Ceramics represents the most frequently occurring category of mortuary offering in Maros
cemeteries. However, this is still relatively large proportion of graves without pottery
observed at al Maros cemeteries (Table 34; Figure 9).

The most common ceramic types found in the Maros cemeteries are bowls with one or more
handles, one and two-handled beakers and little amphora-shaped vessels (Bankoff 1972, 57,
Giric, 202; MunawwuHosuh 2008, 80; O'Shea 1996, 231). At Mokrin, ceramic bawls and
beakers, often in pairs, constitute the most common grave goods.

There does not appear to be any consistent pattern in the absence of mortuary ceramics
relative either to age or to sex. Aceramic graves appear in equal numbers among males and
females. At Mokrin, the largest proportion of aceramic graves is among subadult females
(60%) (Table 35). At Obéba, 60% of subadult and juvenile graves lack pottery.

No consistent pattern of association of particular ceramic types and individual sex is
observed at Maros cemeteries. However, among the sites, statistically significant differences
in occurrence by sex are observed. At Deszk F and Szoreg (early phase), jags and small
bowls are significantly associated with males. At Mokrin, male subadults are found with
significantly greater numbers of cups and pitchers than subadult females. At Pitvaros, Deszk
A and Oszentivan, females are associated with bowls. At Pitvaros, male graves tend to
emphasize liquid containers (O'Shea 1996, 231, 237-238; Rega 1996, 233). No pattern is
observed at Ostojievo (MunawwnHosuh 2008, 80). Overall, there is some tendency for
females to be associated with bowls and males to be associated with liquid containers.
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There is more consistency in the age associations across the Maros cemeteries. Generaly,
graves of subadults tend to contain small vessels. At Deszk A and F, Oszentivan, Szoreg and
Pitvaros, children are found with cups and adults with pitchers and jugs. Children are al'so
less likely to have bowlsin their grave assembl ages.

At Mokrin, it isobserved that subadults tend to either have no vessels or simple assemblages
while adults have a greater proportion of the more complex ceramic sets. The juvenile
assemblages are interesting in this regard, since they have evenly split between two
extremes, with roughly half having no ceramics and the rest having both cups and bowls.
O’Shea is suggesting that this perhaps represents a shift in social standing from that of a
child to that of an adult.

At Szoreg, the difference is noted in relation to volumes. In the early phase, the average
liguid and total volumes of the assemblages of adults were significantly greater than those
for subadults. Also in the early phase, total volumes of the assemblages of males were
significantly greater than those for females. This difference disappears in the late phase.

At Oszentivan cemetery, more complex assemblage types are found only with females, both
subadults and adults (O'Shea 1996, 237-238, 243-247).

In Ostojicevo, situation is simpler than observed in other cemeteries. Three vessels in a
single grave are recorded in one case only. Other graves have one or two vessels. Imported
vessels are not recorded (MunawmHosuh 2008, 80).

The genera assessment of volumes relative to age and sex is that adult males and females
have comparabl e ceramic assemblages while those associated with children often are either
less elaborate or smaller, in terms of their actual capacity as containers. Taken together, the
occurrence and composition of ceramics that are found within Maros graves are influenced
principaly by theindividual's age, by a series of long-term chronological trendsin ceramics
across the Maros region (and potentially beyond it) and by unique and localized practices
that appear to have been operated at the level of theindividual settlement (O'Shea 1996, 243-
247, 250-252).

3.6.4 Food offerings

No spatial patterns, and no patterns relative to age and sex are observed in association with
food offerings (MunawwnHosumh 2008, 82; O’'Shea 1996, 255).
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3.7 Conclusions

The aim of analysis was to show if we can identify the crucial variables through which
sex/gender and age became differentiating principles and how they were used by the Maros
villagers, as reflected in their funerary treatment.

Theresults of analysis have shown that some funerary elements were shared between gender
and age groups, and some were mutually exclusive and relative only to one of the groups.
Some patterns are identified pointing out to the way individuals may have been classified as
belonging within particular gender and age groups.

Further, elements of the mortuary treatment were evaluated relative to gender, and gender
indicators were identified. Different approach should be applied for the analysis of age
indicators, and it should be the subject of a separate research.

3.7.1 Conclusions - funerary treatment

The results of analysis have shown that the same basic set of normative and alternative
funerary treatments were in use throughout the Maros sequence. In terms of body orientation
and facing, Mokrin, Ostoji¢evo, Pitvaros and Obéba show strong similarity to one another,
asdo Szoreg and Deszk A. Deszk F seemsto fall between these two groups while Oszentivan
exhibits atotally different pattern.

It is easy to see that body orientation and placement are gender specific. Thisis a common
rulereflected in all Maros cemeteries. Body facing, initsvariants, is shared between age and
gender groups, and it seems to represent the distinction of a different kind, possibly related
to the belief. Some exclusivity of body orientation and placement rel ative to age can be seen
with older males, however it seems to apply only to some representatives of this age group.
Another exclusivity, this time in terms of the general treatment, is observed with the
youngest, as they were obviously receiving some other kind of burial away from the
community cemetery.

O'Shea’s (1996, 182-184) opinion is that surprising number of distinctions expressed
through the placement and positioning of the dead within the grave suggests that these tasks
were undertaken with care and precision. The high level of fidelity that the Maros villagers
maintai ned rel ative to the basic normative rules of placement is particularly striking. Further,
O'Shea sees the Maros communities as relatively self-sufficient and autonomous which
participated in asingle cultura tradition. It should also be noted that given therelatively low
rates of occurrence of many of the alternative treatments, the absence of such treatmentsin
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the smaller sites may be a sampling artifact and not atrue reflection of their existence within
the cultura repertoire.

3.7.2 Conclusions — grave goods

The occurrence of ornaments, the same as occurrence of ceramics, is not universal in the
Maros burials. At Mokrin, ornaments are found in about third of the total number of burias.
In half of these cases, only oneitem is present in the grave. By comparison with Mokrin, the
other Maros cemeteries have much plainer and less elaborated ornament assemblages. One
other obvious difference between Mokrin and other sites is the number of subadults who
received ornaments of any kind.

In regards to ceramics, the general assessment is that adult males and females have
comparable ceramic assemblages while children often have less elaborate or smaller
containers, interms of capacity. Taken together, the occurrence and composition of ceramics
that are found within Maros graves are influenced principally by the individua's age.
However, some tendency for females to be associated with bowls and males to be associated
with liquid containers can be observed (O'Shea 1996, 243-247, 250-252).

Analysis have further shown that some ornaments were shared between males and females,
and some were mutually exclusive and relative only to male or only to female graves. Age
markers are more complex to determine.

O’Shea’s (1996, 218-220) analysis has shown that copper pins represent a clear marker of
both age and gender. Other ornaments show tendency to occur with female adults or with
subadults of either sex. This seemsto be true for multi-coil bracel ets, copper pins, neck rings
and hair rings which are not to be found with adult males. These are also the larger and
heavier metal ornaments represented in the Maros cemeteries. Further, head ornaments,
sashes and bone needles, exhibit shared, inter-site patterns of age and sex associations and
of spatial distribution. They aso exhibit patterns of abnormal placement with subadults that
are suggestive of possible hereditary ascription.

O’Shea’s analysis is separating beads, pierced animal teeth, bone pins, multiple coil
bracelets, bronze spectacle pendants, copper plaques and discs and arched pins as female
ornaments, while daggers and stone axes seem to be reserved for males. Same analysis is
placing single coil bracelets, amphorae and cups with subadults.

Rega’s (1996, 233-235) analysis has also shown that some grave goods appear to be

portioned along the lines of gender. She conducted an analysis of artefactual associations on
the Mokrin sample. Gender was defined by grave orientation to allow gendering of children
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and to incorporate unexamined adults. The results of this analysis have shown that several
artefacts are significantly associated with gender. Associations with females include clay,
animal and mixed bead necklaces, copper arched pins, multiple spiral bracelets and bone
needles. These results are the same as of O’Shea. From these artefacts, multiple coil bracelets
and bone needles are found exclusively with females. Copper daggers are found in exclusive
association with adult males. Copper axes arein al but one case found in male graves.

In regards to the metal ornaments, at Mokrin where sufficient numbers for comparison exist,
similar proportion of adults and subadults have copper and gold ornaments. Of graves
containing the basket-type ornaments, which represent the greatest quantity of gold,
subadults outnumber adults. Further, it is observed that copper/bronze and golden ornaments
rarely occur together. This is observed only in one case at Mokrin in the grave an infant
female (O'Shea 1996, 204).

Generdly, the results have aso shown that females have more grave goods per individua
burial than males. Thisis not an unusual situation for Early Bronze Age cemeteries.

3.7.3 Conclusions — Ostojicevo

Ostoji¢evo deserves a brief separate mention as it was not taken into consideration in
analysis and interpretations of the Maros society by majority of scholars.

Funerary treatment observed at Ostojicevo cemetery is mostly comparable to Mokrin.
Among severa distinctions, not only in relation to Mokrin but also other Maros cemeteries,
notable is different demographic composition of the cemetery. The number of children
graves is higher and the ratio of adult men and women isin contrast with majority of other
Maros cemeteries (number of male burials is somewhat higher than females). This may be
the most distinct difference of Ostojicevo in relation to other Maros cemeteries.

Another specificity is found in distribution of head ornaments. After Mokrin, the second
highest number of head ornaments is found in Ostojicevo. In comparison to Mokrin, where
more than twice as many females as males have such ornaments, in Ostoji¢evo situation is
different as head ornaments are found with significantly more males than females.

Finding of ablue clay mold or amodel of an axe represents the only example of thiskind in
the Maros cemeteries. Further, finding of leather possibly used to wrap the body of the

deceased or to cover the bottom of the grave represents also an unique finding.

All mentioned distinctions are pointing out to local differences and are proving variety of
the Maros society. Also they are reminding us on the importance of new findings for
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interpretation of past societies. As shown in thisanalysis, in many places where Mokrin was
considered to be the only one to have a certain distinction Ostoji¢evo has now joined.

3.8 Gender indicators

In total 30 analyzed elements of the Maros funerary treatment are separated to be evaluated
against their relevanceto gender. List of the elementsis presented in the Table 37. Relevance
scaleisset from -2 to 2, with -2 to be non-relevant and 2 to berelevant. Zero valueismarking
cases in which relevance to gender couldn’t be determined, and -1 and 1 are marking cases
that couldn’t be disregarded as non-relevant (-1) and the ones that apparently show some
pattern but cannot be considered as generally relevant (1).

The results are grouping body orientation, bone needle, metal pin, sash, dagger and axe as
relevant to gender. These elements therefore can be considered to be gender indicators.
Finding of one of these indicators, or more of them together, could suggest if the buried
individual’s gender is probably to be female or male.

Burial treatment (inhumation, multiple burial, etc.), as well as postmortem mutilation of
hands and feet and grouping of various alternative treatments appears to be non-relevant.
Also non-relevant are the grave depth, ceramics, food offerings, presence or absence of grave
goods and the number and diversity of grave goods. Meat/plant consumption is aso not in
relation to gender. Relevance to gender couldn’t be determined for body facing, finger rings,
necklaces, “worry beads” and activity patterns (musculoskeletal stress markers).

Grave depth and occurrence of tools cannot be fully disregarded. At the Mokrin cemetery,
some small difference between depth of the grave and gender can be observed. Male graves
seem to be somewhat deeper however, the size of the male grave may correspond to the
generally bigger size of male individuals. In the case of tools, their appearance is more
frequent in female graves but the sample is too small for any conclusion.

Interesting is the situation with head ornaments. They appear with both males and females
however, thelr appearance is showing inter-site patterns of age and sex associations that
could be the subject of a separate investigation.

Body placement isfound to bein relation to gender but it is not an independent marker. It is
also superseded by the body orientation. In cases of the number and class of grave goods,
pattern exists but it cannot represent the gender indicator on its own. The same appliesto the
following group of elements. multi-coil bracelets, hair rings and neck rings. In the case of
grave furnishing, traces of leather are found in predominantly male graves but the sample
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originates from one cemetery only (Ostojievo) and it is too small for any definite
conclusion.

Certain elements seem to be linking gender and age distinctions. Daggers and sashes appear
to be connected with adults. At Mokrin, west facing was observed exclusively in adult
individuals. In cases of multi-coil bracelets, hair rings and neck rings, situation isinteresting
as they were not found with male adults.

Generaly, some conclusion can be made that gender distinctions were reflected in
orientation/position of the body and some ornaments that are pointing out to gender/age
differencesin the way the dress was |ooking and/or affecting how pieces of fabric wereworn
on the body.

Age related distinction can be seen in children having more grave goods than adults, and
often very rich. Also important age distinction is recognized in absence of infants from 1 to
3 years of age from community cemeteries. It was suggested that this age category could be
buried in or near the settlements and that this burial treatment could be more common among
male infants, as this age/gender category is underrepresented in the Maros cemeteries.

One more specific combination of gender and age distinctionsis found in gender ambiguous
burials of old men buried with rich grave accompaniments. This applies only to some cases
of burials of old men in the Maros cemeteries. Other old men were buried according to the
normative and commonly their graves consist of none or small number of grave goods.

A conclusion can be drawn that gender appears as a primary axis of differentiation between
the Maros people, while age may have been of secondary importance. It is also possible that
age and gender could interconnect in ways that created individuals of particular importance.
For the Maros community, these individuals of importance could be seen among some of
the old men and in all cases of very young children.
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4 Discussion

Including gender and age in archaeological interpretation is not straightforward. Dealing
with gender and age requires awareness of other identities for other types of identification,
such as status and religion that may significantly affect the rules by which these distinctions
are understood and embodied in daily practice (Diaz-Andreu 2005, 41-42). This embodiment
is seen in the most fundamental concerns of archaeology such as household organization,
division of labor and production, above mentioned status and ideology (Hill 1998, 100). All
in al, studying gender and gender relations cannot be separated from studying social roles,
statuses and society differentiation and structure.

O’Shea (1996, 260-261) has separated five categories of artifact that served to mark
gualitative distinctions in the funerary program that were broadly shared across the Maros
cemeteries (termed major social markers): weapons (daggers and axes) and head ornaments
for males, and head ornaments, sashes and bone needles for females. These items shared a
series of characteristics, in that they appear to have been hereditarily transmitted (with
possible exception of head ornaments among females); to have been limited to one instance,
or a small number of instances, in each generation of dead represented at Mokrin; to have
exhibited some elements of spatia constraint or segregation in their distributions, both
within graves and within the cemetery; and to occur broadly across the Maros cemeteries.
These attributes are consistent with the representation of major social or political positions
within the Maros villages.

Compared to the O’Shea’s major social markers, gender indicators coincide in cases of bone
needles, sashes, daggers and axes. These ornaments may represent the crucial variables
through which gender became differentiating principle and individuals were classified as
belonging within particular gender group. In light of these characteristics, it seems likely
that these items were marking qualitatively specific social statuses that were recognized and
shared across the Maros villages.

Metal pin is not considered to be a social marker by O’Shea, and head ornaments do not
appear to be an indicator of gender distinctions. Relationship between head ornament and
gender isnot determined and it represents the future challenge. Interesting is the thought that
in the society that appears to have such gendered structure, what appears to be the ornament
of such distinctive type was worn by all sexes. On the other hand, it thus appears that the
metal pin was a clear component of afemale dress.

Analysis of spatial distribution in the Mokrin cemetery has shown clustering of ornaments
along north-south axis. Axes (males), richest head ornaments (males and femal es) and sashes
(females) all cluster in the northern part of the cemetery. In the southern portion of the
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cemetery, clustering of daggers (males), and both less elaborate sashes (females) and head
ornaments (males and females) is observed (O'Shea 1996, 261-264). Interesting is that
inverse oriented femaleindividualsarelocated in the north part of the cemetery whileinverse
oriented male individuals are located in the south part of the Mokrin cemetery (Mopuuh
2010, 177).

Another spatial pattern in Mokrin is showing clustering along west-east axis for different
types of head ornaments (only males). O'Shea (1996, 261-264) has suggested that such
distribution may point out to some bipartite, horizontal division among the males receiving
these markers.

Ornaments marking gender and status rarely come together in asingle grave. Appearance of
daggers and axesis mutually exclusive in male graves, the same as occurrence of sashes and
bone needles and bone needles and metal pinsin female graves. In rare cases asingle person
is found holding multiple statuses like in the case of a child burial in Mokrin, where a bone
needle and sash where found together.

It is also interesting to note the relatively high proportion of other metal ornaments that are
found with individuals buried with bone needles. Another interesting fact is that female
individuals buried with head ornaments, unlike male individuals, did frequently have other
exotic items of personal adornment.

A certain parallel can be drawn with results of the study done by Sgrensen (2004, 330-334)
for cemetery at Gemeinlebarn F in Austria®. The data from this cemetery show similar
patterns seen also on other Early Bronze Age cemeteries. Burial treatment relative to the
orientation at Gemeinlebarn F is the same as in the Maros cemeteries. male bodies were
placed on the left side with the head toward north and femal e bodies were placed on the right
side with the head toward south. This categorization was irrespective of age and social
distinctions according to Sgrensen (2004, 330-332). She conducted an analysis of bronze
objects found in graves and her conclusions were that some objects were shared between
males and females, and some were mutually exclusive and relative only to male or only to
female graves. Male markers are: hair rings, belt hooks, daggers, axes while female markers
are: arm and leg rings, tutuli. Even though markers match only in cases of daggers and axes
for men, this study can certainly serve as an example of similar way gender was expressed
through gender-specific body position and ornaments. One more parallel can be seen in
graves of old men: some are richly equipped, some are poor.

Serensen’s (2004, 337) conclusions arethat the Early Bronze Age saw an emerging emphasis

SGemeinlebarn Fisdated aslate Early Bronze Age (Gemeinlebarn 111/ A2; 1880 — 1680 cal. BC) (Wohlschlager
2011, 13).
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upon the individua. Individua is being responded to and materialized as belonging to a
category of people, such as particular gender/age group. Metal objects are strongly gender-
based in their association and use. The manipulation of the body (placement and orientation)
isused as a prime means of categorizing people, with difference also expressed in the dress.

In the Maros culture, not only metal objects served this purpose, as we can see in cases of
bone needles, sashes and stone axes. No matter of the material, the fact is that these objects
were somehow used to mark different categories of people.

The geographical distance between Maros cemeteries and Gemeinlebarn F can be
recognized as part of wider question about the nature of these conceptions of gender and age
and how they operated.

4.1 Linking gender and age at Mokrin

Analyzing interconnection of age and gender focuses upon the historical contingency of how
their dimensions are understood and how their connections are explored within particular
cultural contexts. The potentialsfor difference and similarity of both age and gender may be
seen as central means through which communities construct themselves, aswell as providing
points of mediation between the individual and social. Understood this way, practices and
negotiation of age and gender are part of the cultural make-up, part of communities distinct
cultural practices (Sgrensen 2004, 331).

Overadl conclusion of the analysis is that the Mokrin community has had a gendered
structure. This speaks about the society which cultural practicesinvolved gender distinctions
in different spheres of life, as it was reflected in many aspects of the funerary treatment,
showing a complex system of symbols in use. Attribute highly was used by some scholars
to describe gendered structure of the Maros society however, it is not clear if this refers to
complexity or pervasiveness or both, or something else. How to prove if the structure is
more, or |ess, gendered in comparison to, for example, any of Unétice culture societies where
body position and orientation were not usually depending on sex but the grave goods may
have been. Other question is how to conceptualize differences both within and between
gender and age groupings, such as proposal of gender spectrum, athird gender, childhood,
etc. Having thisin mind, would highly gendered structure be the one which is bipolar or the
one which allows all these different categories and varieties. And which of two seemsto be
the Maros society structure.

Further, interpretation of gender and age interconnected does not represent an easy task.

Much needs to be understood and not so many remains of such complex manifestation have
survived to date.
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An interesting interpretation is provided by Rega (1996, 233-234) on the basis of findings
of bone needles among females of different age groups. O’Shea considers bone needles to
be dress ornaments, however Rega has suggested that these needles may represent a
functional personal kit as well as symbolic presence. It may be that sawing was female-
gendered activity, performed by girls as well as women. Further, Rega noted that half of the
bone needles were not fully intact and functional and that youngest age category would not
have sufficient strength, size and dexterity to use the needles astools. For Rega, bone needles
provide an additional line of evidence that female children were accorded a gender identity
overlapping with that of adults. The highest percentage of graves with bone needles occurs
in the 6 to 13 year old category, and Rega sees these needles as girl-symbols carried to
adulthood.

O’Shea (1996, 265, 281) was interested in the fact that more metal ornaments were found in
graves of subadults of both gender than adult males. He suggested an explanation that
subadults have received metal ornaments by virtue of their association with other
individuals, presumably kin. As males matured they retained progressively fewer ornaments
and onceinto maturity they retained none at al. It seemsthat as males moved into adulthood,
and presumably also into a position that enabled them to actually acquire such ornament
(through trade or acquisition of raw materials), they entered social statuses that required
them to distribute metal ornaments, rather than retain.

Further, O’Shea suggested that it is possible that males wore the full array of metal
ornamentsin life with the redistribution of the ornaments occurring only at death (ornaments
are redistributed to the kindred rather than buried with the body). However, it seems more
likely that relative absence of ornaments among adult males is reflecting normal modes of
adult dress as worn in life and that prestige is gained by the distribution rather than the
display of metal ornaments.

Presence of a weapon in the grave, O’Shea interpreted as a maker of status which once
obtained was held into old age. This may signal some form of genera leadership and not
simply the marking of a successful war captain. In the case of juvenile male buried with
ornaments, copper axe and a head ornament, O’Shea has suggested that this individual
clearly represents somebody who was destined to hold a paramount position within the
Mokrin villages.
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4.2 Horizonta socia distinctions and their relation to gender

Genera conclusions of the analysis is that gender appears to be a central organizing
characteristic in the Maros cemeteries involved in both horizontal and vertical social
distinctions.

On the basis of his analysis O’Shea (1996, 336-337) distinguishes three main horizontal
categories recognized in the Mokrin cemetery: normative gender (gender-specific
orientation and body placement), north-south division of the cemetery and west-east division
of the cemetery.

The most obvious of these distinctions is marking of normative gender by means of the
orientation of the body within the grave, females with their heads to the south and males
with their heads to the north. This categorization of individuals seemingly occurs very early
in life and is retained into death. This distinction is so pervasive that it constitutes a
normative element of the Maros funerary program.

The north-south division of the cemetery is suggested by the distribution of important classes
of mortuary artefacts. Occurrence of exclusively male, exclusively femal e and shared marker
is observed in both sides. O’Shea sees a possible explanation in these two sides of the
cemetery representing two major social segments in the Maros society, most likely distinct
villages or allied groups of villages that jointly used the Mokrin cemetery.

The north-south division of the cemetery is observed also in Ostoji¢evo, on the basis of the
clustering of head ornaments, and thisdivisionisrelative to gender: female graveswith head
ornaments occur in the northern part of the cemetery and male graves with head ornaments
are found in the southern part. This interesting appearance is supporting the importance of
north-south division of the cemetery and is pointing out to local differences whatever the
reasons of such division may have been.

Thewest-east division of the Mokrin cemetery isobserved for the sametype of artefact (head
ornament) and only in cases of male graves. O’Shea (1996, 294-297) suggests that this
arrangement may have a relationship to some manner of descent group. Other possible
explanation is existence of some broad-based sodality structure, each with an associated
hereditary female position that would have been represented in the Mokrin villages.

Further, O’Shea considers these two potential horizontal distinctions together and envisions
atribal socia structure composed of two autonomous villages or alied groups of villages
with similar features of organization and ideology. Each community is further divided by a
sodality structure that apparently influenced patterns of descent and marriage. However,
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both these major horizontal distinctions must be viewed as tentative. To the extent that the
socia divisions marked were also involved in biological descent, future biological analysis
of the skeletal samples may provide and independent test of the possible sodality or lineage
markers in the cemetery.

4.3 Vertical socia distinctions and their relation to gender

Common analytical approach in specialized literature is the one which assumes that the
social role of anindividual will be reflected in the funerary treatment, in the energy invested
into it and in the richness of the inventory® (Cretu 2015, 7-9). One example is Binford’s
(1971, 23) opinion that: “Status was most commonly symbolized by status-specific ‘badges’
of office and by the quantities of goods contributed to the grave furniture”. This conclusion
is often summarized to justify the assumption that there is a direct relationship between the
social status of the deceased and the relative amount of treatments, grave goods, or energy
expended in the burial of theindividual’. Critiques of this approach point out on the fact that
guantitative ranking of various mortuary treatments in many studies was subjective or
presented with no explanation for why one treatment ranked higher than another (Rakita et
al. 2005, 4-6).

Contemporary approach to the study of mortuary context commonly includes study of some,
or severa together, following aspects. formal attributes of mortuary treatment, artifacts
accompanying the individual, spatial relationships both within the mortuary context and
between the mortuary site and the surrounding landscape (Hodder 1982, 195-201) and
skeletal material. An analysis of skeletal remains per se can inform on diet, pathologies,
nutritional differences and traumaaswell as physical stressors, rates of infection, childhood
stress episodes, the occurrence of accidental injury versus interpersonal violence, and
relative mortality rates (Hill 1998, 113-114), contributing to understanding of social
complexity.

The most complex analysis of the Maros society was done by O’Shea (1996). He singled out
hereditary social statuses marked by weapons and head ornaments among males and by bone
needles and sashes among females as vertical social categories marked at Mokrin. O’Shea
(1996, 293-294) suggested that each represented a socia position that had only a single
occupant at any given time. These positions appear to have been occupied until the holder's
death. The same symbolsand social offices arereplicated across the Maros cemeterieswhich
emphasizes their central role in Maros socia organization. Further, on the basis of his

5This processual perspective is often referred to as the “Saxe-Binford approach” (Cretu 2015, 7-9; Rakitaet al.
2005, 4-6).
"For example, see Shennan 1975.
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analysis of identified major social markers, O’Shea has provided an elaborate interpretation
of social roles and statuses for men and women of different age categories.

The pattern of occurrence of metal objects within the cemetery O’Shea (1996, 288-293)
interprets as a system in which adult males acquired social standing for themselves and their
household or lineage, through the acquisition and subsequent distribution and display of
these exotic ornaments. The most likely pathway for this distribution was to the members of
one's household, particularly subadults and to one's wife and obligated affine through
ingtitutions such as bride price and dowries, which than became part of the wife's regalia.
While there were mechanisms that worked to keep a household’s durable wealth in
circulation, such as the redistribution of old individual's ornaments, burial of the goods with
the dead was the mechanism that was applying the pressure to acquire more goods. The
display of goods and social standing in life and in death is also evident.

Adult male responsibility would be the acquisition of either the raw material or the ornament
itself which required major long-distance contacts. Male individual will display his power
and standing by his ability to dress his household in exotic ornaments. Common occurrence
of ornaments among children and women argues that these items were the product of
individual action and initiative. The observation that older women are not commonly buried
with rich and exotic ornaments, might be seen in the redistribution of wealth from older
woman on to daughters or grandsons to contribute to accumul ate a bride price.

Older individual’s ability to contribute exotic wealth to the household may have smoothed
theindividua's entry into the household, despite the individual's likely subsequent status as
a subsistence consumer rather than a producer. Thisis applicable to both older females and
males, maybe even more in the case of males, since these individuals would make little or
no contribution to household subsistence standing.

In regards to head ornaments found with females, O'Shea (1996, 265, 287) is suggesting an
associ ative status in which theright to wear the ornament was acquired viatieswith powerful
or high-status males. The number of occurrence of female head ornaments is pairing two or
three females with each holders of a mgjor male distinction. If the status was obtained by
virtue of being either wife or the sister of a principal male, the frequency of ornaments and
the lack of spatial pattern could be accounted for. An alternative explanation would be that
female head ornaments have no relationship to male office holders, and instead represent a
uniquely defined and inherited female social status.

In terms of the genera distribution of exotic wealth markers, O'Shea (1996, 290-292)

considers that subadult females and males are treated similarly. Significant differenceisthat
fewer infant males received burial in the cemetery.
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With adulthood, and presumably marriage, females become more likely to possess markers
of exotic wealth. The source of this increased wealth appears to be their affiliation with
males, possibly both kinsmen and husbands. In effect, adult and mature women function as
the principal focus for the display of family or corporate wealth. Thisrole continues through
middle age but relinquished with goods being redistributed on the attainment of old age.

Until amale reaches the age of majority, any markers of wealth or standing he possesses are
acquired by virtue of hereditary right or affiliation or kinship with relatives. At the age of
majority, or perhaps marriage, exotic wealth accumulated as a child is redistributed. It may
go to kinsmen or to affine as an element of bride price. In any event, this is the time when
males cease to function as displayers and become distributors of exotic wealth.

Additionally, O’Shea (1996, 284-287, 290-294) identifies weapons and head ornaments as
markers of two distinctive positions of leadership within the Mokrin villages, however these
two positions could have been in occasions held by a single individual. The distinction
between ax and dagger is not structural one, but rather seems to differentiate two hereditary
descent groups that may correspond to two villages or set of villages that jointly utilized the
Mokrin cemetery.

The differences between male and female head ornaments O’Shea interprets as marking of
specifically recognized social position rather than simply locating the individual aong a
guantitative dimension of wealth.

Further, he sees sash in association with fertility. Bone needle may be the only surviving part
of more elaborate cape or other garment that has not survived. Alternatively, it may represent
female control of the domestic economy and production. In any case O’Shea considers
central female statuses to be linked to the local sphere of activities.

Extending the duality between local and exotic, O’Shea suggests that subsistence wealth
may have been primarily under the control of women, who were also the principal producers,
and that there is no evidence to suggest significant male involvement in the control or
decision making concerning household subsistence activities.

In economy as diverse as that of the Maros villages, with farming, stock raising, fishing,
hunting and gathering, it seems unlikely that femal es would have been the sole producers of
subsistence products. The centrality of their position may have related moreto the processing
and storage of such produce, or to the preparation of such products for transport and trade.
Also, females may have played an active role in the manufacture of metal goods at the
villages and in the assembly of distinctive composite ornaments. In addition, there is the
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potential of their involvement in manufacture of ceramics, cloth and other goods.

O’Shea’sinterpretation is supported by his analysis and well put together. The picture he has
drawn of men and women (children, adults and elderly) is being mostly based on analysis of
major social markers and their distribution. The starting point for the interpretation was the
fact that adult male graves have less metal objects than graves of adult females and children,
which was explained by redistribution of goodsin life, and supported by the fact that graves
of old people aso have less or none grave goods. Gender division of roles and activitiesis
strict: man is seen as provider of metal goods, woman is responsible of the household
subsistence activities. Additionally, woman has associative status acquired via ties with a
man (father, brother and/or a husband). The same associative status is applied to children.
Alternative interpretations of some aspects are briefly mentioned but not elaborated. The
final conclusion is that the socia structure of the Maros population is egalitarian, with only
minimal indicators of ranking.

Further, we would like to mention detailed analyses of Mokrin material that was performed
by Stefanovi¢ (2006) and PorCi¢ and Stefanovi¢ (2009, 2013). They have used two
independent lines of evidence (the archaeological and the biological) simultaneously and
provided the interpretation of relationship between ranking (social status as induced on the
basis of grave contents) and activity (musculoskeletal markers). They have focused the
research on the sexual division of labor as the most universal phenomenon.

The important conclusion of their analysis was that the relationship between vertical social
status and upper arm/shoulder activity differed for men and women. It seems that men had
to achieve their socia status through some activity involving the use of arm/ shoulder
muscles (fighting?) whereas women with high status worked less, at least when activities
related to the use of arm/shoulder muscles are involved. The female case would seem to
conform to the life is laborious for the poor hypothesis, that women of high status worked
less, but the situation with male sampleisjust the opposite, as males of higher status tended
to work more (Porci¢-Stefanovic¢ 2009, 269-272).

These observations may be used as an argument that gender identity and distinction was an
important structuring factor in the Mokrin society. Additionally, PorCi¢ and Stefanovic
(2009, 269-270) have offered three social models for the observed patterns.

Model 1

Model 1 suggests that high status of amale individual may have been ascribed through the
lines of heredity and that these higher status individuals may have had some specialized
activity or set of activities related to the specific office they hold. Given the fact that it isthe
shoulder and arm muscles which are more used and that the presence of weapon is a major
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determinant of high status, it would be reasonable to suppose that a high status office is
related to warfare. It is more difficult to explain what is happening in the female sample. It
may be that awife or asister of ahigh status male individual is exempted from carrying out
some heavy tasks during the occupation of an office.

Modedl 2

The high status of a male individua might not have been ascribed through the lines of
heredity but could have been achieved during one’s lifetime and through one’s success in
certain activities. It could be that successin warfare or hunting, or the general strength of an
individual, determined his vertical status. One would have to compete with other males for
prestige during early adult life. This scenario would be more consistent with egalitarian types
of society. According to O’Shea (1996), females achieved their status through their links
with high status males. Females of high status might have been exempted from one particular
set of activities related to the use of upper arm and shoulder muscles due to their links with
high status males. The link between high status and less intensive labor did not haveto be a
direct one: e.g. women of high status may not have been exempted from performing heavy
tasks just because they were married to males of high status, but because reaching a high
status may be related to being able to mobilize a larger labor force. So, high status women
were not necessarily exempted from heavy tasks at all, they perhaps simply had more help
in that particular domain of activity.

Moddl 3

Since the two models presented above are mutually exclusive, the third model is actually a
combination of the first two. In this scenario, a person who was born in a high status family
would not automatically inherit its status position, but would have to work hard (or fight
hard?) to keep it.

Genera conclusion is that there is no sufficient evidence to claim that the Maros or Mokrin
society represents a highly ranked society (e.g. a chiefdom). None of the archaeological
correlates of ranked societies seemsto be present if we employ aregional perspective on the
Maros group. As O’Shea (1996) has demonstrated, the occurrence of mgor social markers
is rather consistent across the Maros cemeteries. On average, equal proportions of status
markers are present in different Maros cemeteries indicating that they were autonomous
units (Porcic-Stefanovi¢ 2009, 271). There is only scant data on Maros settlement sites, but
thereis no evidence of fortified centers, monumental architecture or settlement hierarchy in
general. O’Shea’s (1996, 348) conclusion is that although some ranking existed in the
Mokrin society and the Maros societiesin general, these were mainly egalitarian groups and
there is no evidence to suggest ““the existence of any group or social segment with sufficient
power or authority to constitute adistinct social stratum”.
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PorCi¢ and Stefanovi¢ (2009, 271-272) argue that if O’Shea’s conclusion about the
egalitarian nature of Mokrin society is accepted, then Model 2 and/or Model 3 are more
suitable explanationsfor patterns observed in their study. In more or less egalitarian societies
vertical status hasto be at least in some measure attained and retained through some sort of
activity or quality (e.g. being a good hunter, good warrior, skillful and hard worker, wise
decision maker, etc). The genera theoretical starting point for this investigation was socio-
cultural evolution in the Bronze Age. As observed by Shennan (1986), the archaeological
record of the European Bronze Age does not indicate a major evolutionary step towards
complex societies such as those documented in the Near East or in the New World, but
European societies were nevertheless changing, albeit evolving along a different trajectory.
A possible clue to the inception of this process is the aforementioned correlation between
status and intensity of activities related to the use of arm and shoulder muscles, and the
tentative association of weapons with these individuals. However, the absol ute magnitude of
what we perceive as vertical status differences might have been much lower in reality, and
they may not have been institutionalized even though they had been perceived to be so.

On the basis of her analysis, Rega (1996, 243) concluded that no differences between status
groups as defined by quantity and quality of grave wealth were revealed in mortality,
pathology and dietary analyses. In her opinion, systematic social inequalities indicative of
an emerging elite are not supported by the biological evidence.

Further, Rega (1996) is providing an interesting interpretation of gender distinctions in the
Mokrin community but unfortunately, she examines only women and children so part of the
picture is missing. However, she states from the outset that she will be paying particular
attention to the roles of women and children, seeing them as under-studied and often
overlooked in archaeol ogy.

Rega suggests a possible interpretation where Mokrin females had symbolic, if not actual,
control of the metal trade axis considered vita to the development of socia stratification in
the Early Bronze Age. Such aformulation would indeed be consistent with the interpretative
frameworks routinely applied to male burials. Rega further suggests that female children
may have been preferable to male children due to the wealth acquired from bridal payments,
and that the material wealth displayed in rich female graves may be indicative of women
having symbolic, if not actual, control of the metal trade, suggesting that women may have
enjoyed status equal to men, or perhaps even elevated above that (Rega 1996, 229, 238-241).

In her study, Rega aso comments on interpretation of similar findings from the Early Bronze
Age cemetery at BranC in Slovakia by Shennan (1975, 1993). Shennan (1975) examines
whether there isany difference in the status of males and femalesin death based on the grave
goods they were buried with, the relative wealth these goods represent, and how this reflect
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the vertical status of individualsin life.

Similarity of findings in Mokrin and BranC does not prevent Rega and Shennan from
reaching startlingly different conclusions as to the role of women in the Early Bronze Age
societies they were analyzing. Both sites have higher numbers of rich female than rich male
graves, with larger numbers of female infants than male infants. Shennan’s interpretation of
this scenario is that female wealth is achieved upon marriage, with the higher number of
young female graves as the result of the material wealth (presumably of the father) of female
childrenincreasing thelikelihood that they would surviveinfancy. Thiseffectively simplifies
the female role in society to nothing more than a product of the male wealth inheritance
system. Generally, Shennan sees the larger quantity of metal grave goods in female graves
primarily as areflection of male wealth and prestige.

Both sets of arguments can be questioned in their own right. Shennan (1975, 285) does not
consider that female children may have been preferred by parents, despite the fact that better
nutrition and living conditions (which Shennan identifies as two of the probable causes for
more rich female infants surviving than any other group) would surely have continued into
the childhood of those people aswell, not fully explaining why there are so many rich graves
for young female children. She also does not consider that women may have had symbolic
control over certain areas, or indeed have been symbolically or ideologically celebrated by
society, as Rega suggests. Rega (1996, 236), for her part, does not consider that women may
indeed not have had any control over the metal industry, or any chance to acquire their own
wealth, instead criticizing these views as derogatory to women. That said, it does seem that
her argument that male babies were the victims of deliberate infanticide is better supported
than Shennan’s simple assertion that wealth increased the likelihood of their survival
(although wealth should not be discounted as a contributing factor in this phenomena).

Rega (1996, 241) is openly stating her dissatisfaction with Shennan’s opinion, commenting
that this is apparent double standard of judgment that pronounces that rich male burials are
rich while rich females simply married well. Rega further concludes that while the metal
wealth in female graves may indeed represent a male contribution, the mortuary data alone
do not allow determination of ownership whether symbolic or actual.

Considering both views, it could be said that both Rega and Shennan, in a certain way, have
chosen the perspective or aframework for the interpretation of data. Introducing another line
of evidence could decide which of two opposites may be closer to the truth. It seems that,
for now, they both have equal chancesto be right. Of course, it should be noted that Rega’s
interpretation of archaeological evidence may be influenced from the beginning by a
feminist viewpoint. Shennan’s assumption, on the other hand, that the society she was
studying had only two genders despite the 20% of male-sexed skeletons buried in female-
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identified positions (Shennan 1975, 282) shows how preconceptions and assumptions can
lead to possibly important areas of data being overlooked. With this being said, it seems that
Rega’s opinion stands alone, for now, while the conclusions Shennan reaches are more or
lessin line with interpretation by O’Shea (1996) and Porci¢ and Stefanovi¢ (2009).

It isworth mentioning that contemporary archaeology, even the mainstream, pays more and
more attention to the gender issues, and material evaluation is being done with certain care
not to privilege the adult male experience over that of females and children. Still,
consideration is rarely given to the notion that rich female graves may actually contain
individuals of wealth and power, a peculiar fact given the vital importance of female
productive labor in many small-scale societies, as Rega argues (1996, 241). Although
archaeologists continue to attribute enormous power in symbolizing, creating and
maintaining social hierarchies to the movement and consumption of prestige goods, the real
significance of the rich female graves and possible favoritism towards daughters in this
context has yet to be widely addressed.

The question of was there a structural reason within the Maros society which led to wealth
accumulating in the hands of women is open for the future studies. Another question, set
within the wider framework, is of the dominance of males, held in the traditional view of
gender relationsin the Early Bronze Age, and warranty of such interpretation (Harding 2000,
407; Moravcova 2008, 9-12; Rega 1996, 241-242).

Rather than choosing the side, the analysis of this issue must be approached without
preconceptions and without deliberately attempting to place one sex/gender above or below
the other. This egalitarian archaeology could create an environment where everyone in the
past will be represented fairly, and could give archaeologists the greatest chance of fairly
and accurately reconstructing the past.

4.4 Alternative funerary treatment and specia status distinctions

Elements of body treatment and orientation are often prime dimensions for the expression
of horizontal-type socia distinctions, since they provide a means of dividing the population
inaway that does not represent amajor differencein the effort expended or social disruption.
O’Shea (1996, 184) suggests that alternative treatments observed at the Maros cemeteries
may serve to mark a variety of small-scaled specia statuses. Such distinctions can present
intractable problems for analysis, because they occur infrequently and they commonly lack
and clear referent. Such statuses may also serve to mark diverse death statuses, such as
circumstances of death, which may have no equivalent in the living society.

Analysis of west-facing burials, gender ambiguous burials, multiple burias, and burias of
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individual swith signs of mutilation of hands and feet have shown that these individuals were
buried, most commonly, in away that allowed them to retain normative gender orientation,
at least in most of the cases of adult burials. Their grave assemblages may or may not be
relativeto their biological sex.

Thus, central questions should be how to decide if the special status represents more, or less,
deviation from the normative program and what is more, or less, socidly extreme or
alienated.

The degree to which special status was compatible with other individual’s marked social
statuses or positions, the character of the funerary feats, and results of osteological analyses
can be used to assesstherelative social aienationimplied by the special status (O'Shea 1996,
297; Rega 1996, 242).

Non-burial

Non-burial representsany burial or disposal of the body inlocation other than the community
cemetery. This special status represents age class, denoting young infants who were not
buried at the community cemetery. It is possible to separate two cases of such treatment:
infants younger than about 3 years of age and young adult males.

Rega (1996, 237-240), in her analysis of the Mokrin material, sees the probable reason for a
discrepancy of this magnitude as cultural. The increased male mortality may be caused by
the intentional killing or neglect of male neonates. The neonatal period is time when
something like thisis more likely to happen, as infanticide and neglect are less likely to be
employed as a population manipulator once older ages are attained.

The practice of infanticide and neglect are viewed by the majority of non-clinical researchers
as conscioudly-cal culated adjustments in parental investment designed to achieve economic
and cultural as well as biological goas. Although some archaeological instances of
infanticide have been recognized, none to date was able to definitely identify sex-biased
infanticide. In the clinical and ethnographic literature, differential infanticide is most
commonly cited as disadvantaging female children and occurs in cultures where the social
and economic contributions of males are more valued than those of females.

However, few cases of female biased parental favoritism are documented. These occur in
widely separated political and geographical contexts, such as Pakistan, New Guinea, the US,
Britain, Kenya, Jamaica. This favoritism has been ascribed to the greater role of women as
economic providers and in maintenance of family stability in a matrilineal society. This
manifests in prevalent childcare practices favoring girls. Other reason can be seen in the
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economic benefit accrued in a bride-wealth system.

Rega (1996, 240) further notices that even if sex biased differential mortality and/or
cemetery access for subadults is observed at the Mokrin cemetery, other sex biased
differences in biological quality of life among adult individuals are not apparent. Adult
mortality is identical, as are the low rate of bony pathology including trauma and
degenerative disease.

As demographical data demonstrated, access to the cemetery at Mokrin is partialy
dependent on age-at-death. Rega has suggested that before age of one year, a mortuary
aternative to cemetery inhumation must have been in operation as reflected in the absence
of these individuals from the larger group cemetery. She also considers that the transition to
cemetery/community membership at around one year marks a significant ateration in
personhood, before which sex-biased population control measures such as infanticide and
neglect may have been sanctioned. This practice would explain the sex-biased representation
in favor of females between the ages of one and six years and would be consistent with
ethnographic practice in societies where the material and/or socia contribution of females
isaccorded vital importance. Alternative explanation proposes that male children in thisage
group may be, for whatever reason, preferentially excluded from this cemetery. However the
latter hypothesis does not fully account for the results of demographic analysis which
suggests an overall proportion of children to adults consistent with full community inclusion
after one year of age.

Asfor children that were buried at the cemetery, they are incorporated in gendered structure
(positioning of the body and types of grave goods) seemingly in amanner at least in parallel
to that of the adults.

O’Shea (1996, 142-147, 297-298) has a different opinion on this subject and believes that
disparity in Infant I numbers is not due to differential mortality among male and female
infants or to targeted infanticide but rather to differential representation within the
community cemetery. The figures also suggest that there was culturally determined
minimum age at which individuals were accorded cemetery burial and that this boundary
was different for female and male infants.

Further, O’ Shea sees the difference in number of adult males and females as deficiency of
males. He interprets this deficiency as result of young adult males dying away from the
immediate |ocality and their bodies not being recovered for burial. He considers these cases
to be a circumstance of death rather than an actua life status. The clear evidence of regional
and long-distance contacts maintained by the Maros people, and the evidence for warfare
(such as trepanation, defensive works and human patella pendants), make such an
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explanation possible in O’Shea’s opinion. This opinion is somewhat supported by
conclusions of Porci¢ and Stefanovic¢ (2009).

It isaready mentioned that both Regaand O’ Sheadidn’t have Ostojicevo material available.
Different patterns observed at Ostojicevo could suggest that these age/sex groups where
treated differently by the local community, in a way that does not correspond to ways of
other Maros local communities (e.g. the one in Mokrin). It could be said that, because of
some reason, age/sex groups in question were allowed cemetery burial in larger number than
in other cemeteries. Also, it can be that Mokrin sample simply does not include these
individuals. In case that Mokrin sample is valid, Ostojicevo community may have had a
specia socia and/or economic status allowing them to deviate from the Maros norm. For
example, Ostoji¢evo men may not have been involved in warfare or trade which enable them
to stay home. This could further suggest some kind of social differentiation and/or economic
specialization of different Maros villages which would be interesting to examine.

Another open question is the question of childhood. Different studies show that thereis no
common definition of childhood in the Bronze Age. Some traits seems to be fairly common
over a large area, specifically that at around the ages of five and six the children gained
accessto their first bronze or other artifacts, and that they were seen as grown-ups sometime
before the age of 15 (Bergerbrant 2014, 533). At the Maros culture, generally speaking,
children seem to have received the same funerary treatment, with respect to the same gender
distinctions, as adults. However, this should be the subject of a separate study.

Gender ambiguous burials

Individuals in which the biological sex does not match the cultural marking of gender
expressed in the Maros funerary ritual may or may not represent special status according to
O'Shea (1996, 298). In cases where the cultural gender appears to be marked, not only in
body placement and orientation but also in the character of grave offerings, such as male
buried in grave 10 at the Mokrin cemetery, overall consistency of normative treatment has
been preserved. If buried with grave goods, artifact inclusion argues that these are not really
special status distinctions, but rather individuals who, for whatever reason, have assumed
and were recognized as holding the specific gender and were treated accordingly in death.
By this reasoning, the treatments accurately portray the status these individuals apparently
heldin life.

The question with buria in grave 10 is not only inverse orientation, but also the fact that this
individual was buried with entire set of ornaments that would be redistributed in normal
circumstances according to O’Shea (1996, 294). His opinion is that this case illustrates the
way in which the Mokrin villagers negotiated specific compromises of their normative
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funerary practices to accommodate relatively unique or unusual socia circumstances.

Another evidence of grave 10 being a gender ambiguous burial is presence of metal pins
which isagender indicator and it seemsto be aclear component of female dress, suggesting
that this biological male was in fact treated consistently as female in both dress and burial
alignment.

O’Shea further suggests that if individual is oriented and placed as a female and has burial
assembl age consistent with being afemale, then in al likelihood we are dealing with a case
of either erroneous skeletal determinations or of an individual who occupied anormal female
gender role in the society regardless of the individual's biological sex.

Also the fact that there is statistically significant tendency that the oldest men from the
Mokrin cemetery could be inversely oriented, and that there is no statistically significant
relationship between sex and inverse orientation when it comes to females should be taken
into the consideration. Thisfact argues that there may have been aspecial status reserved for
older men in Maros community, but only in some particular cases.

Here, one more option can be considered, connection between gender ambiguity and
shamanism that has been documented among societies that cover a wide geographic area.
Some examples are the Sami of Fenno-Scandia, Hungarians of Central Europe and the
Central Asian Uzbek. Numerous Siberian groups have also been described with regard to
these phenomena, including the Khanty-Vakht, Nivkh-Gilyak, *“Samoyed”, Koryak,
Kamchadal-1telmen, Chukchi, Evenk-Tungus and Ob-Ugrian. However not all gender
ambiguous individual s have to be shamans, and thisissue should be considered with caution
(Mati¢ 2010, 181).

Other than gender ambiguous buria itself, there is an occurrence of a spatia pattern at the
Mokrin cemetery suggesting that inversely oriented individuals may have had a special place
in the cemetery. Even though the sample is small, it is showing clear clustering of male
graves in the south portion of the cemetery and female graves in the northern part. If the
gpatia pattern is showing real life situation, and it is not just coincidence, it is possible to
conclude that biologically male individual is being buried in the south part of the cemetery
to emphasize that hisidentity deviates from the established normative. The same rule applies
for female individuals being buried in the northern portion of the cemetery. It is considered
that normative for females is south and for males it is north, as pointed out by the body
orientation (Mopuwnh 2010, 177-178).

Other explanation of this spatial pattern can be given in consideration to relative chronology
proposed by Wagner (2005). This chronology suggests that almost all inversely oriented
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male graves are located in the oldest part of the Mokrin cemetery while all female gravesare
situated in the portion of the cemetery which belongs to 11 and Il phase of the Mokrin
chronology. If we consider thisrelative chronology to be correct, it can disprove the previous
hypothesis on spatia distribution pattern that is relative to gender. Additionally, this opens
another interesting question of why only male graves deviate in one (early) chronological
phase and only female in other (later) chronological phase.

This conclusion could be additionally supported in case if the spatial pattern represents the
rea life situation and not just acoincidence. If that isthe case, Mokrin community was aware
of this gender disharmony and did emphasize it.

Actually, the fact that normative treatment existed is pointing out to the fact that physical
characteristics of body that define the sex were important for Mokrin community. This
importance is reflected in practical (labor division) and symbolical context. Also, it can be
concluded that deviance from the norm was recognized by the Mokrin community, however
it was not disapproved. In cases of two inversely oriented subadult graves, one may say that
the community even supported the gender inversion (Mopunh 2010, 177-178).

Another point to consider is that deviance from the normative treatment may aso be
reflection of deviant behavior® (deviant from the norms set in that particular society) of the
individual during life or could be reflecting unusua circumstances of individua's death
(Murphy 2008, 12-13).

Final conclusion of both O'Shea (1996, 375-376) and Porci¢ (2010, 178) is that life
circumstances of inversely oriented individualsinfluenced funerary treatment they received.
From the point of view of gender theory, body orientation of these individuals cannot be
considered as deviant, because it isin line with the gender of these individuals.

Separate issue is of multiple genders. Social scientists agree that, given the cultural basis of
gender, thereis no limit to the number of possible gendersin each human group. Thus, it has
been argued that the Chukchee of Siberia have two gender categories for women and three
for men. Homosexuality has been argued as the appropriate interpretation of some of the
scenes represented in late Bronze Age (c. 1000-500 BC) rock art carvings of Bohuslan,
Sweden. The search for berdaches, members of an ethnographically well-documented third
gender in North America, has been recently addressed by different authors (Diaz-Andreu
2005, 16).

O'Shea has noted that the results of this analysis have shown, on the basis of the mortuary
symbolism, that the Maros society recognized two basic genders. This fundamental marking

8For more on the subject see Voss 2000, 184; V oss 2008, 329.
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of gender remained constant. Even for individuals who received alternative or abnormal
funerary treatments, an effort is made to maintain their gender identity. Individuals whose
biological sex and cultural gender do not agree, they seem not to occupy third or fourth
gender but rather occupy one of two normative genders.

Mati¢ (2010, 182) on the other hand is suggesting that the Mokrin mortuary record is
showing how femininity and masculinity are not reserved for certain osteological sexes,
neither are certain activities. Thus, sex isin Mokrin communities nothing but gender, as they
are both the same construct of a network of embodied relations intersected with status and
prestige. Only when we stop assuming the number of sexes/genders we will be able to push
our available record to the theoretical and methodological limits of archaeol ogy.

Further, Mati¢ examines if ambiguous burials can be interpreted as transgressions which are
allowed in Mokrin society only in certain conditions and for certain prestigious individuals.
Analyses done by Porci¢ (2010) showed that not all non-normative burias can be described
as wealthy. Thus, if wealth is correlated with status to certain extent, one can argue that
transgression was not dependent of wealth/status. However, if the sex/gender system was
not based on genital sex, but rather on different aspects of identity (occupation, work, status
etc.) then the number of sexes/genders in this society cannot be easily defined, but it can
argued that, at least on the basis of the record, changing sex/gender would not be labeled and
sanctioned as transgression. Mati¢ assumes that four sexes/gender are evident (biological
males, biological females, biologica males oriented as biological females, biological
females oriented as biological males), but this number fails to address those burials oriented
according to the defined normative but with grave goods usually not associated to their
sex/gender. The basic problem is equifinality in the record of the necropolis. Possible way
to resolve thisis to conduct previously done analyses without a priori defining number of
sexes/genders, rather testing different possible gender systems and paying close attention to
dress ornaments and their context.

Multiple burials and mutilation

Cases of multiple burials, pairing of adults and children in a single grave, O’Shea (1996,
298) explains as possible low economic standing of a household. Another explanation could
be that this specific buria treatment may be organized due to a timing or circumstances of
death.

Individuals in whom mutilated hands and feet were recognized, were accorded normative
burial at the Mokrin cemetery. They have normative gender orientation, normal range of
ceramic assemblages, and were found buried with mgjor social symbols. Overall, it does not
appear that these individuals were marginalized within the Mokrin society. O’ Shea (1996,
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300) considers a possibility that this is the case of sample distortion. However, finding of
four burials with mutilated hands and feet at Ostoji¢evo cast a new light on this issue and it
deserves a separate investigation.
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5 Conclusion

In cases of non-burial, gender ambiguous burial, multiple burials and mutilation of hands
and fest, it seems that the greatest deviation from the normative Maros funerary program
represents non-burial. Other three burial treatments more or less fit the normative and seem
not to be socially aienated or considered extreme. If individuals marked by these statuses
were somewhat different than others, their distinction was not condemned by the larger
community.

Genera conclusion can be made of egalitarian nature of Maros society. Although some
ranking existed in the Mokrin society and the Maros societies in general, these seem to have
been mainly egalitarian groups and thereis no evidence to suggest the existence of any group
or socia segment with sufficient power or authority to constitute a distinct social stratum.

Further, it seems probable that the M aros population gendered structure was also based on a
certain level of equality and mutual acceptance allowing different gender/age groups to
expressthemselves, which wasreflected in both the burial riteand funerary dress (if different
thantheoneworninlife). Also, the rel ationship between females and males could have been
based on the principle of complementarity.

This study has revealed many open issues and pointed out to numerous future research
perspectives. One of them is definitely the question of exclusivity of body orientation and
placement relative to age that can be seen with older males. Possibly connected with this
issue isthe multiple sexes/genders paradigm argued for the Maros society, briefly mentioned
in the text above, that deserves the study of its own.

Another exclusivity that should be separately examined is the issue of missing burials of
youngest members of the Maros society. Further, spatial distribution of graves within
individual cemeteries and their relation should be examined with new methods.

Peculiar question of rich female graves deserves another analysisin order to test two opposed
opinions. Another open question is of childhood in the Maros society. And, having in mind
findings from Ostojicevo, specific burial treatment that possibly involved mutilation of
hands and feet should be revisited.

On the place of the final remarks, we would like to mention ethnographic sources that could
help us understand better the minds and hearts of people buried in the Maros cemeteries.
How did gender distinctions and belief intersect? Ethnographic sources are telling us that
the most common interpretation for specific orientation of the deceased body is toward to
land of the dead. Common is that burial place is located on the west because of the setting
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sun. However any other direction is aso present. Common belief isthat deceased should be
placed and/oriented in a way that their soul could reach the other world. Sometimes, soul
will be led by river streams to the land of the dead. In places where this was a case, dead
were buried parallel to the river facing the upstream (pre-dynastic Egypt, Indonesia, China).
Also common isorientation toward the land of the ancestors that could be on some mountain,
or theisland so the dead will be oriented and faces toward this place (Indonesia, Africaand
Melanesia). In Africa, in Cost of Guinea, tribe Ashanti is burying the dead facing opposite
of the village they lived in.

Not too common in ethnographical sourcesis burial rite different in relation to the sex but it
is known from some African communities. Some tribes in Ghana and Nigeria burry men on
their right side and women on their left side. Explanation is that men are faced east toward
the rising sun to prepare for the hunt or work on the farm, while women are facing west
toward the setting sun to make the food for the husband when he's back. Azande from Congo
havethe sameburia rite but the explanation isthat men arefacing east showing their strength
and women west showing their weakness. Examplesfrom Africaare suggesting that different
orientations have rather social than religious implications and that reflect different social
position of men and women in the community. However, position of the face is explained,
most commonly, with religious needs and spiritual connections (Riedl 1972, 72).
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Table 4. Classification of Maros head ornaments (adapted from
O’Shea, 1996. 113)

Type Composition

1 Copper plaques and/or spectacle pendants, but no copper disks
2 Copper disks but no copper plaques with spectacle pendants

3  Single copper strips

4  Copper disks with copper plaques and spectacle pendants

Table 5. Occurrence of head ornaments in the Maros cemeteries (adapted from
Munamusoeuh 2008, 54; O°Shea, 1996, 206)

Site Number Frequency of occurrence
Mokrin 54 19%
Szoreg 15 8%
Deszk A 2 4%
Deszk F 4 7%
Oszentivin 2 7%
Pitvaros 2 6%
Obéba 4 27%
Ostojicevo 22 29%

Percentage is calculated of the total number of graves at each site.

Figure 1. Occurrence of head ornaments in the Maros cemeteries
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Table 6. Occurrence of necklaces in the Maros cemeteries (adapted
from Murmammmoesh 2008, 57; O'Shea, 1996, 124)

Number of necklaces Number of graves %

Mokrin 58 278 20.86%
Szoreg 18 154 11.69%
Deszk A 0 49 0.00%
Deszk F 2 57 3.51%
Oszentivén 10 29 34.48%
Pitvaros 10 34 29.41%
Obéba 4 15 26.67%
Ostojicevo g 77 9.09%
Total 102 415 24.58%

Figure 2. Occurrence of necklacesin the Maros cemeteries
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Table 7. Occurrence of sashes in the Maros cemeteries (adapted
from Munammsaosuh 2008, 56; O'Shea, 1996, 120)

Number of sashes Number of graves %

Mokrin 13 278 4 68%
Szoreg 19 154 12.34%
Deszk A 0 19 0.00%
Deszk F 10 57 17.54%
Oszentivan 1 29 3.45%
Pitvaros 0 34 0.00%
Obéba 0 15 0.00%
Ostojicevo 3 77 3.90%
Total 46 693

Figure 3. Occurrence of sashes in the Maros cemeteries
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Table 8. Age and sex breakdown for the Mokrin cemetery (adapted from
O’Shea, 1996, 143)

Ape category Males  Females Unknown Total (%)
Infant 1 13 30 4 47 (17%)
Infant 2 17 21 0 38 (14%)
Juvenile 5 2 0 7 (3%)
Adult 45 66.8 0 111.8 (40%)
Adult/Mature 3 2 0 5 (2%)
Mature 255 247 0 50.2 (18%)
Mature/Senile 8 1 0 9 (3%)
Senile 8.5 13.5 0 22 (8%)
Totals 125 161 4 290

Table 9. Age and sex breakdown for the Ostoji¢evo cemetery (adapted from
Murammsoenh 2008 61)

Age category Male FemaleUnknown Total (%)
Infant I 1 0 5 6 (7.7%)
Infant IT 1 0 10 11 (14.3%)
Juvenile 4 2 2 8 (10.4%)
Adult 16 10 0 26 (33.8%)
AdultMature 3 2 0 5 (6.5%)
Mature 5 7 1 14 (16.9%)
Mature/Semile 1 4 0 5(6.5%)
Senile 2 1 0 3 (3.9%)
Total 33 26 18 77

Table 10. Age categories and their age spans for the Maros cemeternies
(adapted from O’Shea, 1996, 142)

Age category Age span (veas) Age category Age span (veas)

Infant 1 0-6 Adult 21-40
Infant 2 7-14 Mature 41-60
Juvenile 15-20 Senile 61-70+
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Figure 4. Age and sex breakdown for the Mokrin cemetery
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Table 11. Body orientation at the Maros cemeteries (after Munammusoenh 2008, 62; O'Shea, 1996, 149)

Site

Orientation Mokrin _Széreg Deszk A Deszk F Oszentivin Pitvaros Obéba Ostojicevo
North 37% 339% 16% 34% 4% 36% 14% 34%
Northeast 2% 0% 3% 0% % 14% 14% 4%
Northwest % 0% % 5% 0% 7%  14% 8%
South 53% 43% 52% 52% 19% 36% 29% 22%
Southeast 6% 0% 0% 4% 4% 7%  29% 20%
Southwest 0% 0% 0% 0% 12% 0% 0% 3%
East 0% 7% 25% 5% 42% 0% 0% 1%
West 1% 17% 2% 0% 19% 0% 0% 1%
Total 265 46 44 56 26 14 14 77

Intermediate orientations are not available for Széreg

Table 12. Body facing at the Maros cemeteries (after Muzammunoenh 2008, 62; O'Shea, 1996, 150)

Site
Facing Mokrin _ Széreg Deszk A  Deszk F Oszentivan Pitvaros Obéba Ostojicevo
North 0% 2% 2% 5% 4% % % 7%
Northeast 13% 0% 0% 9% 4% 7% 7% 10%
Northwest 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% % 0% 0%
South 0% 24% 25% 0% 58% 0% 0% 0%
Southeast 5% 0% 5% 0% 11% 14% 14% %
East 79% 65% 5%9% 79% 19% 72% 79%% 58%
West 3% 9% 9% 7% 4% % 0% 3%
Total 258 45 44 56 26 14 14 77

Intermediate orientations are not available for Szoreg

Table 13. Body Orientation by Sex at Mokrin (adapted from O’Shea, 1996, 153)

Sex North Northeast Northwest South Southeast Total
Female 2 190% 1 095% 0 0.00% 89 8476% 13 12.38% 105
Male 61 8356% 3 411% 3 411% 6 822% 0 0.00% 73
Totals 63 4 3 95 13 178

Table 14. Body Orientation by Sex at Ostojicevo (data from Muramusosnh 2008, 63)

Sex North Northeast Northwest South Southeast Total
Female 0 000% 0 000% 0 000% 11 5000% 11 50.00% 22
Male 19 7000% 2 700% 6 2200% O 000% 4 0.00% 31

Totals 19 2 6 11 15 33




Table 15. Body Aspect in the Maros cemeteries (adapted from
Munames=oenh 2008, 63; O'Shea, 1996, 153)

Site
Body Aspect Mokrin Széreg Deszk A Deszk F Oszentivan _ Pitvaros Obéba _Ostojiéevo
Left 42% 36% 52% 43% 38% 48% 43% 50%
Right 58%  64% 48% 37% 62% 52% 57% 50%
Total 258 148 44 56 26 21 14 66
Figure 6. Body aspect in the Maros cemeteries
70.00%
60.00% . * ¢
' . . ¢
L~ 50.00% 2§ ®
7 4000% o © A
[
§* 30.00% m Left
10.00%
0.00%
50 100 150 200 250 300
Total observations
Table 16. Body Aspect by Sex at Mokrin (after O Shea, 1996, 154)
Sex Left Right Total
Female 7 673% 97 93.27% 104
Male 65 89.04% 8 10.96% 3
Totals 72 105 177




Table 17. Type A: Body orientation and placemeant meonsiztencies in the Maros cameteriaz

(after Munamusmoenh 2008, 64; O'Shea, 1996, 157)

Grave Sex Age  Onentation Side Commeants
Mokrn
B8 Female Adult North Left
160 Female Adult North Left Feet missing?
299 Female Adult Northeast - Rhomboidal posture
10 Male Senile South Right
79 Male Mat'Sen South Right Partially supine
122 Male Adult South Right Multiple burnal
147  Male Adult South Right
210 Male Senile South Right
281 Male Senile South Right Trepanned cranium_ Feet missing
Szdreg
55 Femals Matuwre MNorth Left Trepanned cranium
87 Male Adult South Right Farka: and Raga agree
Deszk A
62  Male Adult South Right
Deszk F
B4 Female Mature North Left
g Male Adult South Right
] Male Adult South Right
32 Male Mature Southeast Right
48 Male Adult South Right
60 Male Adult South Right
68 Male Adult South Right
Pitvaros
15 Male Adult South(?7) Right Farka: and Raga agree
Ostojicevo
36 Female Adult Southwest Laft
107 Male Adult Southeast Left
114 Male Adult Southeast FRight
115 Male Senile Southeast Right
121 Male Adult Southeast Right
203 Male Mature North Right




Table 18. Type B Inconsistencies: West-Facing Graves m the Maros Cemeteries
{after Munammmozah 2008, 64; 0'Shea, 1996, 158)

Grave Sex Age Orientation Side Comments
Mokmin
138 Femals  Adult South Lefi
141 Female  Mature South Left
153 Female  Adult South Left
270 Female  Adult South Left
167 Mala AdMat South Right
278 Mals Mature  South Right
272 Femals AdMat Southsast Lefi
Szoreg
58  Female Semnile North Right
147 Male Senile North Right
177 Unknown Unknown North Right
182 Unknown Unknown South Left
Deszk A
33 Unknown Unknowm South Laft
41 Unknown Unknowm South Laft
43 Unknown Adult South Left
44 Unknown Adult South Left
Deszk F
45 Femalse  Adult South Laft
10 Mals Adult South Left
44 Unknown Adult South Laft
58 Male (7) Adult Nerth Right Trepanned cranium
Oszentivan
17 Mala Adult North Right Face tumed dowmward
Pitvaros
4] Unknown Adult North Eight
Ostojicevo
16 Female ~ Adult Southwest Left
203 Male Mature  North Right



Table 19. East-Oriented Graves in the Maros Cemeteries (after Mumammsoznh 2008,
64; O'Shea, 1996_160)

Grave Sex Age Side Facing Comments
Szoreg
74 Male Adult Left South Nagyrév ceramics
111 Female Adult Left South Nagyrév ceramics
189 Male Mature Left South
Deszk 4
2 Mals Adult Left  South
5 Unknown Adult (7) Laft South
8 Unknown  Adult(?7) Left South
11 Unknown  Adult(?) Left South
19 Unknown  Adult Left  South
20 Unknown  Adult Right South
22 Unknown  Adult(?) Left South
23 Unknown  Adult Left  South
51 Unknown Child Laft South
78 Femala Adult Left South
20 Unknown  Child Left  South
Deszk F
6 Femals Adult Right North
27 Unknown  Adult(?) FRight North
29 Unknown  Infant Right North
Oszentivin
20 Male Adult Left South
22 Unknown  Chuld Left  South
103 Unknown  Unknowm Left  South
104 Unknown  Chuld Right North Nagvrév ceramics
103 Unknown Child Left South
109 Unknown  Unknown Left  South Nagyrév ceramics
111 Unknown  Unknownm Left  South
113 Unknown  Unknowm Leff  South
114 Unknown  Adult Left South
115 Unknown  Unknowm Left  South
119 Unknown ~ Unknowm Left  South Nagyrév ceramics
Ostojicevo

250

Unlmown  Child Right

North




Table 20. West-oriented graves in the Maros cemeteries
(after Mumammmoenrh 2008, 64: O'Shea. 1996, 162)

Grave Sex Age Side Facing
Mokrin
193 Unknown Infant Right South
Szoreg
62 Male Mature Right South
63 Unknown Adult Right South
64 Female Adult Left North
65 Male Mature Right South
136 Male (7) Juvenile Left North
199 Unknown Adult Right South
214 Unknown Child Right South
226 Unknown Adult Right South
Deszk A
9 Unknown Child Right South
Oszentivan
12 Unknown Adult Right South
101 Unknown  Unknown Right South
102 Unknown Unknown Right South
112 Unknown  Unknown Right North
118 Unknown Unknown Right South
Ostojicevo

127 Unknown  Juvenile Right North




Table 21. Summary of alternative body placements in the Maros cemeteries
(after Mumamunosah 2008, 64-66; O Shea, 1996, 168)
Body orientation

Site East West Northeast Northwest Southeast West-facing
Mokrin -+ + + + +
Széreg + + ? ? ? +
Deszk A + - + _ _ +
Deszk F + - - + + +
Oszentivin +  + : 2 - -
Pitvaros - - + + + +
Obéba s @ + - + s
Ostojicéevo + + + + + +

Table 22. Basic data on gender, age and burial finds of inversely oriented graves at Mokrin

(adopted from ITopunh 2010, 168)
Grave Gender Age Ceramics Jewelry Needles  Total
94 Female Infant I 1 0 0 1

95 Female Infant I 2 0 0 2
160 Female Adult 0 0 0 0
88 Female Adult 0 0 0 0
10 Male Senile 2 6 2 10
79 Male Senile 1 2 0 3
122/1 Male Adult 0 3 0 3
281 Male Senile 1 0 0 1
Table 23. [ncidence of other funerary treatments in the Maros cemeteries
(after Munamusosuh 2008, 67-70; O'Shea 1996, 169) i i
Treatment Mokrin  Széreg  Deszk A Deszk F Oszentivan  Pitvaros  Obéba  Ostojidevo
Alternative posture 8 1 0 0 1 1 0] 22(7
Multiple burnal 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 0
Symbolic burial 5 0 1 0 2 1 0 0
Cremation 3 4 2 0 0 0 0 0
Hearth burial 0 0 0 0 1 1 Q 0
Urn burial 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0
Muulation 41 ? ? ? ? 2 s 4
Trepanation 7 6 0 2 0 0 0 2
Total 278 179 57 49 29 34 15 77




Table 24. Differences in grave depth in the Maros cemeteries
(adapted from Mumammroenh 2008, 67; O'Shea, 1996, 182)

Site Males/Females Adult/Sub-adult
Mokrin No Yes

Szoreg No Yes

Deszk A No No

Deszk F No Yes

Oszentivan e No

Pitvaros No Yes

Obéba 7% 7%

Ostojicevo No Yes (7)

*Too few cases for meaningful assessment.

Table 25. Occurrence of bone needles by sex/age in the Maros graves

Adult females (%) Subadult females (%)

Mokrin 13 12,5
Széreg 13 3
Deszk A and Deszk F 10-20 0
Pitvaros 30 0
Obéba 17-20 0
Ostojicevo 15 3

Table 26. Occurrence of metal pins by sex/age in the Maros graves

Adult females (%) Subadult females (%)

Mokrin, Szoreg, Deszk A and Deszk F 9-12 0
Obéba 17 0
Ostojiéevo 15 3




Table 27. Occurmrence of bracelets in the Maros cemeteries (after Munamuroerh 2008, 72; O Shea, 1996, 202-203)

No. of graves Sex Age

Sie with bracelets  Male Female  Subadults Adults  Single coil  Multicoil %

Mokin 36 10 25 14 21 19 25 12.95%
Szoreg 10 1 5 0 10 1 10 6.49%
Deszk A 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00%
Deszk T 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 1.75%
Obéba 3 2 1 0 3 6 0 20.00%
Pitvaros 6 3 1 0 4 3 6 17.65%
Oszentivin 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 10.34%
Ostojicevo 3 2 0 1 2 2 1 390%

Table 28. Breakdown of hair nings and finger rings in the Maros cemeteries
(adopted from Munanmsosuh 2008, 73; O°Shea, 1996, 203)

No. of Sex Age
Site graves Male Female Subadults Adults %
Hair rings
Mokrin 19 7 12 9 10 6.83%
Szoreg 1 0 0 0 1 0.65%
Obéba 4 2 2 0 4 2667%
Pitvaros 2 1 1 0 2 5.88%
Ostojicevo 3 1 2 0 3 3.90%
Finger rings
Mokrin 3 1 2 9 3 1.08%
Széreg 2 0 2 0 2 1.30%
Deszk A 1 0 1 0 1 2.04%
Deszk F 1 1 0 0 1 1.75%




Table 29. Occurrence of head ornaments in the Maros cemetenes
(adopted from Munmammmoenh 2008, 73; O'Shea, 1996, 206)

Site Number Frequency of occurrence
Mokrin 54 19%
Szoreg 15 8%
Deszk A 2 4%
Deszk F - 7%
Oszentivin 2 7%
Pitvaros 2 6%
Obéba 4 27%
Ostojicevo 21 33%

Figure 7. Occurence of head ornaments in the Maros cemeteries
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Table 30. Distribution of head ornament types by sex at Mokrin (after O'Shea, 1996, 217)

Males Females
Ornament type Number Percentage Number Percentage Total
Plaque + Spectacle 8 53% 21 55% 29
Small disks 4 27% 12 32% 16
Copper strip 2 13% 3 8%

5
1% 2 5% 3

—

Plaque + Spectacle + Disk




Table 31. Necklaces found in Maros cemeteries
(adopted from Mumammuoruh 2008, 76; O°Shea, 1996, 124)

Number Number

of of
necklaces graves %
Mokrin 58 278 20.86%
Szoreg 18 154 11.69%
Deszk A 0 49 0.00%
Deszk F 2 57 3.51%
Oszentivén 10 29 34.48%
Pitvaros 10 34 29.41%
Obéba 4 15 26.67%
Ostojicevo 7 77 9.09%
Total 102 415 24.58%

Figure 8. Neckleces found in Maros cemeteries
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Table 32. Distribution of necklaces forms by sex at Mokrin (after O*Shea 1996, 217)

Female Males
Necklace tvpe Count  Percentage Count Percentage Total
Round only 11 23% 9 56% 20
Tubes, no Pendant 20 42% 4 25% 24
Pendant 6 12% 2 13% 8
Round. Tube and Pendant 11 23% 1 6% 12

Totals 48 16 64
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Table 34. Overview of graves in localities without ceramics

(after Munammmoenh 2008, 80)

Locality Graves without ceramics Total number of graves
Mokrin 35.00% 278
Széreg, early phase 5.00% 80
Deszk A, early phase Unknown 22
Deszk F 6.00% 57
Oszentivin 14.00% 29
Pitvaros 26.00% 34
Obeba 40.00% 15
Deszk A, late phase Unknown 23
Széreg. late phase 5.00% 39
Ostojicevo 27.00% 64

Figure 9. Overview of gravesin Maros localities without
ceramics
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Table 35. Distribution of aceramic graves at Mokrin by age and sex
(adopted from O'Shea, 1996, 232)

Sex Apge category Number Percentage

Male Subadult 8 24%
Juvenile 2 40%
Adult 24 35%

Female Subadult 28 60%
Juvenile 1 50%

Adult 27 27%
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Table 37. Maros funerary treatment elements relevance to gender

Elements of the Maros funerary treatment

Relevance scale

-2

-1

0

1

Body ortentation

2
v

Body facing

v

Body placement

Burial treatment (inhumation multiple burial etc)

Postmortem mutilation of hands and feet

Grouping of various alternative treatment

Meat/plant consumption

SV ENENEN

Activity patterns (musculoskeletal stress markers)

Number of grave goods per individual burial

Presence or absence of grave goods in a grave

Number and diversity of grave goods

< <

Class of grave goods

Grave size

Grave depth

Grave furnishing (leather cover)

Bone needle

Metal pin

RN

Neck ring

Finger nng

Hair ring

s

Bracelet

Necklace

Head ormament

Sash

Worry beads

Dagger

Axe

| <

Other tools

Ceramics

Food offerings

<
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I Szoreg
2 Deszk A, F
3 Oszentivin
4 Kldrafalva
5 Kiszombor
6 Obéba

7 Ribé

8 Torokkamzsa Principal Maros Sites
9 Moknn @ Cemetenes

10 Pitvaros A Seulements

il Banonga Other Sites

12 Perjamos O Cemetesics

13 Pécska

14 Tipé A Senlements

15 Ostojicevo

Picture 1. Map of the Maros culture territory with the principal archaeological sites
(adapted from Markovi¢-Marjanovi¢ 1971, 10)



Picture 2. Grave 308, Mokrin (male, Maturus-Senium) (adapted from Giri¢ 1971, 189)

Picture 3. Grave 248, Mokrin (female, Maturus) (adapted from Giri¢ 1971, 158)



Picture 5. Head ornament from the grave 246, Mokrin (adapted from Giri¢ 1971,155)
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Picture 6. Reconstruction of the head ornaments on the basis of findings from Mokrin
(adapted from O’Shea 1996, 106)

A: grave 287, composed of tabular copper plagues and spectacle pendants
B: grave 259, composed of small copper discs and Columbella shell beads
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Picture 7. Reconstruction of the head ornaments on the basis of findingsfrom Mokrin, grave
140 (adapted from Giri¢ 1971, 109). Ornament is composed of copper tabular plagues,

spectacle pendants and strips.



Picture8. Maros ceramic forms: (a-c) Late phase Baroque forms; (d-f, h) Early phaseforms,
(g) Nagyrév-style pitcher, (i) Large serving bowl; (j) Biconical storage jar (adapted from
O’Shea 1996, 48). Individual vessels are not drawn to scale.
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Picture 9. Mokrin mortality profile. For comparison, the line indicates expected mortality
for an identical sample with life expectancy at birth of 30 years. Different life expectancies
change the values but not the essential U-shape of the curve (adapted from Rega 1996, 236)

Picture 10. Multiple burial in grave 122 at Mokrin (adapted from Rega 1996, 232)
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Picture 11. Infant burial found at Kiszombor-Uj Elet, Hungary (after O’Shea 1996, 146)
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