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Blkkabrany, Jészerencse haza

10 Years Anniversary and Workshop

29-30 AUGUST 2022
JOSZERENCSE HAZA
JOKAI ST 1., BUKKABRANY

SUNDAY 28. AUGUST, 2022
Arrival of the guests

MONDAY 29. AUGUST, 2022

9.00-10.00 Registration

10.00-10.10  Opening
BLOCK 1. BORBAS PROJECT

10.10-11.00 Tobias L. Kienlin: 10 Years BORBAS: Aims and Approaches

11.00-11.20  Klara Fischl: in the wake of the order — book presentation

11.20-11.40  Astrid Rapke: The fell of Borsodivanka-Nagyhalom — linking Archaeobotany and Micromorphology

11.40-12.00 Gian-Luca Paul: The Middle Bronze Age cemetery of Vatta-Telekoldal-dila: Preliminary results

12.00-12.20 MichaelSchmied: Hand inand in field and lab — 3 years of jointarchaeclogical research: Possibilities,
chances and results of a new cooperation

1230-14.00 LUNCH
BLOCK 2. OTHER PROJECTS AND RESEARCH
FROM THE CARPATHIAN BASIN TELL CULTURES

14.00-14.20 Alexandra Gavan, Marian Lie, Tobias Kienlin, Nadine Nolde, Tanja Zerl, Astrid Ropke, Gruia
Fazecas, Florin Gogaltan: Living together or apart? Unravelling the development, internal
organization, and social structure of & complex Bronze Age tell settlement at Toboliu, western
Romania. Praliminary results [2020—2022]

14.20-14.40  Viktoria Kiss, Edit Merster, Janos Dani, Erika Gal, Anett Gémes, Tamas Szeniczey, Krisztian
Kiss, Kristof Fllop, Gabriella Kulcsar, Vajk Szeverenyi, Ashley McCall, Anika Horv Laszle
Palcsu, Istvan Major, Mihaly Molnar, Tamas Hajdu: Bronze Age settlements and cemeteries in the
vicinity of Tiszafured - 15 years of excavation

14.40-15.00 Magdolna Vicze, Marie Louise Stig Serensen: Szazhalombatta Project — reflection on results

15.00-15.20  Attila Gyucha, William A. Parkinson, Paul R. Duffy, Danielle Riebe: Prehistoric pathways fo
sustainable growth: Comparative trajectories of setement nucleation during the Nealithic and
Bronze Age — a new program in the Kords region

15.20-15.40 COFFE BREAK

15.40-16.00  Eszter Melis: Bronze Age borderzone in the territory of northwestern Hungary

16.00-16.20 Nora Szabo: Spatial analysis of Middle Bronze Age settlement networks

16.20-16.40  D. Oravkinova, M. Cheben, T. Lieskovsky, P. Moska, I. Murin, T. Novacek, J. Petfik, K. Slavicek
Spigsky Stvrtok under revision: The results of the archaealogical excavation in 2020

16.40-17.00 Jerrod Seifert, Ashley Lingle, Paul R. Duffy, Attila Gyucha, William A. Parkinson:
The Vészti-Magor Conservation and Exhibition Program — goals, methods and the first season
BLOCK 3. POSTER SECTION

17.00-17.20  Beata Tugya: Archaeozoological results of the BORBAS project

17.20-18.00 Balazs Adam: Bronze Age tell settlements in the Bihar Region
Archaeological Exhibition Biikkabrany - Guided Tour

18.00 Dinner, campfire, bath

THUESDAY, 30. AUGUST, 2022
Excursion to tell settlements of the Biikk foothill zone and the Borsod plain
Visit of the tell excavation at the site of Boresdivanka-Nagyhalom
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Az absztraktbook elérhets: https://issuu.com/fklari/docs/abstractbook_borbas_10
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Opening, a projekt vezetGinek készontéje

BLOCK 1. BORBAS PROJECT

Tobias L. Kienlin: 10 Years BORBAS: Aims and Approaches
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Kldra Fischl: In the wake of the order — book presentation
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Astrid Ropke: The tell of Borsodivanka-Nagyhalom — linking Archaeobotany and Micromorphology
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Gian-Luca Paul: The Middle Bronze Age cemetery of Vatta-Telekoldal-d(il&: Preliminary results

Michael Schmied: Hand in and in field and lab — 3 years of joint archaeological research: Possibilities,

chances and results of a new cooperation
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BLOCK 2. OTHER PROJECTS AND RESEARCH, FROM THE CARPATHIAN BASIN TELL CULTURES
Alexandra Gavan, Marian Lie, Tobias Kienlin, Nadine Nolde, Tanja Zerl, Astrid Ropke, Gruia
Fazecas, Florin Gogaltan: Living together or apart? Unravelling the development, internal
organization, and social structure of a complex Bronze Age tell settlement at Toboliu, western

Romania. Preliminary results (2020—2022)
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Viktdria Kiss, Edit Merster, Janos Dani, Erika Gal, Anett Gémes, Tamas Szeniczey, Krisztidn
Kiss, Kristof Flilop, Gabriella Kulcsar, Vajk Szeverényi, Ashley McCall, Aniké Horvath, Laszlo
Palcsu, Istvan Major, Mihdly Molnar, Tamds Hajdu: Bronze Age settlements and cemeteries in the

vicinity of Tiszaflired — 15 years of excavation
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Magdolna Vicze, Marie Louise Stig Sgrensen: Szazhalombatta Project — reflection on results
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Attila Gyucha, William A. Parkinson, Paul R. Duffy, Danielle Riebe: Prehistoric pathways to

sustainable growth: Comparative trajectories of settlement nucleation during the Neolithic and

Bronze Age — a new program in the Koéros region

Eszter Melis: Bronze Age borderzone in the territory of northwestern Hungary




Ndra Szabd: Spatial analysis of Middle Bronze Age settlement networks
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D. Oravkinova, M. Cheben, T. Lieskovsky, P. Moska, I. Murin, T. Novacek, J. Petfik, K. Slavicek:

Spissky Stvrtok under revision: The results of the archaeological excavation in 2020




Jerrod Seifert, Ashley Lingle, Paul R. Duffy, Attila Gyucha, William A. Parkinson:

The Vészt6-Magor Conservation and Exhibition Program — goals, methods and the first season
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BLOCK 3. POSTER SECTION

Beata Tugya: Archaeozoological results of the BORBAS project

The archaeozoological research results of the BORBAS project

Beata Tugya
{Thury Gyorgy Museum, Nagykanizsa)

The animal bone material of a total of seven archaeological
sites were examined as part of the project. Two sites were
located at foothill areas {Tard, Bogdacs), the remaining five
were at plains. Most of the finds were gathered via
surface collection, except for the site of Borsodivanka-
Nagyhalom, where an excavation was carried out. The
number of the archaeozoological finds, which include clam
and snail shells, vary greatly from site to site: the least
amount of finds were gathered from Tiszababolna-Fehérlo
tanya (1,225 pieces), while Tiszalic-Dankadomb boasted the
highest number of finds {5,269 pieces).

When overviewing the entirety of the assemblage, it becomes
apparent that the collection of clams was far more significant at
the settlements that were located on plains. More than 20% of the
finds from Tiszallic consist of clams, however, since these finds are
even more fragmented than other bones, therefore their

presumed numbers might appear as disproportionate. Examining
intact finds showed that shell sizes ranged between 25 and 70
millimetres, which further highlights their significance as it means
that size was not a selection criteria and all clams were gathered.
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When comparing the list of species at each site excluding invertebrates, the overall picture be-
comes far more nuanced. At all sites, 80% of animal finds were domestic animals (even
90% in certain cases). The amount of meat gathered via hunting merely complemented the
protein sources that came from slaughtering cattle or other domestic animals. Hunting was
prevalent at all sites, with red deer being the most common hunted species, followed by roe
deer and wild boar. Auroch and hare bones were also present, but at far lower quantities.
Animals such as brown bear, wolf, fox or wildcat were likely hunted for their hides. Occasionally,
beavers and European pond turtles were also caught for food. Fish bones only came to light at
settlements from the plains, but not in all cases. A large number of fish bones came to light at
Borsodivanka, which were mostly the remains of various smaller carp species and pikes. The
two most often slaughtered domestic species were cattle and sheep/goat. Apart from Borsodivanka,
the remains of cattle were usually 10-20% higher than other animals. Pig bones were the third
most common finds. Horse and dog bones were also found at all sites, albeit in much lower quantities.

IO c s —— In all cases, the bones were intensively fragmented: 90%
of the finds were of the two smallest categories (less than
10 centimetres). Instead of removing the ends of tubular
bones, longer bones were often shattered into bone fragments.
Bones and antlers were used to make tools; usually, a piece of
broken bone could easily be made into an awl or a chisel-like
tool. Antlers, particularly the areas near the pedicle, were
formed into tools with handles, such as hoes or hatchets.
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The distribution of the finds based on physical langth, excluding
teeth that have fallen out of their sockets and invertebrates

Antler tool
{Bogacs-Pazsagpuszta)

Antler tool
(Tiszababolna-Fehérls tanya)

Pig phalanx |. with polished
surface (volar view)
{Borsodivanka-Nagyhalom)

=

Awl from sheep metatarsus
Mezbcsat-Laposhalom)

Awl from sheep metatarsus
(Tard-Tatardomb)

A

Tool from wild boar tusk
(Bogdcs-Pazsagpuszta)




Balazs Adam: Bronze Age tell settlements in the Bihar Region

Bronze Age tell settlements in the Bihar Region
Baldzs Adam, University of Miskolc

Introduction:
During the Bronze Age, a new settlement network was formed in the southern part of today's Hajdu-

Bihar County, which settlement network existed from the end of the third phase of the Early Bronze
Age to the end of the Koszider period. (Sz Mathé 1988, Dani — P. Fischl 2009) Although archeology
quickly draws attention to large-scale settlements with earthworks, detailed research of the entire
settlement network has not been carried out to date. The aim of my research is to get to know more
about the whole settlement network. By collecting the available non-destructive data, within a
unified framework, we may have a better chance of looking into the everyday life of these Bronze
Age settlements. This poster is a short summary of the results of my Bachelor's and Master's theses
(Baldzs 2015; 2020).

Figure 2: I1. Military Survay cuts of Pocsaj- Lednyvar (left), and Létavértes —Kopaszhegy (right)
Figure 1:Tell-settlement network beside the £r and Berettyd rivers (Dani 2012)

Chronology:
My cronological system separates Ottomanyi/ Otomani cultures to three parts, an early, a classical and a late phase. The early phase is a period started at the end of the Early Bronze Age and lasting until the very end of the
Early Bronze Age, this period named as the Ottoman culture by the traditional Hungarian research. By the classical phase | mean the period from the beginning of the Middle Bronze Age to the beginning of the Koszider

period, while by the late phase of the culture | mean the Koszider period. This chronological phaseing corresponds to the generally observable development phases of the Bronze Age cultures of the Carpathian Basin.

Methods:

For the preparation of this thesis and the evaluation
of the results, | used historical maps, archival
documents, satellite images, aerial photographs
taken by FOMI, geophysical surveys, and

archeological materials in the archeology collection

of the Déri Museum.

Figure 3: Satellite image of Sarrétudvari— (left), Esztér - Fenyvespart (middle) and Bihar —~ Tésziget (right).

Summary
In all cases, the Bronze Age "villages" were made beside a river, but the settlements was carefully located in flood-free areas. In many cases, the deposits were created next to fords, but if possible they were settled on high

points dominating the surrounding landscape (Fig. 2.), for which the Pocsaj-Leanyvar and Létavértes-Kopaszhegy deposits are good examples. These tell settlements always had a structure divided by ditches. During the

Bronze Age, the center of the settlements was separated from the outer part of the settlement by 10-15 meter wide ditches. The settlements show similarities in form and size. The concentric or oval structure of the

settlements is typical (Fig. 3.}, the diameter of the central area ranges from 60 to 100 meters. This can also be observed in the case of Berettyduijfalu- Herpély/Foldvar, oujt Szilhalom, GUjt Korhany,
Sarrétudvari - Hiz6fo szemkozti hatsag, Sa i- P halom and Zsak: 6 At the other sites in the area, the structure was not changed much, but itis

Tosziget, Esztar - Y

adapted to the surrounding landscape. Good examples of this are Gaborjan- t, Létavérl and Pocsaj-Lednyvar. In these cases, the outer settlements are also adapted to the

and are usually in parts close to the central part of the settlement.

The settlements are located close ta each other, 3-5 km apart, but the settlements were used in different periads of time. The preliminary evaluation of the finds shows that the settlements established in the last period of

the Early Bronze Age in the area north of the Sarrét marsh with less active water flow were no longer inhabited in the Middle Bronze Age. The material heritage of these settlements is also different, since, unlike the other

the sites of Bil dza-Tosziget, Sdrré i-Hizofo szemkozti hatsag and Sarrétudvari-Poros-halom were created by the Hatvani culture and not by the Ottomanyi/Otomani culture typical of the
other settlements on the. Berettyo-valley. The reason for the di of the in Sarrét is i and requires further research, for now there is not enough data to answer this. The site of
- Szilhalom i o} anyi/ Otomani culture Il. phase, at the beginning of the Middle Bronze Age. The Esztal yvespart was also not i in the early period. Based on these, a

dynamic settlement system can be reconstructed. The extent of the settlements may depend to a large extent on how long they lived in a settlement, because the smallest settlements in terms of extent are those in which

they lived for less time. The extent of these varies between approximately 4-10 hectares, while the extent of the other settlements experiencing the entire sequence can be 10-20 hectares.

Intensive Early Classical Late
Extentofthe | Extent of the Aedal | etal Farly Branze Age/
Settlement Site name. River/ Stream e layer thickness | Excavation | Geophysics | Surface | Coring Geodesy | Ottamdnyi/Ot (Ot tomany Ottomdnyif
settlement | inner Tell chtacians phatos | detecting. [Nyirség and Szaniszlo| St Orane
a 180 cm x x
ha 20 cm x x
a 70cm x x
a cm x x I
ha x x x x
h x X X
Sha x x
6ha x x
5hy X
35ha 0 X x x X X
[Hiz6f5id lsarrétcsatoma . 7 ha Ina. x x
lom __[séreétcsatomaf1aha 5ha [-2006m X X X x
eltyd 8 by ha r I x x X X x
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Borsodivanka-Marhajaras-Nagyhalom
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