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Introduction

Animal representations form a special group of ob­
jects of the Bronze Age material of Hungary. Bird rep­
resentations have been known ever since the begin­
nings of research on the Broze Age in Hungary. The 
earliest ones come from Nógrád County, e.g. from 
Kisterenye-Hársas (KUBINYI 1861, 16. t. 108, List 
1.11a), Piliny-Várhegy (HAMPEL 1876, 120-121, 
Fig. 84; 1886, LXXI. t. 1; List 1.19) and Szé- 
csény-Kerekdomb (NYÁRY 1907, 227-228, 229 
4a-c kép; BÓNA 1975, 155, Taf. 262.5; List 1.23), the 
area where the rattles published here were found as 
well. In their syntheses written about the Early and 
Middle Bronze Ages of Hungary, both István Bóna 
and Nándor Kalicz reviewed bird representations and 
rattles known up until that time (KALICZ 1968, 154; 
BÓNA 1975,69, 98, 155,212-214). The first detailed 
study on them was written by Tibor Kovács. In his 
work he differentiated between bird-shaped askoi, 
rattles, vessels and figurines (KOVÁCS 1972). In his 
later studies he examined further bird-shaped vessels 
and clay objects (KOVÁCS-STANCZIK 1980; 
KOVÁCS 1989-1990; ibid. 1990). Viktória Kiss col­
lected all the known Middle Bronze Age exemplars 
from Transdanubia in her doctoral thesis (KISS 2001, 
166-167).1 The most recent review of Bronze Age 
bird-shaped askoi from the Carpathian Basin was 
given by Ildikó Szathmári (SZATHMÁRI 2003),2 
while Christine Reich studied bird representations 
from the southern part of the Carpathian Basin 
(REICH 2005; ibid. 2007, 96-98). Finally, R. and V. 
Vasié wrote a number of studies on bird repre­
sentations from the Bronze and Iron Ages of the Bal­
kans (VASIC-VASIC 2000; 2003; 2003-2004).

In this article we would like to contribute to the 
study of this group of objects in two ways. First, we 
would like to enlarge the corpus of bird repre­
sentations by publishing, describing and analyzing 
five, so far unknown bird representations, and by 
reviewing all the known bird representations from the

Early and Middle Bronze Ages of the Carpathian 
Basin. Second, we will try to determine their role in 
Bronze Age religion.

Description o f the finds

B ird-shaped rattle, Zagyvapálfalva, Nógrád County (Fig. 1; 
List 1.30)
The bird-shaped rattle has an ovoid, carinated shape. It 
stands on four beaded feet, its tail and the two vertically per­
forated wings are pulled out o f its body. Its head ends in a 
duck’s beak and stands on a strongly upwards curving neck. 
An incised, interrupted line runs along the mid-line of the 
back with cross-incisions at the neck. There are three-three 
incised lines ending in spirals on both sides o f the mid-line 
o f the back. The line between the spirals has cross-incisions. 
The third spiral m otif at the tail is smaller, and on one side 
o f the spirals could not be completed due to lack o f space or 
continued on the missing part. The whole composition on 
the back is not aligned to the axis o f the rattle and is slightly 
asymmetrical. Its clay is tempered with fine sand. It is well- 
fired and has light grey colour. Damaged. L: 12 cm, H: 5.5 
cm, W: 7.3 cm
Stray find. It was delivered to the archaeological collection 
o f the Kubinyi Ferenc Museum, Szécsény, from László 
Holub’s private collection. Uninventorized.

Bird-shaped rattle, Buják-Tarisznyapart, Nógrád County 
(Fig. 2; List 1.2)
The rattle has a biconical body. Its base is cut o ff straight 
and is slightly omphalic. A ridge runs along the middle of 
its back. There is an incised cross-shaped m otif under its 
neck with three impressed dots at the end o f the arms of the 
cross. Two-two incised parallel lines run on the back on 
both sides along the ridge, and they all end in impressed 
dots. Three small lugs are abstract representations of the 
wings and the tail. The left wing is damaged. There is a 
small hole under the tail. There is a row o f short incisions 
along the side-line. There is probably a clay ball inside the 
body. Its clay is tempered with fine sand, its colour is grey­
ish brown. The polishing on its surface is preserved only in 
traces. Its surface shows modem damage in a number of 
places. L: 6.4 cm, H: 4 cm, W: 4.8 cm 
It was allegedly found during Judit Tárnoki’s ex cava- 
tion at the site. Presently it is in Tamás Lukáts’ private col­
lection.
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B ird-shaped rattle, K isterenye-Hársas (or Kisterenye- 
Aranyhegy), Nógrád County (Fig. 3; List 1.11b)
The rattle has a triangular cross-section with a strong back 
ridge. Its base is flat. Two semi-circular lugs on the side rep­
resent the wings, curved incised lines on them the feathers. 
Its neck is damaged and is decorated by an incised line with 
a row o f dots on both sides. The decoration on the wings 
and the neck has white incrustation. Its clay is tempered 
with small pebbles and sand. Its surface is polished, in cer­
tain places burnished. It is damaged, its hind part -  with the 
tail -  is missing. L: 6 cm, H: 3.3 cm, W: 3.7 cm 
It was found during János C suhay’s illegal excavation, ac­
cording to his relation on the plateau. It cannot be connected 
to an archaeological feature. Kubinyi Ferenc Múzeum, 
Szécsény, inv. nr. 92.62.51.

B ird-shaped rattle,3 Kazár, N ógrád County (Fig. 4)
The rattle is rather stylized. It stands on a low, cylindrical 
stand. Its body is shaped like a boat and has a strong ridge. 
There is a small hole in the centre o f the back, through 
which the clay ball or pebble w as inserted. Its head and tail 
and part o f the body are missing. It has a dark grey colour 
and the clay is tempered with sand. L: 5.7 cm, H: 3.5 cm, 
W: 2.6 cm
It was found during Andrea V aday’s rescue excavation in 
2002. It was uncovered in the northeastern part o f the 
trench, in the area of a Late Bronze Age settlement, from 
the second spade spit. It cannot be connected to an archaeo­
logical feature. Kubinyi Ferenc Múzeum, Szécsény, inv. nr. 
2002.18.7064.

Fragm ent o f  a bowl with a b ird  head , Pákozd-Várhegy, Fe­
jér County4 (Fig. 5; List 3C.21)
The rim is thickened on the inside. The bird-shaped “pro­
tome” starts immediately from the rim. One side of the head 
is damaged. The eyes are indicated by an incised circle and 
a dot. The rim and the back o f the bird head is decorated by 
short incisions. There are three incised concentric semi­
circles under the bird’s head. Under these there are three 
composite incised motifs, each made up of a vertical line, 
two “W ” shaped and a “comb” shaped motif. Only a part o f 
a rectangular motif with two lines is preserved on the edge 
of the fragment. The inner side o f  the rim is decorated by a 
row of intertwined “Y” motifs. The fragment is black, has a 
polished surface, while the incised motifs are incrusted. W: 
7.5 cm, H: 5.2 cm
The fragment was found in 1980 on the western side of the 
Upper Fort o f the Middle Bronze Age fortified settlement 
during a rescue excavation. Szent István Király Múzeum, 
Székesfehérvár, inv. nr. 80.1.9.

The date o f  the finds

From the above objects only the exemplar from 
Kazár was found during an authentic excavation, but 
even this one cannot be connected to a feature. It was 
found in the area of a Late Bronze Age settlement 
(VADAY 2003-2004; 2004). The other exemplars are 
stray finds, they cannot be connected to any specific 
archaeological feature, and thus their date can be es­

tablished only with indirect methods. However, all the 
sites have already been excavated, which narrows 
down somewhat the possibilities. At Buják-Tarisz- 
nyapart Judit Tárnoki carried out excavations in 1982 
and 1984. The site is a settlement with Late Hatvan 
style pottery5 datable to the Koszider Period (KA- 
LICZ 1968, 121, Nr. 71; TÁRNOKI 1984). Kistere­
nye-Hársas was excavated a number of times, unfor­
tunately without proper documentation. The settle­
ment yielded Classical and perhaps Late Hatvan style 
pottery (KUBINYI 1861; KALICZ 1968, 121, Nr. 
73), and was probably occupied from the end of the 
Early Bronze Age until the end of the Middle Bronze 
Age. However, a Late Bronze Age settlement and 
cemetery with Piliny style pottery, and a number of 
Late Bronze Age metal artefacts are also known from 
here (KEMENCZEI 1984, 101, Nr. 35a, 118, Nr. 22a). 
At Pákozd-Várhegy Arnold Marosi carried out exca­
vations in the 1920s (MAROSI 1930). According to 
the data known so far, the settlement was inhabited 
from the end of the Early Bronze Age until the end of 
the Middle Bronze Age.6 The rattle from Zagyvapál- 
falva is more problematic in this respect, since its ex­
act find spot is unknown. The most famous site in the 
vicinity is the Late Bronze Age cemetery excavated by 
J. Hillebrand (KEMENCZEI 1984, 107, Nr. 57d; 
134-135, Nr. 45), but the rattle almost certainly did 
not come from there. There are a few other sites that 
can be taken into consideration. Early or Middle 
Bronze Age Hatvan style sherds came to light at Zagy- 
vapálfalva-Temető (KALICZ 1968, 121, Nr. 76). Fur­
thermore, there are a few Late Hatvan/Füzesabony 
style sherds dated to the Koszider Period in the collec­
tion of the Kubinyi Ferenc Múzeum from the site of 
Zagyvapálfalva-Homokbánya. The finds were col­
lected by Gyula Fekete.7 We can only assume that the 
rattle came from this latter site.

The rattle of Zagyvapálfalva (Fig. 1) has no exact 
analogues. Two bird-shaped rattles from Füzesabony- 
Öregdomb (List 1.6a-b; KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 50, 
Abb. 4.1,3) also stand on four legs, although those 
seem to be human feet, not beaded feet. They can be 
dated to the second half of the Middle Bronze Age 
(KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 31; SZATHMÁRI 1992). A 
rattle from Jászdózsa—Kápolnahalom is also supported 
by four beaded feet. It was found in Layer VII of the 
settlement, associated with Füzesabony style pottery 
(List 1.8a; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206, Nr. 437).

The closest formal analogues of the rattle from Bu­
ják (Fig. 2) are known from Szécsény—Kerekdomb, 
Piliny, “Hare” (List 1.7; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 261.7), 
Veszprém (List 1.29a; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 261.6), Bia 
(List 1.1; STEIN 1936, 345, 9. kép), Maié Kosihy- 
Törökdomb (List 1.15; KALICZ 1968, Taf. 115.2),
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Fig. 1. Zagyvapáifalva, bird-shaped rattle

Mad’arovce (List 1.13b; VISEGRÁDI 1911, 38, 
7.3-4. tábla)8 and Százhalombatta-Földvár (List 1.23; 
FEKETE 2005, 47, PI. 2.3a-b). Unfortunately, most 
of them are stray finds as well without a known con­
text. The settlement of Szécsény-Kerekdomb yielded 
Late Hatvan/Füzesabony style pottery that can be

dated to the second half of the Middle Bronze Age, 
perhaps already the Koszider Period (BONA 1975, 
146; KOVÁCS 1989). The find spot of the rattle from 
“Hare” is unknown.9 If it is indeed Hare, then a 
possible site is Várhegy in the vicinity of the modern 
village, a fortified Middle Bronze Age settle-
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dated into the Koszider Period by К. P. Fischl 
(FISCHL 2000). The rattle from Veszprém comes 
most probably from a grave, but its exact context is 
unknown. The graves from Veszprém can be dated to 
the Young Phase of the North Transdanubian In- 
crusted Ware (KISS 2001, 63-65). The context of the 
piece from Százhalombatta is also unknown. The tell 
settlement was inhabited from the third phase of the 
Early Bronze Age until the end of the Middle Bronze 
Age (see e.g. KOVÁCS 1969; POROSZLAI 2000; 
GUBA 2005). The publisher of the rattle dated it to 
the classical phase of the Transdanubian Incrusted

Fig. 2. Buják-Tarisznyapart, bird-shaped rattle Fig. 3. Kisterenye-Hársas, bird-shaped rattle

ment with Transdanubian Incrusted Ware (BÓNA 
1975, 198), datable to Young and Late phases, that is 
to the second half of the Middle Bronze Age (KISS 
2001, 45). Gerjen type finds are known from Harc- 
Nyanyapuszta (BÓNA 1975, 113). This pottery style 
has recently been identified as a mixed style and re-

Ware (FEKETE 2005, 49). The exact context of the 
rattle from Mad’arovce is also unknown, but the settle­
ment yielded Classical and Late Mad’arovce style pot­
tery (FURMÁNEK-VELIACIK-VLADÁR 1999, 
47^49), datable to the second half of the Middle 
Bronze Age.
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The rattle from Kisterenye (Fig. 3) is also a unique 
exemplar. Its proportions and shape are close to those 
of a piece from Tószeg (List 1.26a; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
262.6), but the latter has small, perforated wings for 
suspension, while the wings of the one from Kistere­
nye are not perforated and the feathers of its wings are 
indicated by slightly curving incised lines. The exem­
plar from Tószeg comes from Layer X-XI A-B, 
which yielded Hatvan style pottery (BONA 1992d, 
110). The feathers of the wing are indicated by incised 
lines on a rattle from Füzesabony as well (List 1.6b; 
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 50, Abb. 4.3), just like on the 
bird-shaped askos from Nagyrév (List 2.11; KO- 
VÁCS-STANCZIK 1980, 47, 3. kép). The former is 
dated to the second half of the Middle Bronze Age, the 
latter probably to the end of the Early Bronze Age or 
the beginning of the Middle Bronze Age (KO- 
VÁCS-STANCZIK 1980, 49-51). Plastically model­
led wings can also be seen on the bird-shaped vessel 
from Bökénymindszent (List 3A.1; KALICZ 1968, 
Taf. 114.1) and on the bird-shaped rattles from Király- 
szentistván (List 1.10b; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 262.2) and 
Dunaalmás (List 1.4; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 262.7).

Fig. 4. Kazár, bird-shaped rattle

No exact analogues of the rattle from Kazár (Fig. 4) 
are known in the Late Bronze Age material. A bird­
shaped vessel and a rattle from Mala Vrbica (List 
1.14a, List ЗА.4; VUKMANOVIC-POPOVIC 1996, 
Tab. 5.7-8) also stand on a low cylindrical pedestal, 
just like the rattles from Tiszaug (List 1.25; BÓNA 
1975, Taf. 259.4), Nitriansky Hrádok (List l . 16a; 
TOCÍK 1978, Taf. 50.5) and an unknown site (List 
1.32; KALICZ 1968, Taf. 115.3). The exemplar from 
Tiszaug is from the Middle Bronze Age, while the 
ones from Mala Vrbica can already be dated to the 
Late Bronze Age, probably the classical phase of the 
Lower Danube Incrusted Ware (VUKMANOVIC- 
POPOVIC 1996; SHALGANOVA 1995). The dating 
of the piece with unknown find spot is uncertain, but 
the lattice pattem on its back can be found on a Hatvan 
style vessel from the vicinity of Vác (KALICZ 1968, 
Taf. 98.11). Unfortunately it cannot be dated more 
precisely than the end of the Early Bronze Age and the 
Middle Bronze Age.

Although the piece from Pákozd (Fig. 5) is frag­
mentary and its original shape cannot be reconstructed 
any more, it is probably the member of a fairly charac­
teristic group of vessels. Its closest analogue is a bowl 
from Feudvar that has a stylized bird head as the tip of 
the lobe on the rim (List 3B.22a; REICH 2005, 232, 
Abb. 1.1), and two stray bowls with bird head pro­
tomes from Szeremle (List 3B.19a-b; WOSINSKY 
1904, 69.5-6. t.). A bowl with lobular rim from Sze­
remle (List 3C.22a; REICH 2005, 232, Abb. 1.2) is 
also close, although the bird’s head is much more sty­
lized. These can be dated to the Koszider Period. A 
similar bird head sprouting from a vessel’s rim can be 
seen on an Incrusted Ware style bowl -  showing the 
influence of the Vatin style -  from grave “B” of the 
site Balatonfűzfő-Jánoshegyi utca (List 3B.13; RE­
GÉNYE 1996, Taf. 3.4), which can be dated to the end 
of the Young phase of the North Transdanubian In­
crusted Ware, that is immediately before the Koszider 
Period (KISS 2001, 61, 75). Deep bowls with bird 
head protomes are known from the southern part of 
the Carpathian Basin, from Szeremle and Lower 
Danube Incrusted Ware (or Dubovac—Zuto Brdo or 
Cärna-Gärla Mare) type assemblages. The vessels 
from Cärna (List 3B.14a—b; DUMITRESCU 1961, PI. 
80.271, PI. 57.114), Korbovo (List 3B.15a-b; 
GARASANIN 1958, 84, Taf. 17.5; CERMANOVIC- 
KUZMANOVIC 1960, 187, SI. 7) and Orsoya (List 
3B.17a-g; VASIC-VASIC 2003, Abb. 3-8; REICH 
2005, 233, Abb. 2.7), however, are less similar to the 
fragment from Pákozd, since their bird head starts 
from the side of the vessels.

Further help in dating can be provided by the analy­
sis of the decoration of the here published objects. We
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Fig. 5. Pákozd-Várhegy, rim fragment of a bird-headed bowl

could not find exact analogues of the motifs ending in 
spirals on the back of the rattle from Zagyvapálfalva. 
A similar decoration -  without, however, the short in­
cisions -  can be seen on the blades of a number of 
Middle Bronze Age disc-butted bronze axes, e.g. on 
Type A exemplars from Hajdúsámson, Gaura, 
Szeghalom, Some§eni, Pauli§, etc. (MOZSOLICS 
1967, 35, Abb. 7, Taf. 3.1, Taf. 9.1, Taf. 12.1-2, Taf.
13.3, Taf. 16.1, Taf. 18.1; MÁTHÉ 1996, 127-128, 
Fig. 1-2), and on Type В pieces from Téglás 
(MÁTHÉ 1969-1970, 1. kép), Szeghalom, Friedenau, 
Áporka, etc. (MOZSOLICS 1967, 42, Abb. 15, Taf.
12.3, Taf. 61.3). Type A axes can be dated to the clas­
sical phase of the Middle Bronze Age (BzA2) and to 
its end (BzA3), while Type В axes belong to the Ko- 
szider Period (BzB) (MOZSOLICS 1967, 33-45, 49). 
The motif appears in a similar arrangement on a few 
vessels from the cemetery of Cäma (DUMITRESCU 
1961, PL 117.123, PI. 117.472, PI. 118.331, PI. 
122.331, PI. 132.6, PI. 132.102) and on the figurine 
with bell shaped skirt from grave 10 (DUMITRESCU 
1961, PI. 60.SI, PI. 152a, PI. 159.SI). These graves

belong already to the Late Bronze Age according to 
Hungarian terminology, i.e. to BzCl-2 (REICH 2002). 
The headband from Ocsa has a motif distantly similar 
to this, there, however, the lines end in a circle instead 
of spirals and have a dot in their centre (TOPÁL 
1973a, 5. kép 1; BÓNA 1992b, 61, Abb. 28). The 
bronze hoard of Ocsa can be dated to the Koszider Pe­
riod (TOPÁL 1973a; 1973b).

The double zigzag line on the side of the rattle of 
Zagyvapálfalva is a wide-spread motif both in space 
and time. Its variant running completely around ves­
sels can be found in practically all pottery styles of the 
Early and Middle Bronze Ages in the Carpathian 
Basin.

A decoration similar to that on the head of the bird 
can be found on the birds drawing and sitting on the 
clay chariot model of Dupljaja (KOSSACK 1954, Taf. 
3.1b; GARASANIN 1958, 86, Taf. 18.1). The heads 
of the bird-shaped rattles from Királyszentistván are 
also decorated in this place, although differently, with 
an incmsted triangle (List 1.10a-c; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
262.1-3).



Bronze Age bird representations from the Carpathian Basin 81

The motif on the back of the rattle from Buják — 
two parallel lines ending on both ends in two im­
pressed dots -  are fairly frequent in various versions 
(with 1 to 4 lines and dots) on Transdanubian In- 
crusted Ware (e.g. Kiskunmajsa-Kőkút: BÁNDI 
1968, 66, 6. t. 4; Esztergom-Várhegy: TORMA 1976, 
Taf. 12.1; Szőny-Nagymagtár: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
207.1; Királyszentistván: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
215.13,18-19; etc.). It also appears in Late Vatya and 
Vatya-Koszider style assemblages, mainly on the side 
and bottom of bowls (Újhartyán-Vatya: BÓNA 1975, 
Taf. 30.8; Pereg: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 45.9; Lovas- 
berény, Grave “e”: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 49.10; Kelebia, 
Grave 30: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 66.5; Kelebia, Grave 41: 
BÓNA 1975, Taf. 65.11; Izsák II: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
77.1; Cegléd-Öreghegy: TARI 1992, 21.9. tábla; etc.). 
A similar decoration can be seen on some of the rattles 
of the same type as that from Buják with minor 
changes (e.g. “Harc”, Maié Kosihy, Szécsény). The 
series of short vertical incisions on the side of the ratt­
le from Buják is also characteristic for this type; simi­
lar decoration can be seen e.g. on the pieces from 
Maié Kosihy and Szécsény.

The feathers on the plastically modelled wings of 
the rattle from Kisterenye are indicated by parallel, 
slightly curving incised lines. The analogues have al­
ready been cited above. A perfect match of the decora­
tion on the neck of the bird can be found on the bird­
shaped vessel from Mala Vrbica (List ЗА.4).

The -  perhaps pendant-shaped — motif hanging 
from the “necklace” of the bird head of the fragment 
from Pákozd was known already in the Early Bronze 
Age: it is found on two Late Nagyrév style jars from 
Tószeg (KOVÁCS 1977, 70, 31. kép; KALICZ- 
SCHREIBER 1984, 158, Taf. 47.5; ibid. 1990, 66, 73, 
Fig. 6.1,4a-b). A similar motif resembling a comb­
shaped pendant can be seen on the side of the bird­
shaped rattle from Szécsény, on the bottom of a -  per­
haps Late -  Hatvan style hanging bowl from Tiszatar- 
dos (KALICZ 1968, Taf. 60.1b), and on an Early 
Vatya style bowl from the cemetery of Kulcs (BÓNA 
1975, Taf. 10.8). It appears frequently on North Trans­
danubian Incusted Ware (Nagylók: WOSINSKY 
1904, 42, 19. t. 4; HONTI-K1SS 1999-2000, 86, Abb. 
5.1; Szőny-Koponyás: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 205.6; 
HONTI-KISS 1999-2000, 86, Abb. 5.2; Siófok-Ba- 
latonszéplak-Vadkacsás: HONTI-KISS 1999-2000, 
86, Abb. 5.3; Veszprém-Rákóczi tér: KISS 2001, 167, 
73. kép 22, 101. kép 1-3,5), but can be found in the 
South Transdanubian material as well (Siklós: KISS 
2001, 167, 43. kép 1). It can be seen combined with 
the “W” motif on the vessels from Szőny, Siófok and 
Mosonszentjános, and on a vessel from Veszprém- 
Tiszti lakások (KISS 1997, 44, 45 5.3. kép). More

complex versions appear on Lower Danube Incrusted 
Ware from the earliest -  Koszider -  phase (SHAL- 
GANOVA 1995, 294, 296, Fig. 3.30, 27-55).

The decoration made up of “Y” motifs running 
around the inner side of the rim fragment is also fre­
quent on Middle Bronze Age pottery, although usually 
in a slightly different version without the upper verti­
cal lines. It can be found on the walls of the urns of 
late Transdanubian Incrusted Ware (e.g. Esztergom: 
TORMA 1976, Taf. 9.3, Taf. 10.1,3) and late Vatya 
style urns and storage vessels (e.g. Lovasbe- 
rény-Jánoshegy: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 49.4, Taf. 50.1, 
Taf. 51.4-5; Cegléd-Öreghegy: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
40.1; Százhalombatta-Földvár: POROSZLAI 2000, 
PI. 6.1; Alcsutdoboz-Csaplári-erdő: VÁCZI 2002, 68, 
72 5.2. kép; etc.).

The exemplar from Kazár is undecorated.
Based on the above we can date the bird repre­

sentations from Buják and Pákozd to the Middle 
Bronze Age, probably to its end, the Koszider Period. 
The rattles from Zagyvapálfalva and Kisterenye can 
also be placed in the Middle Bronze Age with some 
certainty, mostly due to their general characteristics. 
The Late Bronze Age date of the exemplar from Kazár 
is given as the result of the excavation, despite the lack 
of comparable pieces.

Formal-typological groups o f Bronze Age bird repre­
sentations

Although bird representations show great formal 
variability, a few typological groups can be differenti­
ated without difficulties. Many of the bird-shaped rat­
tles are unique and do not have closer analogues 
(Füzesabony: List 1.6a—b; Jászdózsa-Kápolnahalom: 
List 1.8b; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206, Nr. 436; 
Nitriansky Hrádok: List 1.16a-b; TOCÍK 1978, Taf. 
50.5, Taf. 55.9; Tószeg: List 1.26a; Tiszaug; Mala 
Vrbica: List 1.14a; Ostrovul Mare: List 1.17; DU- 
MITRESCU 1974, 354, Fig. 400; Korbovo: List 1.12; 
VASIC-VASIC 2000, 135, 136 Fig. 12; unknown site 
in Hungary: List 1.32). The exemplar from Buják is a 
representative of a distinctive group of bird-shaped 
rattles (List 1, Fig. 6). The group is characterized by 
strong stylization: their body is made up of two spheri­
cal segments with a strong side edge and a rib running 
along the middle of the back. Their head, wings and 
tail are indicated only by small knobs. They usually 
bear incised decoration filled with white incrustation. 
The rattles from Biatorbágy, “Harc”, Mad’arovce, 
Maié Kosihy, Piliny, Százhalombatta, Szécsény and 
Veszprém (List 1.29a) belong here. Perhaps one of the 
rattles from Jászdózsa-Kápolnahalom (List 1.8a) can 
be listed here as well, although it stands of four beaded
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Fig. 6. Distribution of Bronze Age bird-shaped rattles (see List 1)

Fig. 7. Distribution of Bronze Age bird-shaped askoi (see List 2)
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legs. The members of this group can be dated to the 
second half of the Middle Bronze Age, probably to the 
Koszider Period.

Another typological group is formed by a number 
of less stylized bird-shaped rattles with two human 
legs, an oval body and highly raised heads on longer 
necks. The two exemplars from Kaposvár (List 
1.9a-b; KISS 2001, 121. kép 1-2) and three others 
from Királyszentistván certainly belong to this group. 
The damaged ones from Zamárdi (List 1.31; KISS 
2001, 121.kép 6a-c) and Sárisáp (List 1.20; BÓNA 
1975, Taf. 209.4) are also close: they stand on two hu­
man feet, but their bodies are more globular. The ex­
emplar from Papkeszi (List 1. 18; KISS 2001, 121. 
kép 5a-b) is also damaged: its head and two legs are 
missing. The rattle from Dunaalmás with its dispro­
portionately small head and short neck is already 
slightly different. According to V. Kiss and T. Kovács 
the unpublished rattle from Siófok-Szépiák (List 
1.21) is close to the one from Dunaalmás (KO- 
VÁCS-STANCZIK 1980, 49, note 16; KOVÁCS 
1989-1990,38, note 42; KISS 2001, 166, note 1132). 
Head fragments from Füzesabony (List 1.6c; TOMPA 
1934-1935, Taf. 41.26), Nitriansky Hrádok (List 
1.16c; TOCÍK 1978, Taf. 126.20) and Veselé- 
Hradisko10 (List 1.28; TOCÍK 1964, 88, Tab. 42.18) 
may have belonged to such bird-shaped rattles as well. 
These rattles can be dated to the classical phase of the 
Middle Bronze Age. One of the rattles from Kiste- 
renye (List 1.11a) and the one from Zagyvapálfalva 
published here are only distantly similar: the bottom 
of the Kisterenye rattle is flat, while the one from 
Zagyvapálfalva stands on four beaded feet.

A closed, but small group comprise a few, already 
Late Bronze Age objects. The rattles from Grave 32 of 
the cemetery of Cruceni (List 1.3; VASIC-VASIC 
2003, 167, Abb. 11) and from Mala Vrbica (List 
1.14c; VUKMANOVIC-POPOVIC 1996, Tab. 5.10) 
are practically identical both in form and decoration. 
In both cases the upper part of the body is globular, 
while the lower part has a truncated cone shape. Their 
heads are raised up high, while their backs display in­
cised spiral decoration. Another fragmentary piece 
from Mala Vrbica (List 1.14b; VUKMANOVIC- 
POPOVIC 1996, Tab. 5.9) was probably of the same 
type. This group is later than the Koszider Period, they 
are dated already to the Late Bronze Age.

The classification of Bronze Age bird-shaped askoi 
(List 2, Fig. 7) into typological groups was carried out 
by T. Kovács (KOVÁCS 1972, 11; 1989-1990, 
37-38). Most recently I. Szathmári collected all the 
known exemplars (SZATHMÁRI 2003), since then 
new pieces have been published only from Ároktő- 
Dongóhalom (List 2.3a-d; FISCHL 2006, 34-35, Nr.

61; 98, Nr. 359; 101-102, Nr. 376; 135, Nr. 513). The 
earliest ones can be dated to the beginning of the Hun­
garian Early Bronze Age (Zók: List 2.27; TOMPA 
1934-1935, Taf. 20.6; Rabe: List 2.17; BANNER 
1939, 80, 4. kép 5a-b). The exemplar from “Hosszú- 
pályi” (List 2.8; KALICZ 1968, Taf. 11.1 a—c), from 
Szabolcs-Szatmár-Bereg County (List 2.28; KALICZ 
1968, Taf. 16.1a-b) and Ponorul de la Cälätea (List 
2.16; ROMÁN-NÉMETI 1986, 224, Fig. 14.6) are 
dated to the second half of the Early Bronze Age. Al­
though according to Kovács, the Early Bronze Age 
askoi are unique and show very little similarity with 
each other and the other askoi, a few important com­
mon traits are recognizable: their neck is usually short 
and vertical and the bird’s “chest” is usually plump. 
These features can also be observed on a few Middle 
Bronze Age exemplars, e.g. from Túrkeve (List 2.25; 
SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb. 2.3), Tiszalúc-Danka- 
domb (List 2.22; KALICZ 1968, Taf. 52.10), Kecskéd 
(List 2.9; DUSEK 1960b, Taf. 4.3), Wietenberg (List 
2.26; POPESCU 1944, 102, Abb. 45.4) and Tisza­
füred (List 2.21; KOVÁCS 1990, Abb. 1-5), and per­
haps on the fragmentary askos from Felsőörs (List 2.4; 
ÉRI-KELEMEN-NÉMETH- TORMA 1969, 91, 14. 
kép).

Regarding the rest of the askoi we accept T. 
Kovács’ classifications and the additions by K. Fischl 
(FISCHL 2006). One of the askoi from Füzesabony 
(List 2.5d; KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 47, Abb. 1.2) and 
one from Periam (List 2.13; ROSKA 1942, 224, 270. 
kép) are rather close to each other: they have a short 
body, short, protruding neck and straight, cut-off rim. 
They are similar to the askos from Öcsöd (BANNER 
1960, 4-7. kép), which, however, is probably ear­
lier.11 The other, mostly Middle Bronze Age, exem­
plars were divided into two groups by T. Kovács ac­
cording to the position of their handle. In one group, 
the handle is placed on the back of the bird, e.g. on the 
askoi from Füzesabony (List 2.5c, 5e; KALICZ 1968, 
Taf. 115.7; KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 48, Abb. 2.7), 
Mezőcsát (List 2.10; KALICZ 1968, Taf. 69.1, Taf. 
115.9), Tiszatardos (List 2.23; KALICZ 1968, Taf.
60.3, Taf. 115.6) and Sälacea (List 2.18; BADER 
1978, PI. 19.9). In the other group, the handle arches 
over the neck and there is often a decoration of short 
incisions on the back. The exemplars from Pir (List 
2.14; BADER 1978, PI. 29.8), Ároktő (List 2.3d), Al­
sóvadász (List 2.2; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 520, Abb. 
4-5), Tószeg (List 2.24; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 1.4) 
and Füzesabony (List 2.5a, 5f, 5i—1, 5n-o; KOVÁCS- 
STANCIK 1980, 48, 4. kép; KOVÁCS 1989, 48, Abb. 
2.1, 49, Abb. 3.1-4.6-7) belong here. Another piece 
from Ároktő (List 2.3b) is a transitional form between
T. Kovács’ Types 2 and 3 (FISCHL 2006, 159).12
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Bird-shaped vessels (List 2, Fig. 8) can be divided 
into three larger groups. The first group includes ves­
sels whose body is also more or less bird shaped (List 
ЗА). These vessels are rather varied and unique. The 
“Vucedol Dove” (List ЗА. 12; SCHMIDT 1945, Taf. 
50.1), dated to the Vucedol B1 phase -  preceding im­
mediately the beginning of the Bronze Age in Hun-

stand on a low pedestal or ring, their strongly stylized 
head rises hardly from the rim, and their wings and 
tails are plastically modelled.

The next group comprises deep bowls with bird 
head protomes sprouting from their side or rim (List 
3B). This group can be divided into two types, only 
one of which is uniform and easily delineable. The al-

Fig. 8. Distribution of Bronze Age bird-shaped vessels (see List 3)

gary -  has no exact analogues. The Middle Bronze 
Age vessels from Dunaújváros (List 3A.3; KOVÁCS 
1972, 17, Fig. 3), Törtei (List ЗА. 10; KOVÁCS 1972, 
19, Fig. 4), Vatin (List 3A. 11; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 
1.7), Pecica (List 3A.6; DUMITRESCU 1974, 358, 
Fig. 403) and Starcevo (List ЗА.7; GARASANIN 
1952, 64, Fig. 1-la) are unique as well. The decora­
tion of the fragment from Szentes-Tés (List 3A.8; 
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 114.2a-c) — short incisions be­
tween two parallel incised lines -  connects it with the 
vessel from Bökénymindszent. Both are from the 
Middle Bronze Age. A smaller group is formed by the 
vessels from Mala Vrbica (List 3A.4; VUKMA- 
NOVIC-POPOV1C 1996, Tab. 5.8), Ostrovul Corbu- 
lui (List ЗА.5; REICH 2005, 233, Abb. 2.3) and Cärna 
(List ЗА.2; DUMITRESCU 1961, PI. 103.540): they

ready Late Bronze Age (BzC) exemplars from Cärna, 
Korbovo and Orsoya are all very close to each other; 
they differ basically only in their decoration and their 
lid. Their body is pressed globular, they usually stand 
on a ring, and the bird head springs from their side 
wall. The vessel from Ostrovul Mare (List 3B.18; DU­
MITRESCU 1974, 355, Fig. 401) has an identical 
shape, but the position of the bird head is different: it 
sprouts from the rim, immediately above the handle. 
One of the vessels from Szeremle (List 3B. 19b) can be 
regarded a transitional type between vessels with a 
bird-shaped body and vessels with bird head pro­
tomes. Another vessel from Szeremle (List 3B.19a) -  
although its shape connects it to this group -  repre­
sents a transitional form towards bowls with lobular 
rim due to its stylized bird head, just like the vessel



Bronze Age bird representations from the Carpathian Basin 85

from Balatonfíízfő. The shape of the vessel from Kun- 
szentmárton (List 3B.16; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 190.5) 
differs from that of the others, and it also stands on 
two human feet, but its bird head starts from the rim 
and is positioned right above the handle, just like on 
the vessel from Ostrovul Mare. These exemplars can 
be dated to the Koszider Period, while the piece from 
Balatonfíízfő should be dated immediately before it.

The third group is composed of bowls with rounded 
shoulder, pressed biconical body and lobular rim, on 
which the tip of the lobes forms a stylized bird -  or 
sometimes human? -  head (List 3C). Most are identi­
cal (Mosorin-Feudvar: List 3C.20a; HÄNSEL-ME- 
DOVIC 1994, 199, Abb. 9.3; Szeremle: List
3C.22a-b; REICH 2005, 232, Abb. 1.2-3; Vrsac-At: 
List 3C.23; MAJNARIC-PANDzIC 1985, T. 4.3) and 
can be dated to the Koszider Period, together with the 
fragment from Pákozd. The bird (?) head of one 
fragment from Mosorin (List 3C.20b; REICH 2005, 
232, Abb. 1.5), however, starts from the side of the 
vessel, and can perhaps be dated after the Koszider 
Period.

In the Late Bronze Age clay bird representations 
become rarer, and their place is taken over by objects 
made of bronze (figurines, pendants, fittings, etc.). 
Pieces comparable to the rattle from Kazár are not 
known yet. A bird-shaped rattle standing on a conical 
pedestal from Lengyel (WOSINSKY 1890, 113-114, 
Nr. 116; 1896, 338, 95. t. 1) might date from the Late 
Bronze Age,13 just like a fragment of probably a simi­
lar piece (WOSINSKY 1904, 30. t. 3).14 A bird­
shaped vessel on a pedestal with a lid decorated by 
bird heads was found near Mohács and can be dated to 
HaA-B (KOVÁCS 1977, 58. t.). A fragmentary and 
unpublished bird-shaped vessel standing on four feet 
is known from the vicinity of Székesfehérvár 
(KOVÁCS 1972, 17). The date of a bird-shaped vessel 
from Mad’arovce -  mistakenly identified by Bóna as 
an askos (BÓNA 1975, 214) -  is uncertain (VISEG­
RÁDI 1911,38, 7. t. 13). Although it was found at the 
Middle Bronze Age settlement, its shape, especially its 
high, funnel-like mouth on the back of the bird shows 
great similarity with Late Bronze Age Lusatian style 
vessels (e.g. HRALOVÁ 1962, Taf. 23.6; Taf. 27.8; 
GEDIGA 1979, 328, Rye. 209.1). A number of bird­
shaped askoi were found in the Umfield Period (HaA- 
B3) cemetery of Budapest-Békásmegyer (KALICZ- 
SCHREIBER 1991, 175, 177, Abb. 10.1, 187, Abb. 
20.6a-c). Two bird-shaped bronze vessels from Cice- 
rovee and an unknown find spot in Hungary (HAM­
PEL 1886, LXI. t.3, LXV1II. t. 5; KOVÁCS 1977, 
69-70. t.) can be dated to the Late Bronze Age as well. 
A few omitomorphic clay figurines are known from 
Final Bronze Age and Early Iron Age contexts from

Croatia (e.g. Sotin, Batina, Dalj: ILKIC 2006, 54, 
57-58, T. 4.5,7-8, T. 5.3,6, with further literature) and 
Transylvania (Teleac: VASILIEV 1985-1986, 79-80, 
82, Fig. 2.1). Beyond the Carpathians, a large number 
of bird-shaped vessels and rattles are known from 
Lusatian and Wysocko style assemblages (see e.g. 
GARDAWSKI 1979; GEDIGA 1979; NOW1NSKI 
2000; W^GRZYNOWICZ 2000).

The role o f bird representations in Bronze Age reli­
gion

Researchers generally identify Early and Middle 
Bronze Age bird representations as aquatic birds, and 
connect them to cultic life and religion. But what does 
indicate such a function? The first step in such an in­
vestigation should be a contextual analysis of these 
finds. Unfortunately, this is impossible in most cases, 
since many of them are either stray finds or were 
found at old, badly documented excavations.

The analysis of the wider context of askoi was 
carried out by I. Szathmári (SZATHMÁRI 2003, 
516-517), but due to the lack of more exact informa­
tion she could not achieve substantial results. The ma­
jority of the askoi was found in settlements, mostly in 
Middle Bronze Age layers of tell settlements. Unfortu­
nately, the more exact find spot and context of askoi 
found during early excavations can be determined 
very rarely. In these cases the askoi were discovered in 
houses, in house debris, less frequently in the “streets” 
between the houses, where they probably got secon­
darily, after the collapse of the house, and never in pits 
(SZATHMÁRI 2003, 521). The only askos found in a 
grave comes from Kecskéd, but even in this case the 
exact assamblage cannot be identified due to insuffi­
cient documentation (DUSEK 1960b, 8). I. Szathmári 
mentioned the askos of Tiszafüred as coming from a 
grave as well. In fact, it was found only in the area of 
the Middle Bronze Age cemetery in the plough-soil, 
probably in a secondary position (KOVÁCS 1990, 9); 
still, it is associated with the cemetery. The askos of 
Felsőörs was definitely found in a special context, 
since it contained a Tolnanémedi type bronze hoard. It 
is remarkable that all Middle Bronze Age askoi from 
the eastern Carpathian Basin were discovered at settle­
ments, while the ones from Transdanubia from a 
bronze hoard and a grave.

Most bird-shaped rattles were discovered in settle­
ments (Biatorbágy, Buják, Dunaújváros, Füzesabony, 
Jászdózsa, Kisterenye, Magyarád, Mala Vrbica, Maié 
Kosihy, Nitriansky Hrádok, Piliny, Százhalombatta, 
Szécsény, Tiszafüred, Tiszaug, Tószeg, Vattina, Vese­
lé), only a few come from graves (e.g. Cruceni, Ka­
posvár, Királyszentistván, Siófok, Veszprém). Grave
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12 from Királyszentistván is certainly special (BÓNA 
1975, 201, Plan 1.9, Taf. 220.1,9-15, Taf. 221-222, 
Taf. 223.1-6). It contained 34 objects, among them 
the three bird-shaped rattles, an altar and many clay 
vessels. It is again remarkable that bird-shaped rattles 
are discovered exclusively in settlements in the eastern 
and northern part of the Carpathian Basin, and in 
graves in the western part.

Among bird-shaped vessels the “Vucedol Dove” 
comes from a special, certainly ritual context, as dem­
onstrated by M. Bradac recently (BRADAC 2002, 71, 
74, 97). The pit, in which it was found, yielded a great 
amount of ash and 44 pottery fragments. In the imme­
diate vicinity of the feature two other pits were discov­
ered as well: one contained the skeleton of a sacrificed 
deer, the other two human skeletons. All three pits 
were located near the so-called Megaron 1, in which 
remains of metallurgical activities were found.

The bird-shaped vessels of Vatin, Starcevo, Ostro- 
vul Corbului and Mala Vrbica were also found in sett­
lements, but we have no further knowledge on their 
context. The exemplars from Szihalom and Pecica 
probably also come from settlements, but the circum­
stances of the recovery remain unknown (or unpub­
lished). The vessel of Dunaújváros was discovered in 
Grave 779 of the cemetery of Duna-dűlő, and alleg­
edly the exemplar from Törtei was discovered in a 
grave as well (KOVÁCS 1972, 27-28). The vessel 
from Cäma is a stray find from the area of the ceme­
tery.

Most of the bowls with bird head protomes come 
from graves. As C. Reich has recently demonstrated 
(REICH 2005, 236), many of them were unearthed in 
special or especially rich graves. Grave 71 in Cärna 
contained a double child burial, while Grave 114 be­
longed to an adult. The grave of Balatonfüzfő con­
tained more than 100 vessels. A number of vessels and 
a figurine were found in the grave of Cärna-Ostro- 
vogania. The exemplars from Orsoya were also found 
in graves, although the cemetery has not yet been fully 
published and the association of the grave-goods is not 
always certain (REICH 2005, 236, note 45 with fur­
ther literature). Although two of the three bird-shaped 
vessels from Szeremle are stray finds, we can almost 
be certain that they were also grave-goods.

Some of the bowls with lobular rim come from set­
tlements (Mosorin-Feudvar, Pákozd), but the exem­
plars from Szeremle were found in especially rich 
graves (REICH 2005, 231, notes 6-7). The bowl from 
Vrsac was also discovered in a grave.

One of the Late Bronze Age bird-shaped rattles 
from Lengyel is also worth mentioning. According to 
Wosinsky’s description (WOSINSKY 1890, 64-66), 
Feature 58 was a round pit with many pottery frag­

ments, cinder covers, animal bones and a piece of a 
human skull in its upper layers. On the bottom of the 
pit there was a 160 cm thick layer of ash with many 
finds in it, including the fragment of the rattle. The 
feature was most probably a sacrificial pit.

Certain formal characteristics of these bird repre­
sentations may also suggest a ritual function. Some 
display anthropomorphic traits, which also indicates 
that we are not dealing with profane representations. 
This anthropomorphism is obvious in the case of the 
bird-shaped askos of Tiszafüred, which has a human 
face. On one of the askoi from Füzesabony-Öreg- 
domb (List 2.5b) two knobs on the front of the body 
represent female breasts. Very often bird repre­
sentations stand on human feet. The bird-shaped rat­
tles from Királyszentistván stand on two human feet, 
just like the ones from Dunaalmás, Kaposvár, Zamárdi 
and Sárisáp. The vessel with bird head protome from 
Kunszentmárton also has two human feet. Although 
the bird-shaped vessels from Vatin and Starcevo are 
fragmentary and their legs are missing, presumably 
they were supported by human feet as well. Two bird­
shaped rattles from Füzesabony (List 1.6a-b) have 
four feet, but only in the case of one it is possible to 
assume that these are human feet (in the other case 
they are more cmdely shaped).

The bird-shaped vessel of Dunaújváros has a ped­
estal imitating four human feet, two of which look for­
ward, two backward. According to I. Bóna, the bird is 
in fact sitting on an altar with human feet (BONA 
1961, 14). Similar small, flat altars are known from a 
number of Bronze Age sites.15 They were probably 
ritual paraphernalia, consequently the representation 
of the bird on an altar certainly removes them from the 
profane world.

It can be observed on some pieces that the neck of 
the birds is decorated by a necklace-like motif. The 
neck of the new rattle from Kisterenye-Hársas has an 
incised line with a row of impressed dots on both 
sides. The same motif can be seen on the neck of the 
vessel from Mala Vrbica. Two parallel lines run 
around the neck of the rattle from Tószeg. Below the 
neck of the bird head protome of the fragment from 
Pákozd there are three semicircles, from which comb­
shaped pendant-like motifs are hanging. The same 
kind of pendant appears on the neck of one of the 
rattles from Veszprém (List 1.19a).16 On the bird­
shaped vessel of Bökénymindszent two parallel in­
cised lines connected by dense incisions imitate a 
necklace.17 The neck of the somewhat earlier “Vuce­
dol Dove” is decorated by a necklace made up of a 
row of carved triangles with a double-axe motif above 
it. On the bowl from Feudvar triangles are hanging 
from the incised semicircle under the bird head, while
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on the bowl from Vrsac a series of dots are impressed 
in an arc under the bird head. On the fragment from 
Mosorin again dots impressed in an arc under the bird 
head represent a necklace, from which hook-like orna­
ments are hanging, with a motif in the middle that can 
be identified as an imitation of a heart-shaped bronze 
pendant. Similar motifs can be seen on the neck of the 
vessel from Ostrovul Corbului and the bowls with bird 
head protomes from Szeremle, Cärna and Orsoya as 
well. On these latter vessels the decoration under the 
bird head practically forms a complex decorative “col­
lar” (REICH 2005, 232, 234). Perhaps it is worth men­
tioning that the neck of the two birds drawing the clay 
chariot model of Dupljaja is also decorated with three 
incised lines (KOSSAK 1954, Taf. I ) .18 On the leg of 
one of the rattles from Királyszentistván (List 1.10c) 
an incised line ending in a spiral can be seen. This mo­
tif probably represents a bronze leg spiral, a human 
bronze jewellery.19

It has been suggested in connection with bowls 
with bird head protomes and bowls with lobular rim 
that they are representations of human-bird creatures 
or of human heads wearing bird masks (REICH 2005, 
234-235). The vessel from Törtei is also more than a 
simple bird representation. According to T. Kovács 
(KOVÁCS 1981, 70), the holes above the small knobs 
indicating the bird’s eyes served as the sockets of 
horns made of organic material. If this is correct, this 
would be the earliest exemplar in a series of Bronze 
Age horned bird representations. The bowls with 
bird head protomes from Cärna—Ostrovogania and 
Orsoya (List 3B.17g) also have horns. These elements 
also suggest that we are dealing with mythical crea­
tures.

Finally, one of the most important evidence that 
bird representations played an important role in rituals 
and cultic life was provided by the recent examination 
of the askos from Alsóvadász-Várdomb. The chemi­
cal study of the organic residue on the internal wall of 
the vessel demonstrated the presence of animal pro­
teins and high iron content suggestive of blood 
(SZATHMÁRI 2003, 519-520).

Based on the above we may agree that these special 
objects play an important role in religious life. The 
question, however, remains, what role was that? Are 
there any remains of Bronze Age religious life on the 
basis of which the role of these bird representations 
could be reconstructed? Research so far has been con­
cerned with the determination of their chronological 
and “cultural” place, and -  due to the lack of data and 
the obvious difficulties of interpretation -  rarely went 
further than establishing the fact that these bird figures 
had some kind of religious function, and probably 
contained sacrificial liquids.

We can approach this issue from a number of direc­
tions. First of all we have to ask if the bird repre­
sentations of various categories -  askoi, vessels and 
rattles -  were connected to the same religious notions, 
or they should be handled separately. Based on their 
contexts, there are no significant differences between 
the askoi and the rattles: most of them come from set­
tlements and the same territorial differences can be 
observed in both cases. At the same time, an obvious 
difference is provided by their different functions: one 
served as a container of liquids, the other as an instru­
ment for making noise (or music and rhythm). Vessels 
with bird-shaped bodies are also mostly found in set­
tlements, but in the case of bowls with bird head pro­
tomes and lobular rim an association with burial is 
dominant. Although their function could have been 
closer to that of the askoi, the two latter groups are 
separated from the rest in both space and time: they 
appear mainly in the southern part of the Carpathian 
Basin and can be dated to the end of the Middle 
Bronze Age (BzB) and the beginning of the Late 
Bronze Age (BzC). Despite these differences we think 
that the religious concepts behind the various bird rep­
resentations were not necessarily different.

In the case of bird-shaped askoi we may assume 
with some certainty based on the results of the chemi­
cal analysis of the exemplar from Alsóvadász that they 
were the paraphernalia of rites connected with blood 
sacrifice, probably carried out at tell settlements, 
which functioned as religious centres as well.

At the same time we may suggest in the case of 
both the askoi and the bird-shaped vessels that they 
were used to contain special, valuable, ritually signifi­
cant, perhaps psychoactive liquids as well.20 The con­
sumption of such substances is frequent in many relig­
ions and ritual activities, and was especially important 
in shamanistic religious practices. One of the most im­
portant elements of these is the “journey” or “flight” 
of the shaman, during which the shaman reaches a 
trance-like state and the spirit-world with the help o f -  
among others -  psychoactive substances. During this 
process animal-shaped (very often bird-shaped) pro­
tective spirits play an important role and help induce 
the ecstatic state of the shaman (ELIADE 2001, 
92-93), consequently in many cultural traditions the 
costume of the shaman imitates animals (e.g. birds) 
(ELIADE 2001, 152-154). The shaman often uses ri­
tual objects during the ceremony -  among others bird 
figurines, which are symbols of rising up high 
(ELIADE 2001, 224) and help the shaman “fly”. 
Drams also play a central role in shamanistic rituals. 
They can have many roles: enable the “flight”, take 
the shaman to his/her target, lure and “capture” spirits, 
and enable the shaman to focus in order to connect
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with the spirit world (ELIADE 2001, 163-169). In 
some places, however, e.g. in certain North American 
communities, shamans use rattles instead of drums 
(ELIADE 2001, 171-172).

We can thus see that psychoactive substances -  
probably stored in special vessels - , animal symbol­
ism and drums or rattles played an extremely impor­
tant role in shamanistic rituals. As M. Bradac pointed 
out during the analysis of the “Vucedol Dove” 
(BRADAC 2002), Bronze Age bird representations 
can easily be interpreted as the paraphernalia of such 
rituals: bird-shaped vessels -  or even askoi — could 
contain the various psychoactive substances, while 
bird-shaped rattles could function as the shaman’s rat­
tle. Perhaps the other, simpler, widely used rattles of 
the Middle Bronze Age could have served a similar 
purpose.21 A connection with shamanistic rituals is 
also suggested by the representation of human-bird 
creatures, since shamans often move on their way in 
the spirit world either with the help of birds or in the 
shape of birds.

For another possible interpretation of Bronze Age 
bird representations we can turn to the more well- 
founded interpretations of Late Bronze Age religious 
iconography from Central and Northern Europe, and 
examine how far these motifs and the concepts con­
nected to them can be traced back in space and time. 
Especially important are in this respect the works of F. 
Kául (KAUL 1998; 2003; 2005), in which he exami­
ned the iconography of the representations of the Nor­
dic Bronze Age from Montelius’ Period IV to VI, ap­
pearing especially on bronze razors, but also on other 
bronze objects and rock carvings as well (BRADLEY 
2006; on decorated razors most recently see JACOB- 
FRIESEN 2006). The detailed analysis of these en­
abled him to reconstruct the cosmological mythology 
of the region and period. According to his results, 
during its celestial -  and nocturnal -  voyage, the Sun 
is transported by horse-headed ships, and is drawn 
from one ship to another by mythical animals -  fish, 
horse and snake -  in the morning, at noon, in the eve­
ning and at midnight (Fig. 9).

Fig. 9. The reconstruction of the voyage of the Sun based on the representations o f the Nordic Late Bronze Age
(after KAUL 2003)
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Since most representations appear on razors, Kaul 
suggested that these were handed over to young men 
during rites of passage connected to initiation ceremo­
nies, together with the knowledge on cosmology, 
which then accompanied them during the rest of their 
lives (KAUL 1998, 154-156). Nevertheless, their eve­
ryday use seems unlikely, since they usually do not 
show traces of wear or loss of material due to reshar­
pening (JACOB-FRIESEN 2006, 70). Although these 
representations sometimes do depict birds as well (e.g. 
Emsbüren: WILBERTZ 1992, 107, Abb. 6.2; KAUL 
1998, 242, Fig. 16322), they do not seem to play an 
important role in the reconstructed mythology. We 
have to note, however, that the positioning of the bird 
heads on this last-mentioned exemplar is the same as 
on the bird-ships or Sun-boats from central Europe 
(see below).

Nordic ship iconography can be traced back to 
Montelius’ Period la (contemporaneous with the 
Middle Bronze Age of the Carpathian Basin). This is 
the date of the two swords with curving blades 
(K ru m m sch w ert)  from Rprby, one of which carries a 
ship representation (KAUL 1998, 73, Fig. 1, with fur­
ther literature), and probably of a few rock carvings as 
well. Nevertheless, no Sun imagery is present on these 
representations yet.

The Sun representation of Trundholm has a great 
significance in connection with these cosmological 
concepts. Although it is usually referred to as the “Sun 
chariot of Trundholm”, it is actually not a chariot, but 
a representation of the Sun drawn by a horse. The 
composition is placed on a wagon only for practical 
reasons: it forms a movable podium needed to carry 
around the scene on various occasions, like proces­
sions (KAUL 1998, 30-34; HÄNSEL 2000, 334). The 
composition of Trundholm can be easily connected to 
the mythology reconstructed on the basis of later 
finds, and makes it probable that it -  or at least many 
elements of it -  existed already in Montelius’ Period II 
(Tumulus Grave Period in Central Europe).

Birds play a much more prominent role in Late 
Bronze Age Central European imagery. One of the 
most important motifs, which is most certainly con­
nected to the Nordic religious concepts, is that of the 
bird-ship ( V o g e lb a rk e ) or Sun-ship ( V o g e lso n n e n - 
barke). On these representations the keel extensions of 
the ships end in an aquatic bird’s head, and in most 
cases the ships carry the Sun. The motif has been stu­
died extensively by a number of scholars (e.g. MER- 
HART 1940, 33-36; 1956-1957, 98-107; 1969b, 
338-357; KOSSACK 1954, 45-50; JOCKENHÖVEL 
1974a; 1974b; SCHAUER 1978, 111-1 12; ZIPF 
2004, 428^177).

Three basic types of the Late Bronze Age Sun-ship 
motif can be distinguished. The most characteristic 
and most elaborate bird- and Sun-ships can be found 
on the richly decorated Hajdúböszörmény type bronze 
buckets from the HaBl phase (Fig. 10.1). In this “clas­
sic” version the boat encircles from below the Sun 
disc, which is made up of punched concentric circles 
and a repoussé central boss. The main distribution area 
of these buckets is in Northeast Hungary, in the area of 
the Nyírség and its immediate environment,22 but they 
appear in other regions of Europe as well. Some of 
these can be regarded as imports from the Carpathian 
Basin (e.g. Unterglauheim: MÜLLER-KARPE 1959, 
293, Taf. 169.3-5; Granzin: MERHART 1969b, Taf. 
44.2; PATAY 1971, Abb. 198), others are probably 
local products (e.g. Biemacice: KOSZANSKA 1946— 
1947; MERHART 1969b, Taf. 44.1; Siem: THRANE 
1965, Fig. 16-19; MERHART 1969b, Taf. 44.3). A 
version of this motif appears on Mariesminde type 
bronze amphorae (Mariesminde: THRANE 1965, Fig 
20-21; MERHART 1969b, Taf. 48.1; Bjärsjöholm: 
THRANE 1965, 195 Fig. 22; MERHART 1969b, Taf. 
48.2), while the classical form can be seen on a few 
Early Iron Age -  8th century BC -  Gevelingen- 
Veii-Seddin type bronze amphorae (Veii-Quattro 
Fontanii, Grave AA1: JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, Taf. 
21.1; 1974b, 22 Abb. 4; Gevelinghausen: JOCKEN­
HÖVEL 1974b, Taf. 1-5, 18-21, Abb. 2-3) and the 
bucket from Rivoli (MERHART 1969b, Taf. 44.5; 
JANKÓVITS 1996, 308, 318 Abb. 7.4).

There exists a simpler version of the Sun-ship as 
well, which also appears on bronze objects with 
punched and repoussé decoration. In this case the bird- 
head protomes start from a horizontal line of dots or 
bosses; furthermore the keel of the ships does not 
curve, and the Sun is represented by 1-3 repoussé 
bosses between the two bird-heads (Fig. 10.3). Such 
representations are known from Late Bronze Age and 
Early Iron Age metal vessels, among others on the 
upper part of the alredy-mentioned Gevelingen type 
amphorae. An amphora from Przqslawice (JOCKEN­
HÖVEL 1974b, Taf. 8, 25-26; GEDL 1996, 380, 393, 
Abb. 10) is close to these and bears only the simpler 
version of the Sun-ship. The motif appears on other 
Late Urnfield Period bronze vessels as well, e.g. 
on B1 type bronze cauldrons (Mezőkövesd: PATAY 
1969b, Abb. 4-7, Taf. 43.1; 1990, 23, Nr. 19, Taf. 
14.19; Kunisowice: MERHART 1969b, Taf. 47.4; 
PATAY 1969b, 187, Abb. 16, Taf. 49.2; Rossin: 
MERHART 1969b, Taf. 27.5) and on a conical bronze 
strainer from Tiszavasvári-Fácános erdő (THRANE 
1965, Fig. 24a-b; PATAY 1990, 71, Nr. 120, Taf. 
46.120).
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Fig. 10. Sun-ship representations on bronze vessels. 1: Hajdúböszörmény (after PATAY 1990); 2: Este (after MERHART
1969b); 3: Gevelinghausen (after JOCKENHÖVE1 1974b)

The third, rarest version is a double Sun-ship, 
where two ships are represented keel-to-keel and have 
a Sun-disc in the middle (Fig. 10.2). This motif can be 
seen on a shield from an unknown find spot in Den­
mark (MERHART 1969b, Taf. 50.30), and beomes 
more popular in Early Iron Age Italy: it appears on 
bronze vessels from Este (MERHART 1969b, Taf. 
47.2) and Ricovero (JANKOVITS 1996, 318, Abb. 
7.6), furthermore on elliptic bronze belt plates with 
punched decoration in a number of versions, asso­
ciated with separate bird figures and spoked-wheel 
motifs (ZIPF 2004, 279-312, Taf. 44-47, Taf. 49.1-2, 
Taf. 50, Taf, 51.1-2).

While previously the time and place of the emer­
gence of the “classic” form of the motif was connected 
to the Hajdúböszörmény type buckets (e.g. K.OS- 
SACK 1954), it is now clear that this iconography ap­
pears roughly at the same time throughout Europe, in 
the Carpathian Basin, in the northern piedmonts of the 
Alps and in Northern Italy. In fact, it seems that the 
earliest ones are from Italy (JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, 
85-86). The motif appears on other object types as 
well, e.g. on helmets (Tarquinia, Poggio delFIm- 
piccato: MERHART 1940, 7 Abb. 1.11-1 la ,13; 21 
Abb. 6.1-2; Tarquinia, Monterozzi: JOCKENHÖVEL 
1974b, 45, Abb. 8.4; San Canziano: MERHART 
1940, 23, Abb. 8.1-2), armours (Fillinges: SCHAUER

1978, Taf. 18-23; “Naples”: MERHART 1969a, 152 
Abb. 1), diadems (Szombathely: ILON 2002, 1. tábla), 
greaves (Pergine: MERHART 1956-1957, 103, Abb. 
3, Taf. 3-4; JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, Taf. 20.4-5; 
Cannes-Écluse: JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, 85, with 
further literature) and razors (unknown site, Protovil- 
lanova phase: JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, Taf. 19.1; Bo- 
volone: JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, Taf. 19.2). Stylized 
incised versions can be found on Protovillanova style 
pottery as well (JOCKENHÖVEL 1974a, Taf.
21.2-3,5). A Sun-ship can be seen on one of the mar­
ble stelae of Razlogen in Bulgaria (Fig. 11.1) (HÄN- 
SEL 1969, 64, Abb. 1; 2000, 336, Abb. 4b).

The Sun-ship motif can be found on the lower part 
of the hilt of a large number of Late Urnfleld Period 
solid-hilted swords (so-called bowl-pommel swords or 
Schalenknaufschwert, and swords with three bulges on 
the grip or Dreiwulstschwert). On a few exemplars it 
is beyond doubt that the decoration actually represents 
a Sun-ship with bird-head protomes (e.g. Pergine: 
BIANCO PERONI 1970, 104, Nr. 284, Taf. 42.284, 
Taf. 63.284; vicinity of Oradea: KEMENCZEI 1991, 
51, Nr. 206, Taf. 45.206, Taf. 46.206; BADER 1991, 
143, Nr. 339, Taf. 38.339, Taf. 39.339; Szentes: 
KEMENCZEI 1991, 55, Nr. 233, Taf. 54.233, Taf. 
55.233; Derecske: KEMENCZEI 1991, 58, Nr. 245, 
Taf. 57.245, Taf. 58.245). Furthermore, the bird-head
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Fig. 11. The stelae of Razlogen (after HÄNSEL 1969)

appears even on the blade of the sword from Pergine, 
as a continuation of the garlands accompanied by dots, 
while the swords from Borsodbóta and Vaja have a 
ship-like decoration on their blades, with a row of con­
centric semi-circles on them (MOZSOLICS 1985, 12, 
Taf. 156.1, Taf. 209.4; KEMENCZEI 1991, 38, Nr. 
129.131, Taf. 30.129, Taf. 32.131). Based on these we 
think it is safe to assume that the other, similar, but 
somewhat more stylized, decoration on such swords 
also represent the Sun-ship (BIANCO PERONI 1970, 
102-103, Nr. 281-282, Taf. 42:280-282, Taf. 63.282; 
KRÄMER 1985, 29-34, Nr. 89-107, Taf. 14-17, Taf. 
18:107; KEMENCZEI 1991, 50-58, Taf. 44.199-201, 
Taf. 45-57, Taf. 58:244-45; BADER 1991, 128-139, 
140-153, Taf. 32-35, Taf. 38-39, Taf. 42-49, Taf. 
50:360; on these types of swords in general see most 
recently STOCKHAMMER 2004, 35-50, 61-68, 
77-91, 104-126).

The same motif appears in the form of pendants 
and amulets as well (KOSSACK 1954, Taf. 11). A

crescent shaped pendant with two antithetic bird head 
protomes are known from Debrecen-Fancsika, hoard I 
(MOZSOLICS 1985, 110, Taf. 213.6). A similar piece 
is known from the slightly earlier find of Ópályi as 
well (MOZSOLICS 1973, Taf. 20.4). A small, bird- 
ship shaped bronze pendant was found in the river 
Szamos near Satu Mare (PETRESCU-DÍMBOV1TA 
1977, PI. 182.17; MOZSOLICS 1973, Taf. 29.11). 
The Early Umfield Period pendants of Martian (FUR- 
MÁNEK 1980, 44, Nr. 841, Taf. 31.841, Taf. 35.B3) 
and Nádudvar (NEPPER-MÁTHÉ 1971, 49, 11. kép 
10) are especially interesting: their bodies have mul­
tiple perforations, so they probably formed part of a 
composite pendant ornament (PAULÍK 1999, 44, Obr.
7.2-3). A similar piece from Jernhyt, Denmark 
(KAUL 1998, 134, Fig. 89) is probably an import 
from the Carpathian Basin. Bird-ship shaped bronze 
pendants have also been discovered from Iron Age 
contexts on the Dalmatian shore and in eastern Italy 
(HILLER 2001). A few clay models of ships with
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bird-head pro tomes are known from the Villanova 
Period in Etruria, from Tarquinia (HÖCKMANN 
2001, 228, 268, Abb. 3-5, 283, ТА 3, 284, ТА 12.14).

Bird-ships are much less frequent in the preceding 
Tumulus Grave Period. The decorated bronze belt 
plate from Vajdácska can perhaps be dated to BzC -  
but not later than BzD -  and has two ship-renderings 
lying keel-to-keel, interrupted by concentric circles 
that symbolize the Sun (KEMENCZEI 1981, 153, Nr. 
46, 157, Abb. 1.1, Taf. 5; MOZSOLICS 1985, 59, 
210-211, Taf. 207.1; KAUL 1998, 280, Fig. 177). 
This motif could have been the prototype of the third 
version of Late Urnfield Period Sun-ship repre­
sentations. A plastically modelled piece of daub from 
Dvory nad zitavou can be dated to the early Tumulus 
Grave Period, that is, the Koszider Period (PAULÍK 
1962, 28-32; PAULÍK 2001, 29, Obr. 11.2). It was 
found in Pit 3 of the settlement, associated with Late 
Mad’arovce pottery (NOVOTNÁ 1997, Abb. 4.1.4-5). 
According to M. Novotna and K. Marková, the 
“homed” disc-shaped pendants from the bronze 
hoards of Vcelince and Kölesd-Nagyhangos could 
also be interpreted as antithetic bird-heads (MAR­
KOVÁ 2001, 360; NOVOTNÁ 2001, 365-366), and 
consequently perhaps as bird-ship representations. 
This might be supported by the fact that the disc of the 
pendant from Vcelince has a spoked-wheel (Radk- 
reuz) shaped decoration, which can be identified as a 
Sun symbol (see below). If we accept this interpreta­
tion -  despite the fact that the Sun is below the ship -  
then that would make the piece the earliest Sun-boat 
representation. Most recently J. Paulik suggested in 
connection with the reconstruction of a fragment of a 
clay object, that the motif of the bird-ship could have 
existed in the Carpathian Basin already in the Middle

Fig. 12. Dvorniky-Posádka, reconstruction of a clay 
bird-ship(?) (after PAULÍK 1999)

Bronze Age. At the site of Dvorniky-Posádka, a 
Middle Bronze Age fortified settlement, a slightly 
curving clay object with rectangular cross-section and 
multiple perforations was found. According to Paulik, 
the object can be reconstmcted as a clay pendant simi­
lar to the later bronze exemplars from Marhan and 
Nádudvar (Fig. 12) (PAULÍK 1999; 2000; 2001). He 
also suggested that the bird-head shaped object from 
Veselé, which we here interpreted -  following pre­
vious research -  as a fragment of a bird-shaped rattle 
(List 1.28), should be reconstmcted the same way. Al­
though both these reconstmctions seem to be venture­
some, even far-fetched, it is worth mentioning that the 
neck of the fragment from Veselé has a narrow slot, 
with the help of which the object could have been sus­
pended. The correctness of this reconstruction can 
only be confirmed if a similar, but undamaged exem­
plar is found in the future.

Fig. 13. Disc-butted bronze axes with ship(?) 
representations (after MOZSOLICS 1967)
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Other representations unquestionably identifiable 
as ships are extremely rare in the Early and Middle 
Bronze Ages of the Carpathian Basin. An example is 
the clay boat model from Darda (BÁNDI-KOVÁCS 
1969-1970, 11.6-7. tábla; KISS 2002, 64, 2. kép 
la-d), which has an exact parallel from Orsoya 
(SHALGANOVA 1995, 300, 301 Fig, 5.85; KISS 
2002, 54, 2. kép 2a-c). Beyond this the interpretation 
of various models as ships becomes much less certain. 
It is possible that the curving line bundles on one of 
the bronze swords from the Zajta hoard are ships 
(MOZSOLICS 1967, Taf. 66.4). Perhaps the spiral 
motif of the rattle from Zagyvapálfalva can also be in­
terpreted as a ship representation. This would be im­
portant from two points of view. First, it associates for 
the first time bird and ship imagery, to become so 
popular later on. Second, there are short strokes on the 
line connecting the two spirals, that is, on the ship, 
which remind us of the similar motifs on the ship rep­
resentations of the Nordic Late Bronze Age, which are 
interpreted as the crew of the ships -  perhaps the souls 
of the deceased driving the ship (KAUL 2005).

According to F. Kaul (KAUL 1998, 279), the 
slightly curving line bundles with spiralling ends clos­
ing the running spiral motifs on some of the disc- 
butted axes of the Carpathian Basin (Fig. 13) can be 
regarded as ship representations. Such a motif can be 
seen on the already mentioned axes from Hajdúsám- 
son, Apa, Gaura, Szeghalom, Some§eni, Pauli?, Tég­
lás, Fridenau, Aporka, etc. A simpler form of the same 
motif appears on the bronze axe of Piliny, dated to the 
Middle Tumulus Grave Period (MOZSOLICS 1973, 
15, Taf. 8.2a). Among these, the ones from Téglás and 
Hajdúsámson are especially important, since they 
have a triangular shaped ornament in the middle of the 
“ships” (KAUL 1998, 278, Fig. 175). This again re­
minds us of an element of the Nordic Late Bronze Age 
representations: the so-called “mushroom” or “fan” 
motif (KAUL 1998, 188-195).24 The axe from 
Pläie?ti (VULPE 1970, 68, Nr. 294, Taf. 19.294; 
KAUL 1998, 279, Fig. 176) also deserves attention. 
On this exemplar there are concentric circles similar to 
the later Sun representation between the two ship-like 
curving line bundles closing the running spirals.

We cannot agree with P. Schauer’s opinion, ac­
cording to which the antithetic bird-head protomes 
cannot be interpreted as bird-ships, but are repre­
sentations of mythical creatures -  especially on defen­
sive weapons -  that have a protective function 
(SCHAUER 1978 [1982], 111). In the case of the 
bird-ship representations we would like to suggest that 
they reflect a cosmological mythology similar to the 
one in Northern Europe, where a bird-headed ship -  or 
ships? -  transport the Sun on its day-and-night, celes­

tial and underworld voyage. We may also assume -  
again similarly to the Nordic tradition -  that a bird- 
ship represented with the Sun is a symbol of the jour­
ney of the Sun during the day, while bird-ships with­
out the Sun represent the Sun’s nocturnal journey, 
when it cannot be seen. The motif of the bird-ship can 
be traced back from the 8th century BC to the Koszi- 
der Phase in central Europe, suggesting that these cos­
mological concepts might have existed already in the 
16th century BC.

It is worth following the history of the various ele­
ments of the Sun-ship motif, since these play a signifi­
cant role in themselves in Late Bronze Age symbo­
lism. Bird representations appear as punched decora­
tion on e.g. greaves (Rinyaszentkirály: CLAUSING 
2002, 153, Abb. 2.3), on a bronze vessel (Przqslawice: 
JOCKENHÖVEL 1974b, Taf. 8.2; GEDL 1996, 380, 
393, Abb. 10), and on the above-mentioned elliptic 
bronze belt plates from Northern Italy.

Late Bronze Age bronze bird-shaped figurines 
were first collected by G. Kossack, then analyzed by 
H. Matthäus (MATTHÄUS 1980; 1981). Their lists 
can be complemented by a few pieces published since 
then, e.g. from Tiszavasvári (KEMENCZEI 1984, 
189, Taf. 212.9; MOZSOLICS 1985, 205, Taf. 
261.22), Sárazsadány (MOZSOLICS 1985, 184, Taf. 
169.12), Boljanic (KÖNIG 2001, 252, Abb. 1; 2004, 
87, Taf. 19.90), Brondski Varos (CLAUSING 2003, 
Abb. 55.363), Gu?terita II (PETRESCU-DÍM- 
BOVITA 1977, 96, PI.’ 160.1-2), Beravica, Novi 
Becej, Futog, Rapoltu Mare (KÖNIG 2001 with fur­
ther literature), Stockheim (MÜLLER-KARPE 1959, 
288, Taf. 156.51), or Luzany (PAULÍK 1969, 24, Obr. 
16.2, 28, Obr. 19.6). Most of these are so-called Auf­
steckvögel, and they were probably fastened to some 
kind of — perhaps organic -  background. A bronze 
bird-shaped pendant is known from Dedinka (FUR- 
MÁNEK 1980, 43-44, Nr. 84, Taf. 31.840, Taf. 
42.B7). Bird-heads appear on the pommel of a few 
Late Bronze Age knives as well (MÜLLER-KARPE 
1963). A clay model with birds on wheels was found 
in Tumulus В of Brezniak in Poland, and can be dated 
to Period IV (KOSSACK 1954, Taf. 4.8; GEDL 1981, 
60-61, Taf. 29.D 1-6). Bird figures -  especially in the 
form of pendants, “bobbles” and appliqués -  are fre­
quent in early Greek material as well, mainly from the 
first half of the first millennium BC (BOUZEK 1967; 
1970; KILIAN-DIRLMEIER 1979, 69, 72, 127-186).

Beside the bird and the ship, various Sun repre­
sentations also play a great role in Bronze Age iconog­
raphy. It can be demonstrated in the Nordic Late 
Bronze Age that -  among others -  the motif of the 
spoked wheel (Radkreuz) symbolizes the Sun (KAUL 
1998, 195-199). It frequently appears both on razors
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and rock carvings (e.g. Hyllingebjerg: KÁUL 1998, 
94, Fig. 58; Egely: KÁUL 1998, 196, Fig. 128), and 
both on ships or standing alone.

The spoked wheel can be found in many forms in 
the Umfield Period material. Especially important are 
the Hajdúböszörmény type bronze buckets from Bier- 
nacice and Siem, and the bronze amphorae from Mari- 
esminde and Bjärsjöholm, on which the sun disc on 
the bird-ships are represented in this form. While it is 
debated whether the former two were made in the 
workshop in the northeast Carpathian Basin producing 
the classic Hajdúsámson type buckets or were made 
locally,25 this does suggest that this symbol can be in­
terpreted as the Sun in Central Europe as well.

The spoked wheel is frequent among others on a 
group of decorated bronze greaves (Athens: PETRES 
1982, 60, 67 Abb. 6d; CLAUSING 2002, 152, Abb
1.2-3; Boljanic: CLAUSING 2002, 152, Abb. 1.1; 
KÖNIG 2004, 33, 191-194 Nr. 3, Taf. 15.17; Mal­
pensa: JANKÓVITS 1997, 11, Fig. 1; Nadap: PET- 
RES 1982, Abb. 3-5; JANKOVITS 1997, 4, Fig. 2, 5, 
Fig. 3.2; Nagyvejke: JANKOVITS 1997, 7, Fig. 4; 
Rinyaszentkirály: PETRES 1982, 59, 67, Abb. 6a; 
JANKOVITS 1997, 2, Fig. 1.1; Slavonski Brod: 
CLAUSING 2003, 63-64, Abb. 3; Stetten-Teiritz- 
berg: PETRES 1982, 59, 67, Abb. 6c; CLAUSING 
2002, 152, Abb. 1.7; Veliko Nabrde: CLAUSING 
2002, 152, Abb. 1.6). It can be observed on bronze 
belt plates (Uioara de Sus: PETRESCU-DÍMBO- 
VITA 1977, 116, Pl. 255.1, Pl. 256.5-6; Gu?terita II: 
PETRESCU-DIMBOVITA 1977, 96, Pl. 159.1; Vaj­
dácska: KEMENCZEI i 981, 153, Nr. 46-47, 157, 
Abb. 1.1-2, Taf. 5-6; Rosci^cino: HÄNSEL 2000, 
335, Abb. 2) and on some of the Early Urnfield Period 
Kisterenye type bronze pendants. On two such exem­
plars from the composite pendant of Rimavské Sobota 
the mid-piece is shaped like a ribbed spoked wheel 
(MOZSOLICS 1973, 52-53, Taf. 21; FURMÁNEK 
1980, 18, Nr. 139-40, Taf. 8.139-40, Taf. 27.787). A 
composite pendant from Gurusläu also bears spoked 
wheel shaped motifs (PETRESCU-DIMBOVITA 
1977, PI. 48.18).

Bronze spoked wheel shaped pendants {Radan­
hänger) are known from Denmark to Italy, from 
France to Bohemia, from any periods from the Middle 
Tumulus Grave Period until the end of the Bronze 
Age, in some areas even from the Iron Age (KOS- 
SACK 1954, 85-91, Fundliste A; WELS-WEY- 
RAUCH 1978, 67-77). In the Carpathian Basin the 
exemplars known from Slovakia can be dated to the 
Early and Middle Umfield Period (Dedinka, Púchov, 
Dőlné Janiky, etc.: FURMÁNEK 1980, 12-14, Taf. 
4.89-91,93,96-97, Taf. 5.94, Taf. 42.B4, Taf. 43.A2). 
In Hungary, a similar pendant was found at Felsődob-

sza (MOZSOLICS 1973, 53, Taf. 47.32), in Romania 
it is known from the hoard of Mi$ca (PETRESCU- 
DIMBOVITA 1977, PI. 56.3-4), in Croatia from the 
bronze hoard of Brodski Varos (CLAUSING 2003, 
Abb. 55.348-350), and in Bosnia from Drenov do 
(KÖNIG 2004, 119, Taf. 56.21). Identical bronze pen­
dants are known from the grave assemblage of Neck­
enmarkt, which can be dated to the Koszider Period or 
immediately after it (MOZSOLICS 1973, 53, Taf. 
3.4-6). They appear in the Middle Bronze Age mate­
rial of the Carpathian Basin as well. One exemplar is 
known from the Middle Bronze Age fortified settle­
ment of Nitrianskly Hrádok-Zámecek (FURMÁNEK 
1980, 13, Nr. 92, Taf. 4.92). The stray exemplar from 
Vozokany is of similar date (FURMÁNEK 1980, 13, 
Nr. 95, Taf. 4.95).

Bronze pins with spoked wheel shaped head (Rad- 
nadel) can usually be dated to the Tumulus Grave Pe­
riod, and are fairly frequent in female graves in the 
western part of the distribution area of Tumulus Grave 
type material. The main distribution area is the Upper 
Rhine Valley, the Rhine-Main area, eastern Hessen, 
south Thuringia, western Bohemia, while the eastern­
most exemplars were found in Poland (LAUX 1976, 
15-39, Taf. 1-18; KUBACH 1977, 129-250, Taf. 
8.130-142, Taf. 9-39, Taf. 40.495-501; GEDL 1983, 
40-A1, Taf. 5.111-114; INNERHOFER 2000, 
204-212). Certain variants are still used in the Um­
field Period as well, while the earliest exemplars were 
discovered in the cemetery of Gemeinlebarn E, asso­
ciated with Böheimkirchen type material datable to 
the Middle Bronze Age of the Carpathian Basin (Bz 
A2/A3) (NEUGEBAUER 1994, 138, Abb. 74.20, 
140).

The same motif appears on a few Early and Middle 
Bronze Age disc-headed pins — here not in an open­
work, but with punched technique -  e.g. from Gáta, 
Grave 5 (BÓNA 1975, Taf. 275.1-2), Jelsovce, grave 
329/85 (BÁTORA 2000, 168, 359-360, Taf. 31.12) 
from Late Nitra/Aunjetitz context, or Branc, grave 272 
(PAULÍK 2001, 22, Obr. 8.3), from Late Aunjetitz 
context.

The disc-shaped pendants with cross-shaped ribs of 
the Tolnanémedi type bronze hoards of the Caipathian 
Basin also have a shape identical to that of the North 
European “Radkreuz”. These objects are found almost 
exclusively in hoards, which may suggest that -  be­
sides their role as jewellery and ornaments -  they 
might have had further symbolic content as well (e.g. 
Zmajevac: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 271.1-2; Lengyeltó- 
ti-Tatárvár: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 272.5; Kölesd-Nagy- 
hangos: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 270.9-11,15; ‘Tpoly/Ipel’ 
Valley”: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 270.20-21; FURMÁNEK 
1980, 12, Nr. 80-84, Taf. 4.80-84; Koroncó: BÓNA
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1975, Taf. 269.13; Simontornya: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
269.8; Tolnanémedi: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 268.7-13; 
Abda: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 267.1^1; Abrahám: FUR- 
MÁNEK 1980, 12, Nr. 79, Taf. 4.79; Zbehy-Oberov 
dvor: FURMÁNEK 1980, 12, Nr. 85-88, Taf. 
4.85-88; for a review of the type see HONTI-KISS 
1999-2000; JANKÓVITS 2003).

Other symbolic motifs can also interpreted as Sun 
representations, e.g. on the bronze axes from Me- 
gyaszó (MOZSOLICS 1967, Taf. 5.6) and Kelebia 
(MOZSOLICS 1967, Taf. 5.2), on the front side of the 
clay wagon from Pocsaj (MESTERHÁZY 1976; 
BÓNA 1992c, 73, Abb. 34; KOVÁCS 1992, 78), on 
the gold bracelet from Dunavecse (KOVÁCS 1977, 
28. kép; 1991, Abb. 1-2; BÓNA 1992b, 55, Abb. 24), 
on the already mention diadem from Ócsa and Lovas- 
berény (BÓNA 1975, Taf. 52.3), etc. We may also 
mention the decoration on the bottom of a few 
Füzesabony, Gyulavarsánd or Late Hatvan style 
bowls, e.g. from Törökszentmiklós-Terehalom (CSÁ- 
NYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 177, Nr. 20).

One of the most important and most widely spread 
Sun symbols is the swastika. It appears in the Carpa­
thian Basin already in the Early Bronze Age and can 
be found mostly on grave ceramics in the Middle 
Bronze Age (e.g. Újhartyán-Vatya: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
29.3; Kulcs-Császártanya, Grave I: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
1.2; Grave VII: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 2.5; Dévaványa: 
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 118.5a-b; Mezőberény: BÓNA 
1975, Taf. 81.4; Deszk F, Grave 18: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
83.5; Szőreg, Grave 64: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 105.3; 
Grave 151: BÓNA 1975, Taf. 107.18a-b; Grave 194: 
BÓNA 1975, Taf. 106.4).

In connection with Sun symbolism we also have to 
mention the spiral motif so characteristic of the 
Bronze Age, especially the Middle Bronze Age of the 
Carpathian Basin. These are regarded by many as Sun 
symbols, but obviously their interpretation remains 
debated. In a recent article B. Hänsel argued convinc­
ingly that -  at least in some cases -  this motif is in fact 
a Sun representation (HÄNSEL 2000). On one of the 
marble stelae from Razlogen, Bulgaria, a field of run­
ning spirals is connected immediately to a disc-shaped 
motif made up of curving lines starting from the same 
centre (Fig. 10.2). Here the disc can be interpreted as a 
Sun, while according to Hänsel the running spirals be­
neath the disc seem to represent the movement of the 
Sun (HÄNSEL 2000, 336). This might be confirmed

by the fact that on the Late Tumulus Grave/Early 
Umfield Period Kisterenye type pendants the middle 
part can be alternately a spoked wheel or a spiral, 
suggesting that these symbols might be interchange­
able. It is especially interesting in this context that one 
of the pendants from Kisterenye has two bird-head 
protomes on its top (MOZSOLICS 1973, 53, Taf. 
40.9).

Conclusion

As we can see from the above, in Central Europe 
the motifs of the bird-ship/Sun-ship, and the aquatic 
bird, the ship and the Sun in isolation, had existed con­
tinuously from the Middle Bronze Age of the Carpa­
thian Basin until the end of the Urnfield Period, in 
some areas even further. In the Middle Bronze Age, 
however, we cannot be certain that that these repre­
sentations symbolized the same cosmology that can be 
reconstructed for the later periods. The elements of 
such a cosmology were already present, and some of 
these elements appear occasionally together already 
early on. The association of the ship and the Sun is at­
tested on the disc-butted axes; the connection between 
aquatic birds and ships is demonstrated by the early 
renderings of antithetic bird-head representations in 
clay and perhaps on bronze pendants; and an associa­
tion between the Sun and birds is suggested e.g. by the 
bird-shaped clay rattle from Tószeg (List 1.26a) that 
has an incised swastika on its side. While our present 
knowledge does not allow the reconstruction of a 
complex picture similar to that in the Nordic Late 
Bronze Age, it cannot be excluded that there could 
have existed a myth already in the Middle Bronze Age 
according to which the Sun was transported on its 
journey in the sky and the netherworld by a ship -  or 
ships -  drawn or guarded by aquatic birds.

At present it is impossible to demonstrate beyond 
doubt that the bird representations of the Middle 
Bronze Age -  the askoi, rattles and vessels -  are con­
nected to such mythologies. Still, it would seem un­
likely that they had no connections at all to an impor­
tant myth about the functioning of the cosmos, in 
which aquatic birds seem to have played such a central 
role. In any case, the religious role of birds and bird 
representations seems to be certain and their use in 
magical and shamanistic rites and various sacrifices 
can be safely assumed.
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Catalogue of Bronze Age bird representations from the Carpathian Basing

L i s t  1 .  B i r d - s h a p e d  r a t t l e s

1. Biatorbágy-Öreg-hegy (Pest m., H)
STEIN 1936, 343, 9.' kép; DINNYÉS-KŐVÁRI-LO- 
VAG-TETTAMANTI-TOPÁL-TORMA 1986, 30, 1/3. 
lh„ 11. t. 19.
2. Buják-Tarisznyapart (Fig. 2) (Nógrád m., H)
3. Cruceni/Torontálkeresztes, Grave 32 (jud. Timi?, RO) 
VASIC-VASIC 2003, 166, 167 Abb. 11; SZENTMIKLOSI 
2006, PI. 2.1.
4. Dunaalmás-Uradalmi regálási temető (Komárom-Esz- 
tergom m., H)
BÓNA 1975, 214, Taf. 262.7; VADÁSZ 1986, 20, 7. t. 1-3; 
KISS 2001, 166, 121. kép 3.
5. Dunaújváros-Kosziderpadlás (Fejér m., H) 
KOVÁCS-STANCZIK 1980, 44 note 7.; KOVÁCS 1992, 
82.
6a. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34 Nr. 18, 50 Abb. 4.1; SZATH- 
MÁR1 1992, 139-140, Abb. 98; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 
1992, 206 Nr. 431.
6b. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
TOMPA 1934-1935, 95, Taf. 40.20; KOVÁCS 1989-90, 
34 Nr. 19, 50 Abb. 4.3; SZATHMÁRI 1992, 138 Abb. 97, 
140; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206 Nr. 430.
6c. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
TOMPA 1934-1935, 95, Taf. 41.26; KALICZ 1968, 
119-120, Nr. 47, 154, Taf. 115.4; BÓNA 1975, 155, Taf. 
263.4; KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34, Nr. 20, Abb. 2.3.
7. “Harc" (Tolna m., H)
BÓNA 1975, 214, Taf 261.7; KISS 2001, 166, 121. kép 8. 
8a. Jászdózsa-Kápolnahalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., 
H)
CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206, Nr. 437.
8b. Jászdózsa-Kápolnahalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., 
H)
CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206, Nr. 436.
9a. Kaposvár-Toponár, Grave 283 (Somogy m., H)
KISS 2001, 62, 166, 121. kép 1.
9b. Kaposvár-Toponár, Grave 283 (Somogy m., H)
KISS 2001, 62, 166,121. kép 2.
10a. Királyszentistván-Csatári malom, Grave 12 (Veszp­
rém m., H)
BÓNA 1975, 213, Taf. 211.1, Taf. 222.2, Taf. 262.1; KISS 
2001, 166, 63. kép 8, 120. kép 6—7.
10b. Királyszentistván-Csatári malom, Grave 12 (Veszp­
rém m., H)
BÓNA 1975, 213, Taf. 211.1, Taf. 222.3, Taf. 262.2; KO­
VÁCS 1977, 20. t.; KISS 2001, 166, 63. kép 8, 120. kép 6-7. 
10c. Királyszentistván-Csatári malom, Grave 12 (Veszp­
rém m., H)
BÓNA 1961, 13-14, 12. kép; BÓNA 1975, 213, Taf. 211.1, 
Taf. 222.1, Taf. 262.3; KISS 2001, 166, 63. kép 8. 120. kép
6-7.
lla. Kisterenye-Hársas (or Kisterenye-Aranyhegy) (Nóg­
rád m., H)
KUBINYI 1861,97, 16.108. tábla.
llb . Kisterenye-Hársashegy (Nógrád m., H) (Fig. 3)

12. Korbovo (SCG)
VASIC-VASIC 2000, 135-136, Fig. 12.
13 a. Mad'arovce/Magyarád (today Santovka-Malinovec) 
(okr. Levice, SK)
VISEGRÁDI 1911,38,7. t. 3.
13b. Mad’arovce/Magyarád (today Santovka-Malinovec) 
(okr. Levice, SK)
VISEGRÁDI 1911, 38, 7. t. 4; TOCÍK 1978, Taf. 50.6; 
1981a, 111-112 (site given erroneously as Nitriansky 
Hrádok-Zámecek).
14a. Mala Vrbica—Livade (Serbia) 
VUKMANOVIC-POPOVIC 1996, Tab. 5.7.
14b. Mala Vrbica—Livade (SCG) 
VUKMANOVIC-POPOVIC 1996, Tab. 5.9.
14c. Mala Vrbica-Livade (SCG)
VUKMANOVIC-POPOVIC 1996, Tab. 5.10; VASIC-VA­
SIC 2003, 166, 167 Abb. 10.
15. Maié Kosihy/Kiskeszi-Törökdomb (okr. Nővé Zámky, 
SK)
KALICZ 1968, 123, Nr. 110, Taf. 115.2.
16a. Nitriansky Hrádok/Kisvárad-Zámecek (okr. Nővé 
Zámky, SK)
TOCK 1978, Taf. 50.5; 1981a, 112; FURMÁNEK-VE- 
LIACIK-VLADÁR 1999, 171, Taf. 22a.
16b. Nitriansky Hrádok/Kisvárad-Zámecek (okr. Nővé 
Zámky, SK)
TOCÍK 1978, Taf. 55.9; 1981a, 117.
16c. Nitriansky Hrádok/Kisvárad-Zámecek (okr. Nővé 
Zámky, SK)
TOCÍK 1978, Taf. 126.20; 1981b, 31.
17. Ostrovul Mare (jud. Mehedinti. RO)
DUMITRESCU 1974, 354, Fig. 400.
18. Papkeszi-Felsőmajor (Veszprém m., H)
KISS 2001, 166, 121. kép 5a-b.
19. Piliny-Várhegy (Nógrád m., H)
HAMPEL 1876, 120, LXXXIV t.; 1886, LXXI. t. 1; 1890, 
Taf. 71.1.
20. Sárisáp (Komárom-Esztergom m., Hungary)
BÓNA 1975, 214, Taf. 209.4, KISS 2001, 166, 121.4. kép.
21. Siófok-Széplak-Vadkacsás, Grave 84 (Somogy m., H) 
KOVÁCS 1989-90, 38 note 42.
22. Százhalombatta-Földvár (Pest m., H) 
POROSZLA1-VINCZE 2004, 64-65, Nr. 102; FEKETE 
2005, 47, Pl. 2.3a-b.
23. Szécsény-Kerekdomb (Nógrád m., H)
NYÁRY 1907 227-229, 4a-c. kép; BÓNA 1975, 155, Taf. 
262.5; KOVÁCS 1989, 11, 7. kép 8.
24. Tiszafüred-Asotthalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H) 
Unpublished; KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 39, note 49.
25. Tiszaug-Kéménytető (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H) 
BÓNA 1975, 214, Taf. 259.4a-c.
26a. Tószeg-Laposhalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H) 
KALICZ 1968, 122, Nr. 86, Taf. 115.5 (site given errone­
ously as Szécsény-Kerekdomb); BÓNA 1975, 155, Taf. 
262.6; 1992d, 104, Abb. 68; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 
206, Nr. 434.
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26b. Tószeg (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H)
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 115.1.
27. Vatin/Vattina (SCG)
VASIC-VAS1C 2000, 135-136, Fig. 14.
28. Veselé-Hradisko (okr. Pieszany, SK)
TOCÍK 1964, 39 obr. 21.3a-b, 43, 88, Tab. 42.18.
29a. Veszprém-Bajcsy-Zsilinszky út (Veszprém m., H) 
BÓNA 1975, 214, Taf. 261.6; KISS 2001, 166, 101. kép 
4a-c, 121. kép 7a-b.
29b. Veszprém-Tiszti lakások, Grave 6 (Veszprém m., H) 
ÉRI-KELEMEN-NÉMETH-TORMA 1969, 244 Nr.
51/43c; BÓNA 1975, 214; KISS 2001, 166.

List 2. Bird-shaped askoi

1. Almásfüzitő, Grave 5(?) (Komárom-Esztergom m., H) 
KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 1.5, 16; KISS 2001, 166, 120. kép 2.
2. Alsóvadász-Várdomb (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
SZATHMÁRI 2003, 520, Abb. 4-5.
3a. Aroktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
FISCHL 2006, 34-35, Nr. 61, 159.
3b. Ároktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
FISCHL 2006, 98, Nr. 359, 159.
3c. Aroktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
FISCHL 2006, 101-102, Nr. 376, 159.
3d. Aroktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 70.12; FISCHL 2006, 135, Nr. 513, 
159.
3e. Aroktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 70.11.
3f. Aroktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
Unpublished; FISCHL 2006, 159.
3g. Aroktő-Dongóhalom (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
Unpublished; FISCHL 2006, 159.
4. Felsöörs (Veszprém m., H)
ÉRI-KELEMEN-NÉMETH-TORMA 1969, 91 19/10. lh„ 
91 14. kép; KISS 2001, 166, 120.3. kép.
5a. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H) 
KOVÁCS-STÁNCZIK 1980, 48, 4. kép; KOVÁCS 
1989-1990, 33, Nr. 5, 48, Abb. 2.4; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 
515, Abb. 2.10.
5b. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KALICZ 1968, 154, 171, Taf. 115.8; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, 
Fig. 1.3; 1989-1990, 32, Nr. 1, 47, Abb. 1.1; SZATHMÁRI 
2003,515, Abb. 2.12.
5c. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KALICZ 1968, 154, 171, Taf. 115.7; KOVÁCS 1972, 9 
Fig. 1.2; 1989, 32 Nr. 2, 47 Abb. 1.3; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 
515, Abb. 2.9.
5d. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 32, Nr. 3,47, Abb. 1.2.
5e. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 4, 48, Abb. 2.7.
5f. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 6, 48, Abb. 2.1.
5g. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 7, 48, Abb. 2.6.
5h. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 8, 48, Abb. 2.5.
5i. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 9, 49, Abb. 3.1.

29c. Veszprém-Tiszti lakások, Grave 6 (Veszprém m., H) 
ÉRI-KELEMEN-NÉMETH-TORMA 1969, 244 Nr.
51/43c; BÓNA 1975, 214; KISS 2001, 166.
29d. Veszprém-Tiszti lakások, Grave 6 (Veszprém m., H) 
Unpublished; ÉRI-KELEMEN-NÉMETH-TORMA 1969, 
244, Nr. 51 /43c; BÓNA 1975, 214; KISS 2001, 166.
30. Zagyvapálfalva (Fig. 1) (Nógrád m., H)
31. Zamárdi (Somogy m., H)
KISS 2001, 166, 121. kép 6a-c.
32. Unknow site, Hungary
KALICZ 1968, 119-120, Nr. 47, Taf. 115.3; BÓNA 1975, 
Taf. 263.5a-b.

5j. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 10, 49, Abb. 3.2.
5k. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 11, 49, Abb. 3.3.
51. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 33, Nr. 12, 49, Abb. 3.4.
5m. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34, Nr. 13, 49, Abb. 3.5.
5n. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34, Nr. 14, 49, Abb. 3.6.
5o. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34, Nr. 15, 49 Abb. 3.7.
5p. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34, Nr. 16, 49, Abb. 3.8.
5q. Füzesabony-Öregdomb (Heves m., H)
KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 34, Nr. 17, 49, Abb. 3.9.
6. Halmaj (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H)
Unpublished; KOVÁCS 1972, 11, note 28.
7. Hódmezővásárhely-Gorzsa-Kovács István-tanya (Csong- 
rád m., H)
GAZDAPUSZTAI 1957, 80, 18. t. 2a-b.
8. „Hosszúpályi" (Hajdú-Bihar m., H)
KALICZ 1968, 64, No. 10b, 98, Taf. ll.la-c ; BRADAC 
2002, 73, SÍ. 4a-c; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb. 2.4; 
DANI 2005a, 247, 39. t. 29.
9. Kecskéd (Komárom-Esztergom m., H)
DUSEK 1960b, 8, 28, Nr. 29, Taf. 4.3; BÓNA 1975, Taf 
262.4 (site given erroneously as Monostor); KISS 2001, 
166, 120. kép 1; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb. 2.13.
10. Mezőcsát-Pástidomb (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 69.1, Taf. 115.9; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 
515, Abb. 2.8.
11. iNagyrév-Zsidóhalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H) 
KOVÁCS-STANCZIK 1980, 1-3. kép; KOVÁCS 1992, 
80-81, Abb. 46; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb. 2.14.
12. Papkeszi (Veszprém m., H)
KISS 2001, 166.
13. Periam/Perjámos/Perjamosch (jud. Timi§, RO)
ROSKA 1942, 224, 270. kép.
14. Pir/Szilágypér (jud. Satu Mare, RO)
BADER 1978, 49, Pl. 29.8.
15. Polgár-Kenderföldek (Hajdú-Bihar m., H)
Unpublished; SZATHMÁRI 2003.
16. Ponorul de la Cäläfea or Pextera Cälätea/Kalota-bar- 
lang (jud. Bihor, RO)
ROMÁN-NÉMETI 1986, 221, 224, Fig. 14.6.
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17. Rabe/Rábé-Anka-sziget (Vojvodina, SCG)
BANNER 1939, 80, 4.5a-b. kép, (site given erroneously as 
Sövényháza); SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb. 2.1.
18. Sälacea/Szalacs (jud. Bihor, RO)
BADER 1978, 49, PI. 19.9.
19. Sácueni/Székelyhid/Zickelhid (jud. Bihor, RO)
BADER 1978,49, PI. 29.10.
20. Tiream/Mezöterem/Terem (jud. Satu Mare, RO) 
Unpublished; KOVÁCS 1972, 11, note 29.
21. Tiszafüred-Majoroshalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., 
H)
KOVÁCS 1977, 45-46. tábla; 1990, Abb. 1-5; SZATH­
MÁRI 2003,515, Abb. 2.11.
22. Tiszalúc-Dankadomb (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H) 
KAL1CZ 1968, Taf. 52.10; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 1.1, 11; 
SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb. 2.5.
23. Tiszatardos (Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén m., H)
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 60.3, Taf. 115.6; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 
515, Abb. 2.6.

L i s t  3 .  B i r d - s h a p e d  v e s s e l s

A) Vessels with bird-shaped body
1. Bökénymindszent (today Mindszent) (Csongrád m., H) 
KALICZ 1968, 154, Taf'l 14.1 a-b; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 
1.6, 16; 1977, 10. t; BÓNA 1975,98, Taf 263.2; BRAD AC 
2002, 74, SI. 5a-b.
2. Carna (jud. Dolj, RO)
DUMITRESCU 1961, 73, 152, 350, Pl. 103.540, Pl. 
109.540.
3. Dunaújváros-Duna-dülö, Grave 779 (Fejér m., H) 
KOVÁCS 1972, 17, Fig. 3; 1977, 37. t; 1992, 80, Abb. 43; 
BÓNA 1961, 13-14, 13. kép; 1975, Taf 263.1; CSÁ- 
NYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206, Nr. 435.
4. Mala Vrbica-Livade (SCG)
VUKMANOVIC-POPOV1C 1996, Tab. 5.8; VASIC-VA­
SIC 2000, 135, Fig. 11; 2003, 163, 166, Abb. 9.
5. Ostrovul Corbului (jud. Mehedinti, RO)
REICH 2005, 233, Abb. 2.3.
6. Pecica/Pécska/Alt-Petschka (jud. Arad, RO) 
DUMITRESCU 1974, 358, Fig. 403.
7. Starcevo (Vojvodina, SCG)
GARASANIN 1952, 64, Fig. 1-la, 65, Fig. 2; 1958, 79, 
Taf. 17.3.
8. Szentes-Tés (Csongrád m., H)
KALICZ 1968, Taf. 114.2a-c.
9. Szihalom (Heves m., H)
KALICZ 1968, 160, Taf. 81.7.
10. Törtei (Pest m., H)
KOVÁCS 1972, 19 4. kép, 27-28; 1981, 79 Abb. 3.
11. Vatin/Vattina/Wattin (today Vrsac) (Vojvodina, SCG) 
KOVÁCS 1972, 9 Fig. 1.7, 16.
12. Vucedol-Gradac (today Vukovar) (Slavonia, HR) 
SCHMIDT 1945, 106-108, Taf. 50.1a-b; BRADAC 2002, 
72, SI. la-b; VASIC-VASIC 2003, 160, Abb. 2.

B) Deep bowls with bird-head protom es
13. Balatonfűzfő-Jánoshegyi utca (Veszprém m., H) 
REGENYE 1996, 57, Taf. 3.4.

24. Tószeg-Laposhalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H) 
MOZSOLICS 1969, 283, Fig. 4.2; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, 
10-11, Fig. 1.4; BÓNA 1975, Taf. 262.6; SZATHMÁRI 
2003,515, Abb. 2.7.
25. Túrkeve-Terehalom (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H) 
CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1996, 8. kép; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 
515, Abb. 2.3.
26. Wietenberg (Sighi§oara/Segesvär/Schäßburg) (jud. Mu- 
re$, Romania)
POPESCU 1944, 101-102, Abb. 45.4.
27. Zók-Várhegy (Baranya m., H)
TOMPA 1934-1935, 61, Taf. 20.6; KOVÁCS 1977, 1. t.; 
BRADAC 2002, 73, SÍ. 3; SZATHMÁRI 2003, 515, Abb.
2 . 2 .

28. "Szabolcs-Szatmár-Bereg m. ”
KALICZ 1968, 68, 75, 98, Taf. 16.1a-b; DANI 2005, 246, 
39. t. 28.

14a. Cárna, Grave 71 (jud. Dolj, RO)
DUMITRECU 1961, 73-74, Nr. 271, 152, 350, Pl. 80.271, 
Pl. 109.271, Pl. 149.271.
14b. Cárna, Grave 114 (jud. Dolj, RO)
DUMITRECU 1961, 102, Nr. 438, Pl. 93.438, Pl. 109.438, 
Pl. 135.438, Pl. 149.428.
14c. Cárna-Ostrovogania, Grave 8 (jud. Dolj, RO)
REICH 2005, 233, Abb. 2.8.
15a. Korbovo (SCG)
GARASANIN 1958 [1959], 84, Taf. 17.5; CERMANO- 
VIC-KUZMANOVIC 1960, 190, SÍ. 18; KOVÁCS 1972,9, 
Fig. 1.10.
15b. Korbovo-Pesak, Grave 7 (SCG) 
CERMANOVIC-KUZMANOVIC 1960, 187, SÍ. 7.
16. Kunszentmárton (Jász-Nagykun-Szolnok m., H)
BÓNA 1961, 15, 15, kép; 1975, Taf. 190.5; 1992a, 34, Abb. 
18; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 1992, 206, Nr. 439.
17a. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
В ON EV í 996, 47, Obr. 6; VASIC-VASIC 2003, 161-162, 
Abb. 3.
17b. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
BONEV Í996, 47, Obr. 7; VASIC-VASIC 2003, 161-163, 
Abb. 4.
17c. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
FILIPOV 1974, 20, Obr. Юв-r; BONEV 1996, 46, Obr. 4; 
2002, 6, Obr. 4; VASIC-VASIC 2003, 163-164, Abb. 5. 
17d. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
FILIPOV 1974, 20, Obr. 10a; BONEV 1996, 46, Obr. 5; 
VASIC-VASIC 2003, 163-164, Abb. 6.
17e. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
VASIC-VASIC 2003, 163, 165, Abb. 7.
17f. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
GEORGIEV 1982, 197, Abb. 4.4; VASIC-VASIC 2003, 
163, 165 Abb. 8.
17g. Orsoya (Montana, BG)
REICH 2005, 233-234, Abb. 2.7.
18. Ostrovul Maré (jud. Mehedinti, RO)
DUMITRESCU 1974, 354-355, Fig. 401.
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19a. Szeretnie (Bács-Kiskun m., H)
W0S1NSKY 1904, 47^18, 59. t. 5; KOSSACK 1954, 18, 
120 Nr. K91, Taf. 5.12; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 1.9, 16; 
REICH 2005, 233 Abb. 2.2.
19b. Szeretnie (Bács-Kiskun m., H)
WOSINSKY 1904, 47-48, 59. t. 6; BÁNDI-KOVÁCS 
1969-1970, 7. t. 4.5; KOVÁCS 1972, 9, Fig. 1.8; REICH 
2005, 233, Abb. 2.1.
19c. Szeremle, Grave 8 (Bács-Kiskun m., H)
KISS 2001, 166, 120. kép 4-5.

C) Bowls with bird-headed lobular rims 
20a. Mosorin-Feudvar (Vojvodina, SCG)

Notes

1 We would like to thank Viktória Kiss for making avail­
able her unpublished PhD dissertation.

2 We would like to thank Ildikó Szathmári, the reviewer 
of the article, for her valuable remarks and suggestions.

3 We would like to express our gratitude to Andrea Vaday 
for allowing the publication of the find. For the prelimi­
nary report on the excavation see VADAY 2003-2004; 
ibid. 2004.

4 We would like to thank Gábor Váczi who drew our at­
tention to the find, allowed its publication, and prepared 
the drawing.

5 Since the authors do not agree with the traditional con­
cept of “archaeological culture” — usually thought of as 
a clearly delineable archaeological unit, identified with 
an ethnic group -  the more neutral expression of “pot­
tery style” will be used. This is intended not as a simple 
substitution, a mere change of terminology. Obviously, 
the concept of “archaeological culture” is meant to 
cover many more aspects of life as well, but its identifi­
cation is mainly based on pottery. For the present pur­
pose -  the determination of the spatial and chronologi­
cal context -  the reference to pottery styles seems just as 
adequate, and it does not carry any additional connota­
tions.

6 According to Gábor Váczi (personal communication), 
who is working on the excavated material, the earliest 
pottery from the site is Late Kisapostag/Early Incrusted 
Ware style, dated to the transition between the Early and 
Middle Bronze Ages.

7 The material is going to be analyzed and published by 
Szilvia Guba.

8 One of the pieces from Mad’arovce (List 1.13b) had an 
interesting afterlife. A. Tocik published a bird-shaped 
rattle from Nitriansky Hrádok-Zámecek (TOCÍK 1978, 
Taf. 50.6), which is identical both in its form and deco­
ration, even in the shape of the damage at the place of 
the broken-off head, to the rattle from Mad’arovce pub­
lished by Visegrádi in 1911. Based on the published il­
lustrations it is beyond doubt that we are dealing with 
the same object. It might be impossible today to find out 
how the mix-up happened, since Tocik even gave the 
exact context of the find (TOCÍK 1981a, 111-112): al­
legedly it was found in Pit 307 in Sector b/13. It is pos­

HÄNSEL-MEDOVIC 1994, 192, 199, Abb. 9.3; REICH 
2005,231-232, Abb. 1.1.
20b. Mosorin (Vojvodina, SCG)
REICH 2005, 232, Abb 1.5.
21. Pákozd-Várhegy (Fejér m., H) (Fig. 5)
22a. Szeremle, Grave 18 (Bács-Kiskun m., H)
REICH 2005, 231-232, Abb. 1.2.
22b. Szeremle, Grave 27 (Bács-Kiskun m., H)
REICH 2005, 232, Abb. 1.3.
23. Vrsac-At, Grave 2 (Vojvodina, SCG) 
MAJNARIC-PANDzIC 1985, T. 4.3; MEDOVIC 1996, 
170, T. 10.4; REICH 2005, 231-232, Abb. 1.4.

sible that the materials from the two sites were mixed in 
the museum storage rooms, or that the photo of the rattle 
from Mad’arovce was published instead of that of the 
piece from Nitriansky Hrádok.

9 According to V. Kiss’ data, it is registered in the mu­
seum of Szekszárd as a stray find from an unknown site 
(KISS 2001, 166, note 11).

10 A. Tocik interpreted the find as a fragment of the zoo- 
morphic handle of a clay spoon (TOCÍK 1964, 88), T. 
Kovács, however, listed it as the fragment of a bird­
shaped rattle (KOVÁCS 1972; 1989-1990, 38). Based 
on the shape of the fragment it can be the head of a rattle 
belonging to this group. For J. Paulik’s interpretation 
see below.

11 We agree with T. Kovács that the bird-shaped askos 
from Öcsöd is more close to Copper Age exemplars 
from Romania (KOVÁCS 1972, 15, note 41). See e.g. 
BERCIU 1967, 58, Fig. 16b, Plate 23; MAR1NESCU- 
BÍLCU 1990).

12 In his article of 1972 T. Kovács mentioned an askos 
from Rétközberencs (KOVÁCS 1972, 11), which how­
ever, does not exist. Apparently Kovács misunderstood 
N. Kalicz’s article (KALICZ 1970, 26): Kalicz’s text 
states that the presence of askoi in both the Hatvan and 
Ottomány style material is only one of the many com­
mon elements. Kalicz does not mention an askos from 
Rétközberencs-Paramdomb, nor does the most recent 
analysis of the material (DANI 2005). Although this 
exemplar is mentioned again in one of his other articles 
(KOVÁCS-STANCZIK 1980, 49), in the later ones it is 
already omitted (KOVÁCS 1989-1990; 1990).

13 Although according to Wosinsky’s description the rattle 
came from a “layer”, associated with Transdanubian In- 
crusted Ware, the shape and decoration of the rattle -  as 
mentioned by Wosinsky himself (WOSINSKY 1890, 
114) -  is much closer to the bird-shaped rattles of the 
Lusatian type material, consequently it can be dated to 
the Late Bronze Age.

14 Perhaps a similar bird-shaped rattle standing on a fun­
nel-shaped pedestal was also made in the Late Bronze 
Age, although it was found in the fill of the disturbed 
Grave 23 of the Lombard Period cemetery of Gyir- 
mót-Homokdomb (TOMKA 2005, 251, 261, Abb. 6.1).
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According to Andrea Vaday, who participated in the ex­
cavation and whom we would like to thank for drawing 
our attention to the find, the rattle was intact at the time 
of its discovery. Since similar finds are not known from 
the Migration Period, it can be assumed that the rattle 
was found during the Early Middle Ages in a nearby 
Late Bronze Age cemetery, and then deposited in a 
grave. Two rattles with pressed globular shape and loop 
handles, decorated with concentric circles might have 
had a similar fate. They were found in Grave 44 of the 
11th century AD cemetery of Szob-Vendelin, but can 
probably be dated to the Middle Bronze Age (HÖLL- 
R1GL 1932-1933,95 30. kép).

15 A flat, oval altar standing on four human feet was found 
in Túrkeve-Terehalom (KOVÁCS 1992, 78, 60 Abb. 
44). The altars from Darda (BÁNDI-ZOFFMANN 
1966, 48, 7. t. 1; BÁNDI-KOVÁCS 1969-1970, 107, 
11. t. 4; KOVÁCS 1977, 19. t) and Esztergom (KISS 
2001, 166, 122. kép 13) also have four human feet. Per­
haps an altar from Cäma is also supported by human 
feet (DUMITRESCU 1961, PI. 103.541). The fragment 
of an altar on four feet with rounded rectangular cross- 
section was found in an Early Bronze Age layer with 
Nagyrév style material at Tószeg-Laposhalom (BAN- 
NER-BÓNA-MÁRTON 1959, 90, Abb. 1.18a—b; KA- 
LICZ-SCHREIBER 1984, 157, Taf. 46.6), while the 
cemetery of Tószeg-Ökörhalom yielded a round altar 
standing on four feet with round cross-section (BAN- 
NER-BÓNA-MÁRTON 1959, 135, Abb. 6, 139). A 
rectangular altar with four feet is known from Beret- 
tyóújfalu-Herpály (MÁTHÉ 1984, 149, Fig. 6.2a-c, 
157-158; 1992, 172 Abb. 129; CSÁNYI-TÁRNOKI 
1992, 207, Nr. 445). A number of fragments were found 
at the tell settlements of Sälacea and Békés-Várdomb as 
well (BADER 1978, PI. 25.7, PI. 29.21; BAN- 
NER-BÓNA 1974, Taf. 11.1-2,7, Taf. 16.2, Taf. 23). 
An altar with four cylindrical legs was found in Grave 
12 of the cemetery of Királyszentistván (BÓNA 1975, 
Taf. 221.18, Taf. 222.4-Aa), associated with the three 
bird-shaped rattles. Similar altars were discovered in 
Graves 18, 22 and 29 as well (BÓNA 1975, Taf. 230.7, 
Taf. 232.14, Taf. 236.10, Taf. 237.3), the latter actually 
yielded two exemplars. Another piece was discovered in 
the Middle Bronze Age cemetery of Patince in Slovakia 
(DUSEK 1957, Obr. 317.9; 1960a). A fragment is 
known from Tarcal-Mézmáj (KALICZ 1968, 154, Taf. 
58.16), an intact one from Vác-Pogányvár (KALICZ 
1968, 154, Taf. 95.21). The piece from Ároktő (FISCHL 
2006, 59, Nr. 176, 159) is also fragmentary. A leg frag­
ment from Százhalombatta-Földvár could also have 
been the leg of a similar altar (FEKETE 2005, 49, PI. 
2.4).

16 Comb-shaped pendants are characteristic products of 
the metallurgy of Transdanubia in the Middle Bronze 
Age and are known mostly from Tolnanémedi type 
hoards. See MOZSOLICS 1967, 91; BÓNA 1975, 
215-216; HONT1-K1SS 1999-2000, 84-87.

17 The decoration on the neck can be seen neither on T. 
Kovács’, nor on Bóna’s illustrations, but is clearly vis­
ible on the photo published by N. Kalicz.

18 According to R. and V. Vasié (VASIC-VASIC 2003, 
157-58), the ornaments on the neck of bird repre­
sentations are not anthropomorphic features, but are the 
rendering of the patterns on real life birds as observed in 
nature by the Bronze Age population. Consequently, 
based on the position of their neck and head for example 
the birds drawing and sitting on the clay chariot from 
Dupljaja can be identified as belonging to the order of 
Anseriformes, and the pattern on their necks suggest 
that they are mallards. Although in this specific case this 
might be true, in most other cases these decorations are 
much more complex and cannot reflect -  only -  the pat­
terns of the feathers of these birds. This approach is also 
contradicted by the presence of many other anthropo­
morphic elements and the human jewellery (e.g. pen­
dants, spirals).

19 Such bronze leg spirals are known from Middle Bronze 
Age bronze hoards (e.g. Apa. Päuli§, Kispalád, Balaton- 
kiliti, Dunaújváros-Kosziderpadlás III, Mezőberény, 
Zsadány-Orosipuszta: MOZSOLICS 1967, Taf. 14.2, 
Taf. 18.5, Taf. 17.4, Taf. 37.2, Taf. 51.3^1, Taf. 67.4, 
Taf. 69.1-4).

20 The prehistoric use of psychoactive substances and the 
spread of alcohol consumption has received increasing 
attention in recent research. The role of the latter might 
be especially important, mainly after the middle of the 
4th millennium BC. It can be assumed that this life-style 
of perhaps Near Eastern origin spread across Europe 
around this time, together with the use of the so-called 
secondary products (e.g. animal traction, dairy products, 
wool, etc.) and metal vessels. On prehistoric psychoac­
tive substances and alcohol consumption see SHER- 
RATT 1987; 1991; 1995.

21 Simple Middle Bronze Age rattles are known from 
many regions and sites of the Carpathian Basin, e.g. 
Var$and (BÓNA 1975, 132, Taf. 141.16, Taf. 148.7), 
Nitriansky Hrádok (FURMÁNEK-VELIACIK-VLA- 
DÁR 1999, 170, Abb. 73.10, Taf. 22a), Szarvas (KA­
LICZ 1968, Taf. 112.8a-b), Szeremle (BÓNA 1975, 
213, Taf. 254.11), Szentes-Tés (BÓNA 1975, 213, Taf. 
260.8,10), Tiszaug-Kéménytető (BÓNA 1975, 213, 
Taf. 259.5, Taf. 260.7), Veszprém (BÓNA 1975, Taf. 
261.3-5,8-17). Vessels used as rattles appear mainly 
associated with Transdanubian Incrusted Ware, e.g. 
Békés-Várdomb (BANNER-BÓNA 1975, 154, Taf. 
III.6), Királyszentistván (BÓNA 1975, 212, Taf. 
218.19), Márok (BÓNA 1975, 213, Taf. 247.3,5) and 
Ságvár (TOMPA 1934-1935, Taf. 25.5). The settlement 
of Füzesabony-Öregdomb yielded an anthropomorphic 
rattle (KOVÁCS 1989-1990, 32, 50 Abb. 4.2).

23 The finding spot of this piece was given previously as 
“Emmeln” (which was taken over by Kaul as well). The 
error was corrected by O. Wilbertz (WILBERTZ 1992, 
106; JACOB-FRIESEN 2006, 63).

24 Hajdúböszörmény-Csege halom: HAMPEL 1886, 65.3. 
tábla; PATAY 1969b, Taf. 46.2; 1990, 41 Nr. 57, Taf. 
30.57; KOVÁCS 1977, 76. tábla; KEMENCZEI 1984, 
172, Taf. 196.1; JANKOVITS 1996, 318 Abb. 7.3; 
Mezőkövesd: PATAY 1969b, Abb. 2.3, Taf. 41^12; 
1990, 41, Nr. 60, Taf. 31.60; Nyirlugos: PATAY
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1969b, Taf. 47.1; 1990, 41 Nr. 61, 32.61; KE-
MENCZEI 1984, Taf. 215A.25; Sényő-Dajka-hegy: 
PATAY 1969b, Taf. 47.2; 1990, 41 Nr. 62, Taf. 33.62; 
Szentes-Nagyhegy II: PATAY 1969b, 177, Abb. 9; 
1990, 41—42, Nr. 63, Taf. 34.63; Säg: PETRESCU- 
DÍMBOVITA 1977, 134, PI. 320.1-2; Remetea Mare: 
MEDELET 1974, Abb. 1-2; Buza: SOROCEANU- 
BUDA 1978, 101, Abb. 1, 102 Abb. 4.1; Bokavic: 
KÖNIG 2004, 120, Taf. 48.253-254.

24 The interpretation of this motif is among the most con­
troversial ones in the iconography of the Nordic Late 
Bronze Age. The identification of the symbol as a cult 
axe seems, however, the most convincing, especially

since -  beside razors and other media — it appears on 
such cultic axes as well (Viby: KAUL 1998, 189 
Fig. 121; Bredebaekgárd: KAUL 2003, 49, Abb. 
20a, 50 Abb. 20b). See also SCHAUER 1985, 135-142, 
with further literature.

25 This opinion is advocated -  among others -  by H. 
Thrane (THRANE 1965, 196). P. Patay does not 
agree (PATAY 1969a, 20-21), however, and suggests 
the presence of more workshops producing such 
buckets.

26 The catalogue includes objects outside the Carpathian 
Basin as well, if they belong to the same types that can 
be found in the research area.
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