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Abstract: The human body was frequently engaged in social reality and symbolic processes of the
Neolithic communities in the Balkans. It was the main mechanism in the establishment o frelationships with
individuals, objects and society in general, but also had a significant effect in the cognitive determination
ofenvironment, items and actions. Both the organic and represented bodies were crucial components in
the comprehension ofroles and expectations, and consequently were incorporated as agents in the modes
ofidentity and rituals. The biological body was concerned with issues ofdiseases and death, and therefore
involved in the rites, while the embodied images mirrored the ideas of otherworldly and human agency.
Due to a number ofthorough excavations, several archaeological sitesprovidedsignificant data on burials
and human representations which elaborated how the body was understood andprojected as a symbol in
the Neolithic. Therefore, thispaper willjoin the recent knowledge on intramural burials andfigurines in
order to assert the dynamic role oforganic and ceramic bodies among thefirst agricultural societies in
the Republic of Macedonia. A general overview offunerary practices and human representation will be
offered and then confronted with the exact datafrom particular case studies.

Key words: intramural burials, figurines, anthropomorphic house models, gender,
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The body is one of the most significant mechanisms engaged in the construction of
social principles, but also it is a compelling metaphor in the embodiment of crucial
community precepts. The body has been included in a series of complex processes
during the Neolithic, regarding the symbolic definition of households and it was a
basis for the established interface between individuals and the objects they produced.
Such incorporation of the body in Neolithic societies was deployed in two directions,
one related to sacred ceremonies and the other realized in the domain of imagery
representations. In the first case, some of the deceased community members were
buried inside a settlement, while in the second, different characters were represented
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Fig. 1. Map ofthe Republic of Macedonia with Neolithic sites mentioned in the text:
1 Govrlevo; 2. Madjari ; 3. Zelenikovo; 4. Novo Selo; 5. Gorobinci; 6. Amzabegovo;
7. Tarinci; 8. Rakle; 9. Slavej; 10. Topol€ani; 11. OptiCari; 12. Porodin; 13. VeluSka Tumba.

by the figurines or other ceramic objects.1Additionally, burials were more than an
automatic reflection of death, but neither were the anthropomorphic images merely
a depiction of particular individuals. On the contrary, the funerary rites and the visual
forms of corporeality were equally engaged in a series of symbolic components which
mirrored the verified social habitus and the cognitive explication of space and the
objects which were used. The deceased were not randomly placed underneath or
beside the buildings, while the human body was not only depicted in figurines, but
also represented as a hybrid metaphor associated with house, vessel, oven or ‘altars’.2
The provident observation ofthese ritual and visual elements indicates that purposeful
preference has been established for those buried inside a settlement, as well as for the
constructions and objects set in a symbolic relationship with the human body.

1 M. Parker Pearson, The Archaeology of Death and Burial. Stroud 1999. Sutton; D. Bailey,
Prehistoric Figurines: Representation and Corporeality in the Neolithic. London 2005. Routledge.

2 G. Naumov, Patterns and Corporeality: Neolithic Visual Culturefrom the Republic ofMacedonia.
British Archaeological Reports, International Series 1910. Oxford 2009a. Archaeopress.
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Numerous archaeological contexts and anthropomorphic artifacts in the Balkans
confirms deliberately and consistently the implementation of ritual customs and
visual tenets. Therefore in this paper, the data and Neolithic findings provided by the
excavations in the Republic of Macedonia will be used in order to assert the preferred
standards in the domain of funerary rituals and embodied material culture (Fig. 1).
They will be set in a series of ratios specifying various local features which digresses
the previous overview on the level of Neolithic cultural groups.3Additional examples
ofthe wider Balkan area will be applied in order to demonstrate the existence of similar
ritual and visual practices based on identical symbolic constraints, but independently
realized throughout regional features. In that direction, several case studies will
elaborate the significance and authenticity of micro-regional practices in spite of the
generalized standardization of the symbolic involvement of the human body.

The paper will be focused on two key directions of corporeality (burials and human
representation), but also on several ritual and visual subcategories which accents the
aspects of selection and priorities in the Neolithic societies. Therefore the funerary
context, sex and age ofindividuals, aswell asthe main imagery principles ofminiaturism
and hybridism of particular communities will be specified. Such division ofrituals and
visual practices intends to confirm that they are unified throughout the concept of
anthropomorphism which considers the human body as a crucial semiotic component
for the illustration of compound social and symbolic processes in various Neolithic
settlements.4These settlements in particular demonstrate that such a dominant concept
was differently engaged and autonomously manifested throughout several elements
of corporeality. While the majority of communities preferred a particular gender or
medium within human representations, others were more focused on the modeling
of sexless and abbreviated bodies in clay. The production patterns of figurines or
anthropomorphic house models in some settlements indicate a relationship with
intramural burials of specific age or sex groups. Therefore this paper will present the
current stage of research and broad-spectrum explication of visual and ritual features
related to the human body in the Balkans and simultaneiously proposes particular case
studies in order to assert the local principles and practices.

The practice of intramural burials

The Neolithic burials are mostly confirmed inside settlements and therefore various
observations are suggested regarding its significance as active space for placing the

3 M. Gara$anin, Centralno - balkanska zona. In A. Benac (ed.), Praistorijajugoslavenskih zemalja
Il - neolit. Sarajevo 1979. Academy of Science and Art of Bosnia and Hercegovina, pp. 79 - 212; V.
Sanev, Mlado kameno vreme. In (no eds.) ArheoloSka karta na Repblika Makedonija - Tom I. Skopje
1994. Makedonska akademija na naukite i umetnostite, pp. 26 - 42.

4 G. Naumov, Neolithic Anthropocentrism: imagery principles and symbolic manifestation of
corporeality in the Balkans. Documenta Praehistorica XXXVII (2010a), pp. 227 - 238.
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deceased.5 Besides the symbolic component of this distinct and continuous ritual
tradition, italso consists ofseveral segments of social practices. Alongside the symbolic
features the social aspects embedded in burials are also examined thus manifesting
the individuality, identity, status or gender among community members.6These ritual
traditions were maintained as a micro-regional feature or generalized in the wider area
in order to be affirmed as universal symbolic concepts. Particularly, burials elaborated
in this paper indicate that a universal Neolithic understanding of death contained
rimal global standards and authentic local affinities as well. The burials in relation to
anthropomorphic representations confirm that the human body is a convenient agent
between absorption of these generally accepted concepts and their modification in the
frames of single a Neolithic community.

Currently, the Amzabegovo site enables a thorough approach into Neolithic rimais
and social inclinations within a particular community. The site has been excavated
by several different teams confirming its continuity from Early to Late Neolithic, as
well as a phase of the Roman period.7 According to the chronological analysis and
calibration of samples, the initial occupation ofthe site is approximately between 6510
(95.4%) and 6230 CalBC sigma 2 range, which asserts Amzabegovo as one of the
earliest Neolithic settlements in the Republic of Macedonia so far.8The settlement has
the common features of the first Neolithic villages in the Balkans and contains Early
Neolithic elements familiar for Thessaly and Anatolia.9This confirms the firm linkage
with these distant regions and demonstrates the inhabitation in the earliest Neolithic
phases.

5 W. Cavanagh and C. Mee, A private place: death in prehistoric Jonsered 1998. Paul
Astrom Forlag.; K. Bagvarov, Neolitnipogrebalni obredi. Sofia 2003. Bard; D. Bori¢ and S. Stefanovic,

Birth and death: Infant burials from Vlasac and Lepenski Vir. Antiquiuty 78 (2004), pp. 526 - 546; G.
Naumov, Housing the Dead: Burials Inside Houses and Vessels from Neolithic Balkans. In C. Malone
and D. Barrowclough (eds.), Cult in Context. Oxford 2007. Oxbow, pp. 255 —265.

6 C. Carr, Mortuary practices: their social, political-religious, circumstantial, and physical
determinants. Journal ofArchaeological Method and Theory 2 /2 (1995), pp. 105 - 200; M. Parker
Pearson 1999, op. cit.; C. Fowler, The Archaeology of Personhood: An Anthropological Approach.
London 2004. Routledge; T. Insoll, Archaeology, Ritual, Religion. London 2005. Routledge.

7 P. KoroSec and J. KoroSec, Predistoriska naselba Barutnica. Prilep 1973. Arheolosko drustvo
na Makedonija; M. Gimbutas, Neolithic MacedoniaAs Reflected |

Yugoslavia. Los Angeles 1976a. The Regents of the University of California; V. Sanev (ed.),
Anzabegovo: Naselba od raniot i sredniot neolit vo Makedonija. Stip 2009. Nacionalna ustanova za
zaStita na spomenicite na kulturata i muzej - Stip.

8 A. Reingruber and L. Thissen, Aegean Catchment (E. Greece, S. Balkans and W. Turkey) 10 000 -

5500 cal BC. 2005 (on line), http://www.canew.org/data.html; A. Whittle, L. Bartosiewicz, D. Bori¢, P.
Pettit, M. Richards, New Radiocarbon Dates for the Early Neolithic in Northern Serbia and South-East
Hungary: Some Omission and Corrections. Antaeus 28 (2005), pp. 347 - 355.

9 G. Naumov 2009a, op. cit.; G. Naumov, Symmetry analysis of Neolithic painted pottery from
Republic of Macedonia. In T. Biro - Katalin (ed.), Data Management and Mathematical Methods in
Archaeology. Archaeologia e Calcolatori 21 (2010b). Roma: Dipartimento Patrimonio Culturale, pp.
255 - 274.


http://www.canew.org/data.html

Folia Archaeologica Balkanica 111, 2015 43

Fig. 2. Statistical outline of the Neolithic intramural burials in Amzabegovo. Table by G.
Naumov.

In this context, the Anatolian and Thessalian features were embedded in houses
and ceramics in Macedonia, but also the intramural burials were common. The total
number of unearthed burials in Amzabegovo is 34 and even 25 are associated with its
earliest levels. T his quantity significantly declines in the Middle Neolithic with only
8 confirmed individuals while it is completely reduced to a single skeletal find in the
Late Neolithic. Despite the partial insight into the spatial and stratigraphical presence
of buried individuals, the available data confirms that this ritual practice was mainly
common for the initial stages of a site (Fig.2). Such concentration of the population
on the selection of individuals buried inside a settlement in these earliest levels is
also confirmed by the change of social and symbolic tenets in the later phases. In
this context, the preference of selection in Early Neolithic is also reflected in other
segments of the burials. According to the anthropological analysis, the largest number
of burials belongs to infants, children and juveniles, while in the domain of gender
the more numerous are female individuals.1l Nevertheless, it cannot be ignored that
also dead male and adult individuals were buried, but probably more often outside
the settlement, in an area not examined by the archaeologists so far. Regarding the
settlement size and population density in Amzabegovo,2 the number of deceased
was surely higher, so the majority was buried out of the village, while only particular
individuals were placed underneath or beside the dwellings. Surely, the high proportion
of the young and female individuals within intramural burials can be a result of the
frequent mortality among such groups. When the potential male and adult death rate
is considered, then the quantity oftheir bodies should be much higher if the process of
selection was not engaged in particular settlements. The preference of exact age and
sex in intramural burials is also common for other regions in the Neolithic, although
this data is based on sites excavated mainly with one or just a few trenches.

0 J. Nemeskéri and L. Lengyel, Neolithic Skeletal Finds. In M. Gimbutas (ed.), Neolithic
Macedonia. As Reflected by Excavation atAnza, Southeast Yugoslavia. Los Angeles 1976. The Regents
of the University of California, pp. 375 - 410.

1 Ibidem.
2 M. Gimbutas 19764, op.cit.
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Fig. 3. Statistical data of the Neolithic intramural burials in the Republic of Macedonia.
Table by G. Naumov.

It could be considered that there was intentional selection ofthe age and sex ofburied
individuals within the settlement because similar ritual practices are also confirmed on
other Neolithic sites in Macedonia and the Balkans in general (Fig.3). The rest of the
examined burials, smaller number are confirmed in Novo Selo, Madjari and Opticari
where infants and females were placed beside or underneath the dwellings.13The only
male exceptions are the deposited mandible of a young individual and a cut skeleton
below the house in Govrlevo, as well as the remains of another male in Gmd&arica.4
The fondness for infant and female intramural burials is verified in other Neolithic
sites in the Balkans, such as the funerary rituals at Bosnia and Serbia where mainly
the infant bodies are placed in particular contexts within buildings or villages. The
choice of an exact building area for burying 40 infants in Lepenski Vir, as well as
placing 11 children in the innermost area ofthe settlement in Obre, confirms the aspect
of selection both in the domain of the age of the buried individuals and the space for
their placement.’5 In Macedonia, Bulgaria, Albania and Greece there are no similar
practices so far, although males and adults are outnumbered by females and infants in
some of the settlements in these regions.

BF. Veljanovska, Antropoloski karakteristiki na naselenieto na Makedonija od neolitdo Sreden Vek.
Skopje 2000. Republicki zavod za zaStita na spomenicke na kulturata; F. Veljanovska, Neolitski skeletni
naodi od Pista-Novo Selo, Macedoniae Acta B7 (2006), pp. 341 -350.

U Lj. Fidanoski, Cerje-Govrlevo and Milo$ Bilbija. Skopje 2012. Museum of Skopje; G. Naumov
2009a, op. cit.; D. Stojanovski, Grncharica Pottery Typology: Contribution to the Early Neolithic
Puzzle on the Balkans. Unpublished MA thesis. Ferrara 2012.

B R. Zlatuni¢, Neoliti¢ki pogrebni ukopi na prostoru isto€ne jadranske obale i njezinu Sirem zaledu
(prijelazna zona), tipoloSka analiza. Vjesnik arheoloSkog muzeja u Zagrebu 36/3 (2003), pp. 29 - 95;
D. Bori¢ and S. Stefanovi¢ 2004, op. cit.; S. Stefanovi¢ and D. Bori¢, The newborn infant burials
from Lepenski Vir: In pursuit of contextual meanings. In C. Bonsall, V. Boroneant and I. Radovanovic
(eds), The Iron Gates in Prehistory: New Perspectives. Oxford 2008. Archaeopress: BAR International
Series 1893, pp. 131-169.
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The research in Southwest Bulgaria and Thrace confirms a more frequent presence
of child burials than in the region of Sofia where the adults were more in favor. On a
more local level, in Kovacevo or in the second phase of Karanovo, merely infants and
children are unearthed, despite the practices in Slatina where only adult individuals
are recorded.16 Regarding this ritual in Greece, in almost every Neolithic phase of
Franchti, most of the determined bone remains belong to infants and females which
are more frequent in the initial levels of the site.I7 The case of Nea Nikomedeia is
similar, which on the level of chronology, architecture and pottery is closely related
to the aforementioned Amzabegovo.8B8Here as well the infant, children and juveniles
outnumber the adults, and also the female burials are more often than those of males.
The similar intramural funerary rites are also witnessed among several Neolithic sites in
Cyprus, Anatolia and other parts ofthe Near East.0lt can be concluded that the process
of Neolithization, from Anatolia towards the Balkan Peninsula, also commenced with
these specific intramural burials. Some of the sites in the Balkans affirm that these
traditions, although similar, were further modified and partially incorporated into
micro-regional social and symbolic tenets.

As it was already stated, the intramural burials in the Neolithic Balkans were not
uniform and frequently mirror the local understanding of death which differ in the
initial stages and ideas launched in the early phase ofthe period. They are established on
several fundamental ritual practices: inhumation, cremation and body parts deposition
and these are the central point for tracing the regional divergences and variations
common to the particular population. In the Republic of Macedonia only inhumation
is confirmed so far, while in Greece and Bulgaria cremation was also performed even
since the Early Neolithic.2 The exception of these ritual standards in Macedonia is
witnessed in Madjari and Govrlevo where a mandible was deposited close to a building
and inside a pot in a later case.2L Despite 34 individuals in Amzabegovo, not a single
burial of a mandible is determined, but employment of vessels in the burials is one of
the most specific in the region (Fig. 4), due to the deliberate breakage of the vessels’

¥ K. Bacvarov 2003, op. cit.

7 W. Cavanagh and C. Mee 1998, op. cit.; S. Triantaphyllou, A Bioarchaeological Approach to
Prehistoric Cemetery>Populations from Central and Westerst Greek Macedonia. BAR International
Series 976. Oxford 2001. Archaeopress.

B G. Pyke, Structures and Architecture. In K. A. Wardle (ed.), Nea Nikomedeia I: The excavation of
an Early Neolithic village in northern Greece 1961 -1964. London 1996. The British School at Athens,
pp. 39 - 54; G. Naumov 2010b, op. cit.

B K. O. Lorentz, Cultures of Physical Modifications: Child Burials in Ancient Cyprus. Stanford
Journal ofArchaeology 2 (2003), pp. 1- 17; M. Ozdogan, Cayonii. In M. Ozdogan (ed.), Neolithic in
Turkey. Istanbul 1999. Arkeoloji Sanat Yayinlari, pp. 35 - 63; A. M. T. Moore, G. C. Hillman and A.
J. Legge, Village on the Euprathes: From Foraging to Farming at Abu Hureyra. Oxford 2000. Oxford
University Press.

2D W. Cavanagh and C. Mee 1998, op. cit.; K. Bacvarov 2003, op. cit.

2L G. Naumov 2009a, op. cit.; E. Stojanova Kanzurova, Arhitektonski nedvizni objekti od Tumba-
Madjari. Macedoniae Acta Archaeologica 20 (2011), pp. 35 - 52.
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Fig. 4. The reconstruction of the three burials in Amzabegovo according to the disposition of
skeletal remain 9 (infant deposited in vessel), 7 and 8 (design by G. Naumov after V. Sanev
2009, drawing 6 and fig. 9).

handles and bottom and the placing ofa 6 month old infant in its interior.2 The burial
of infants in vessels is uncommon in the Neolithic Balkans, but it is confirmed in
Bulgaria, Greece and various sites in the Near East and even in the later Prehistoric
periods when adult individuals were considered as well.Z3 The symbolic facets of

2 J. Nemeskéri and L. Lengyel 1976, op. cit.
23 K. Bacvarov, Babies Reborn: Infant/Child Burials in Pre- and Protohistory. BAR International

Series 1832. Oxford 2008. Archaeopress.; M. Georgiadis, Child Burials in Mesolithic and Neolithic
Southern Greece: A Synthesis. Childhood in the Past 4 (2011), pp. 31 - 45.
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the burials were merely asserted through such ritual practices as well involving the
manifestation of embodiment and anthropomorphism onto artifacts.24

When considered, the intramural burials in Macedonia and Balkans assert that such
a rite is not just a ceremonial valediction with the relatives. The frequent presence of
infants, girls and women in graves below or next to houses, as well as the inclusion of
infant bodies and separate bones of the mature in pots, additionally confirms that they
were set in an exceptionally compound symbolic practice which concerns compelling
association between the living and dead and the space in which they resided. In
such a complex semiotic process human representations also were involved which
concerns both the anthropomorphic hybrids and miniature representations. The
following proposed outline of their iconography and contextual data enables thorough
insight in the Neolithic corporeality and provides more detailed understanding of the
incorporation of the human body in these symbolic practices.

Corporeality made of clay

The figurines were recurrently part of the discussions regarding their classification
and explanation.5 Their typology and chronological features are already defined, but
there are no unified concordances on their significance, use or depicted characters.
Despite the issues related to burials, the ambiguity of figurine explication generated
bipolar division among archaeologists who proposed several directions for their
interpretation. On one hand there was a group claiming that figurines are miniature
ceramic goddesses’, while the other tried to explain them as represented individuals.
Nevertheless, in this case the represented characters will not be discussed, but the
major focus will be on their iconography and frequency in settlements concerning
the processes associated with the social and symbolic aspects of corporeality. In that

2 G. Naumov 2010a, op. cit; G. Naumov, Embodied houses: social and symbolic agency of
Neolithic architecture in the Republic of Macedonia. In D. Hoffman and J. Smyth (eds.), Tracking the
Neolithic house in Europe - sedentism, architecture andpractice. New York 2013. Springer, pp. 65 —94.

5 D. Bailey 2005, op. cit.; S. Hansen, Bilder vom Menschen der Steinzeit: Untersuchungen zur
Anthropomorphen Plastik der Jungsteinzeit und Kupfzeit in Slidosteuropa | und 11 Mainz 2007. Verlag
Philipp von Zabem; R. G. Lesure, Interpreting Ancient Figurines: Context, Comparison and Prehistoric
Art. Cambridge 2011. Cambridge University Press.

2% P. Ucko, The Interpretation of Prehistoric Anthropomorphic Figurines. Journal of the Royal
Anthropological Institute 92 (1962), pp. 38 - 54; P. O. James, The Cult of the Mother Goddess: An
Archaeological and Documentary Study. London 1959. Thames and Hudson.; M. Gimbutas, The
Goddesses and Gods ofOIld Europe. London 1982. Thames and Hudson; D. Bailey, The Representation
of Gender: Homology or Propaganda. Journal o fEuropean Archaeology 2/2 (1994), pp. 215 - 227; L. E.
Talalay, A Feminist Boomerang: The Great Goddess of Greek Prehistory. Gender and History 6/2 (1994),
pp. 165 - 183; L. Meskell, Godessess, Gimbutas and ‘New Age’Archaeology. Antiquity 69 (1995), pp.
74 -86; P. Biehl, Symbolic communication systems: Symbols of the Neolithic and Chalcolithic from
South-Eastern Europe. Journal ofEuropean Archaeology 4 (1996), pp. 153 —176; R. G. Lesure, The
Goddess Diffracted: Thinking about the Figurines of Early Villages. Current Anthropology 43/4 (2002),
pp. 587 - 610; A. Golan, Prehistoric Religion. Jerusalem 2003. Golan.
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Fig. 5. Neolithic figurines: 1 Govrlevo (h-6.7cm); 2. Zelenikovo (h-4.8cm); 3. Slavej
(h-6.8cm). Photos by G. Naumov.

context, not only the figurines, but also other artifacts associated with the human body
will be regarded, such as models representing both houses and people.

Miniaturism, actual representation, stylization and hybridism are the major
iconographical components embedded within  Neolithic anthropomorphic
representations. The first three components are related to figurines (Fig. 5), their size
and the accentuation or neglect of particular corporeal features, while the fourth is
specific to the artifacts setting the human body in a relation to a house, pottery, tablets,
ovens or stamps.2Z/ This will be explicated throughout figurines and anthropomorphic
models found in the Republic of Macedonia as they provide an initial regional
perspective of the priorities emphasized through represented bodies. There are 289
Neolithic figurines published from this region so far, although on this occasion those
not presented in monographs and reports will also be considered, and were recently
included in the archaeological analyses.ZB0Only the figurines from several settlements
will be comprehensively examined due to the quantity and visual ratio inducing imagery
preferences and the employment of favored features. Also, micro-regional features
will be concerned as they are mainly embedded within gender and body accentuations
among the miniature human representations (figurines) and hybrid artifacts such as
anthropomorphic models, vessels and ‘altars’.

There are a variety of discussions on the figurine gender which produced the
divergence in their interpretation. One side constantly accents the female aspects of
the figurines, additionally affirming the Neolithic societies as matriarchal and the

2 G. Naumov, Neolithic visual culture and rituals. In G. Naumov, Lj. Fidanoski, I. Tolevski, A.

Ivkovska, Neolithic Communities in the Republic o fMacedonia. Skopje 2009b. Dante, pp. 87 - 135; G.
Naumov, Figuring Out the Figurines: Towards the Interpretation of Neolithic Corporeality. Journal of
Flinders Society 2/1 (2014a). Adelaide, pp. 49 - 60.

2B G. Naumov, Neolitski antropomorfnifigurini vo Makedonija. Skopje 2015. Magor.
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Fig. 6. Statistical ratio of gender among Neolithic figurines in the Republic of Macedonia.
Diagram by G. Naumov.

figurines as its religious substitute.® As a response to these interpretations a new
generation of archaeologists emerged and more carefully approached the definition
of the figurine gender. They question the frequency of female representation and
assert the prevalence of figurines without a depicted sex.® Notwithstanding, the
recent statistics reconsidering figurines’ gender features in Macedonia verifies that
most numerous are female representations among those with elements of sex.3L This
is confirmed by the most apparent elements on the figurines’body i.e. the presence of

2 P.O. James 1959, op. cit; M. Gimbutas, The Language ofthe Goddess. London 1989. Thames and
Hudson.; A. Golan 2003, op. cit.

Y D. Bailey, Interpreting Figurines: the emergence of illusion and new ways of seeing. Cambridge
Archaeological Journal 6/2 (1996), pp. 291 - 295; L. Talalay, Heady Business: Skulls, Heads and
Decapitation in Neolithic Anatolia and Greece. Journal of Mediterranean Archaeology 17/2 (2004),
pp. 139 - 163; S. Nanoglou, Representation of Humans and Animals in Greece and the Balkans during
the Earlier Neolithic. Cambridge Archaeological Journal 18 (2008), pp. 1- 13; C. Nakamura and L.
Meskell, Articulate Bodies: Forms and Figures at Catalhdyiik. Journal ofArchaeological method and
Theory 16 (2009), pp. 205 - 230.

3l G. Naumov 2009a, op. cit.; G. Naumov and N. Chausidis, Neolitskite antropomorfni predmeti vo
Republika Makedonija. Skopje 2011. Magor; G. Naumov 2014a, op. cit.; G. Naumov, 2014b. Together
We Stand-Divided We Fall: Fragmentation of Neolithic Figurines in Republic of Macedonia. In C.
Ursu and S. Tema (eds.), Anthropomorphism and symbolic behaviour in the Neolithic and Copper Age
communities ofSouth-Eastern Europe (2014b). Suceava: Muzeul Bucovinei, pp. 161-186; G. Naumov
2015, op. cit.
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Fig. 7. Statistical ratio of gender among Neolithic figurines in Amzabegovo, Porodin,
Govrlevo and Zelenikovo. Diagram by G. Naumov.

primary (genitalia) and secondary sex features (breasts, buttocks, hand position and
modes of deliberate fragmentation). Consequently, there are only 8 figurines with male
genitalia among 289 anthropomorphic miniatures included in publications. In spite
of that, the represented pubis, breasts, accented thighs, hands placed on the torso and
purposeful fragmentation ofthe legs and head which are considered female attributes
are present in 128 figurines. Other miniatures providing elements of gender belongs
to sexless (49) and androgynous (3) representations while many other fragments are
hard to determine. Such generalized statistics indicate that the most numerous are
female and sexless figurines while only a few bear apparent male or androgynous
features (Fig. 6). The high frequency of female figurines in the archaeological reports,
monographs and exhibition catalogues is also due to the authors’ decision to include
the most impressive anthropomorphic objects as illustrations. However, the figurines
unearthed in other parts of the Balkans and published so far, confirm a partially similar
statistical ratio although their number should be further tested in order to consider such
a delicate generalized review based on reports or monographs.2

2 D. Srejovi¢, Neolitska plastika Centralnog Balkana. In L. Trifunovi¢ (ed.), Neolit Centralnog
Balkana. Beograd 1968. Narodni muzej, pp. 177 - 270; M. Mina, Carving Out Gender in Prehistoric
Aegean: Anthropomorphic Figurines of the Neolithic and Early Bronze Age. Journal ofMediterranean
Archaeology 21/2 (2008), pp. 213 239; V. Becker, Anthropomorphe Plastiken Westbulgariens und ihre
Stellung im siidosteuropéichen Friinhneolithikum. Studia Praehistorica 13 (2010), pp. 23 - 40.
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In spite ofthat, when the figurines from some sites are individually documented and
processed the opposite ratio is displayed concerning the represented gender and body
features. This is witnessed by two Neolithic sites in Macedonia which are the only one
presented in monographs so far. One is located in the Ovce Pole region (Amzabegovo),
while the other is in the Pelagonia plain (Porodin) and both provide the most detailed
understanding of figurine production and disposition.3In Amzabegovo particularly, 54
figurines are elaborated in total, of which 7 are female, none is male or androgynous,
while 19 are sexless, and there are also many small parts to be considered for gender
analysis (Fig. 7). The female figurines are rare and just 2 have genitalia, on 4 breasts
are applied, 1 has a represented stomach, 6 of them are with accented thighs, while
there are none with hands. It can be concluded that the major focus of Amzabegovo
figurines has been an intentional neglect of sex resulting with a lack of represented
body features. Despite the Amzabegovo case, among 32 published figurines from the
Porodin excavations 20 are female, 1 male, 1bisexual and only 3 are sexless, while the
other fragments are hard to be determined (Fig. 7). On 13 figurines there are applied
breasts, 10 have accented thighs, on 7 the arms position is associated with the torso, the
stomach is visible on 4 and only 1has represented genitalia. This clearly demonstrates
that the female attributes were more important in Porodin, involving breasts, thighs,
arms position and deliberate fragmentation.

This examination of figurines from two sites in different Macedonian geographical
areas illustrates that Neolithic communities were not sharing the same iconographie
principles when the human body was represented. This is confirmed on an even
more local level when the figurines from neighboring settlements in one region are
set in a particular ratio.34 The case studies regarding figurines from five Neolithic
sites in Macedonia even verify the different technical practices employed among
neighboring communities.® Regarding the human body representations in Govrlevo

3B M. Gimbutas, Figurines. In M. Gimbutas (ed.) Anza, Neolithic Macedonia: As reflected by
Excavation at Anza, Southeast Yugoslavia. Los Angeles 1976b. The Regents of the University of
California, pp. 198 - 241; R KoroSec and J. KoroSec 1973, op. cit.; M. Grbi¢, R Mackic, S, Nadj, D.
Simoska and B. Stalio, Porodin: kasno-neolitsko naselje na Tumbi kod Bitolja. Bitolj 1960. Narodni
muzej Bitolj i Arheolo$ki institut - Beograd.

3 G. Naumov 2014b, op. cit.; G. Naumov 2015, op. cit.

3 R. Galovi¢, Neue Funde der StarCevo - Kultur in Mittelserbien und Makedonien. Bericht der
Rémisch - Germanischen Kommision (1962- 1963). Berlin 1964. Walter De Gruyter & Co., pp 43-44;
M. GaraSanin and Bilbija, M. Bilbija, Kuc¢a 1 vo Zelenikovo. Macedonia Acta Archaeologica 9. Skopje
1988, pp. 31 -41; M. Bilbija, Cerje, neolitsko naselje. Arheoloski Pregled 1985 (1986), pp. 35-36; Lj.
Fidanoski, Arheolo3ki iskopuvanja na neolitskata naselba Cerje-Govrlevo vo 2004 godina. Macedonia
Acta Archaeologica 20 (2011), pp. 53 - 76; B. Kitanoski, D. Simoska and J. Todorovi¢, Novi arheoloski
istraZzuvanja na naselbata Cukaj vo TopolCani kaj Prilep. Macedonia Acta Archaeologica 6 (1983),
pp. 9 —20; B. Kitanoski, D. Simoska and B. Jovanovi¢, Der kultplatz auf der fundstatte Vrbjanska
Cuka bei Prilep. In D. Srejovi€ and N. Tasi¢ (eds.), Vinca and its World. International Symposium The
Danubian Regionfrom 6000-3000 BC. Beograd 1990. Serbian Academy of Science and Arts, Centre
for Archaeological Research, Faculty of Philosophy. Beograd. Bigz, pp. 107- 112; A. Mitkoski, Sadova
keramika od Vrbjanska Cuka. Macedoniae Acta Archaeologica 16. (2005), pp. 29 - 53; D. Temelkoski
and A. Mitkoski, Neolitski antropomorfni statuetki vo predistoriskata zbirka na Zavod i muzej Prilep.
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Fig. 8. Statistical ratio of Neolithic figurines and anthropomorphic hybrids in Govrlevo,
Zelenikovo, TopolCani, Rakle and Slavej. Diagram by G. Naumov.

and Zelenikovo in the Skopje region (Fig. 8), it is evident that there are 13 figurines
and 159 anthropomorphic objects (models, vessels and stamps) in the first case,
while the latter confirms 83 figurines and only 12 fragments of embodied models and
vessels.3¥The uncommon preference of miniatures or anthropomorphic hybrids is also
present in Pelagonia (Fig. 8), so that in Rakle the main focus is on figurines (21)
while the anthropomorphic vessels are almost disregarded (1), in spite of Slavej and
Topol€ani where the house models with human features are more present (52 i.e. 23)
than figurines (14 i.e. 5). If the same statistical approach is applied to Ovce Pole it is
evident that publications regarding Amzabegovo, Tarinci and Gorobinci confirm the
major focus on figurines rather than on anthropomorphic vessels or models.37Namely,
there are 12 figurines published from Tarinci and only 1 anthropomorphic vessel, as
well as in Gorobinci where the number of figurines is also 12 while there are just 2
fragments that resemble the cylinder and cube of house models.8 As it was stated

Makedonsko nasledstvo 17 (2001), pp. 53 - 69; D. Temelkoski and A. Mitkoski, Docnoneolitska naselba
na lokalitetot Kutline kaj selo Rakle. Macedoniae Acta Archaeologica 18 (2008), pp. 93- 108.

3 G. Naumov and N. Chausidis 2011, op. cit.; G. Naumov 2014b, op. cit.
¥ G. Naumov 2015, op. cit.
3B M. Garalanin and D. GaraSanin, Iskopavnja u Tarincima, na lokalitetu “Vrsnik’. Zbornik na

Stipskiot naroden muzej I. Stip 1961, pp. 61 - 65; V. Sanev 1975. Neolitska naselba Rug Bair kaj s.
Gorobinci. Zbornik na $tipskiot naroden muzej IV-V. Stip 1975, pp. 203 - 245.
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before, there are 52 published figurines from Amzabegovo, but only 6 fragments of
anthropomorphic vessels/models.®

If these sites are still considered the preference towards gender features is also
evident, with the majority representing female and sexless individuals and barely
five depicting a penis (Fig. 7). Regarding the anthropomorphic models (Fig. 9), their
gender features are scarce and only few comprise female features (genitalia, breasts
and the stomach in a state of pregnancy) in spite of male representations which are
not still recorded.4) The elements of identity and gender are witnessed on a dozen
anthropomorphic house models depicting various types of hairstyles and massive
hands placed on the thighs i.e. cube (a female posture also specific for figurines).4l In
addition to the micro-regional iconographical affinities associated with these artifacts
it should be stressed that in the Skopje region an entire visual concentration is on the
upper anthropomorphic cylinders and especially on their stylized faces, hair, breasts,
abdomens or hands, while the house is modeled as a cube with round or rectangular
openings. In spite of that, the anthropomorphic hybrids in Pelagonia are rich with
architectonic details on house models and the cylinders bear no hand, but depict
individual faces (Fig. 9: 2). The Neolithic communities in Pelagonia were largely
focused on symbolic significance of the dwellings, so besides the anthropomorphic
house models ‘altars’ resembling buildings were often also produced.2 It could be
considered that such an intensive symbolic relationship between a community and
their dwellings is much more frequent in Pelagonia than elsewhere in Macedonia due
to the scarcity ofthese ‘altars’ and house representations on anthropomorphic models.
This is also a result of the quantity and modes of establishing and maintaining the
settlements (tells) which implies a construction ofnew buildings on the foundations of
earlier dwellings.43

3 M. Gimbutas, Neolithic bAs Reflected by Excavation at Anza, Southeast
Los Angeles 1976a. The Regents ofthe University of California.

4 G. Naumov 2009a, op. cit; G. Naumov 2009b, op. cit; N. Chausidis, Neolithic Ceramic
Figurines in the Shape of a Woman - House from the Republic of Macedonia. In D. Gheorghiu and
A. Cyphers (eds.), Anthropomorphic and Zoomorphic miniaturefigures in Eurasia, Africa and Meso-
America: morphology, materiality, technology, function and context. Oxford 2010. Archaeopress, BAR
International Series, pp. 25 - 35.

4 N . Causidis,Neolitski antropomorfni modeli na kuci. In G. Naumov and N. Neolitski
antropomorfni predmeti vo Republika Makedonija. Skopje 2011. Magor, pp. 11 - 20; N. Chausidis,
Mythical Representations of Mother Earth’in Pictorial Media. In T. G. Meaden (ed.), An Archaeol-
ogy of Mother Earth Sites and Sanctuaries through the Ages: Rethinking symbols and images, art and
artifactsfrom history andprehistory. Oxford 2012. Archaeopress: BAR International Series 2389, pp.
5- 19; G. Naumov 2014a, op. cit.; A. TomaZ, Depiction ofHairstyle, Reflection of Identity? Some
considerations concerning Neolithic hairstyle depictions inAnzabegovo - Vrsnik and VeluSina -Porodin
cultural milieu. In D. Bori¢ and P. Miracle (eds.), Identities o fthe Early Neolithic Balkans. Oxford 2015
inprint. Oxbow Books.

£ G. Naumov, Visual and conceptual dynamism ofthe Neolithic altars in the Republic of Macedonia.
In V. Nikolov, K. Bacvarov & H. Popov (eds.), Interdisziplindre Forschungen zum Kulturerbe aufder
Balkanhalbinsel. Sofia 2011. Nice, pp. 89 —129.

4 G. Naumov, Embodied houses: social and symbolic agency of Neolithic architecture in the
Republic of Macedonia. In D. Hoffman and J. Smyth (eds.), Tracking the Neolithic house in Europe -
sedentism, architecture andpractice. New York 2013. Springer, pp. 65 - 94.
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Fig. 9. Anthropomorphic house models from: 1 Madjari - h. 39.0cm (Kolistrkoska Nasteva
2005, Fig. 42); 2. Porodin - h. 25.5cm (Kolistrkoska Nasteva 2005, Fig. 43); 3. Govrlevo -
h. 35.0cm (Chausidis 1995, Fig. 6).

The similar local varieties are apparent on the female genitalia representations of
figurines, so those produced by the Pelagonian communities from the VeluSina-Porodin
cultural group usually consists of round applications with or without two punctures
(Fig. 10). The pubis representations on figurines from the Amzabegovo-Vr3nik cultural
group are regularly incised as triangles or V lines. Therefore it is apparent that there
were local preferences in the selection of body parts applied on anthropomorphic
artifacts and they initially or gradually gained their own regional alternatives. This is
also associated with the character of ceramic artifacts where the human body will be
represented, thus some Neolithic villages preferred to depict its miniature ‘portrayal’,
regardless of others which were mainly focused on the hybrid relationship between
the body and house models, vessels, ‘altars’ or stamps. A comprehensive insight into
the ritual and representative treatment of the human body could significantly provide a
more thorough understanding and explication of these preferences associated with the
represented and buried bodies.

The intentional selection among buried and represented bodies

The elaborated overview of intramural burials in Macedonia and the micro-regional
practices in anthropomorphic artifacts production asserts several spheres where the
human body is an agent for affirmation of social components and semiotic principles.
It is still hard to determine how the body was actively incorporated in these complex
Neolithic symbolic spheres, but the repetition of funerary rituals and the continuous
traditions of figurine modeling enable the understanding of corporeality of the
deceased and those represented. The proposed overview of burials, figurines and
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Fig. 10. Regional preference of genitalia representations among Neolithic figurines in the
Republic of Macedonia. Table by G. Naumov.

anthropomorphic house models in Macedonia clearly indicates the modification of
universal visual and ritual concepts into micro-regional practices, especially of those
inherited from Levantine or Anatolian traditions.

If the majority of Neolithic sites in the Balkans and Anatolia are considered it can
be determined that Amzabegovo shows uncommon practices regarding the deliberate
selection of individuals buried inside settlements which mainly concerns children
and female individuals. They apparently had a different status than that of adults and
males, which was not established on the level of social authority, but was related with
their actual and symbolic involvement in the community upholding and continuity.
Recently there is much more lively research on the children in the past and their role in
prehistoric societies has been more accented.#4The early decease of children indicates
the potential risk for the household and the community sustenance and therefore the
family becomes more engaged in order to maintain and rouse the birthrate. This also
involves symbolic practices especially concerning the intramural funerary rituals

4 J. Sofaer Derevenski, Children and Material Culture. London 2000. Routledge; J. E. Baxter, The
Archaeology of Childhood: Children, Gender and Material Culture. Oxford 2005. Altamira Press; S.
Crawford and G. Shepherd (eds.), Children, Childhood and Society. Oxford 2007. BAR International
Series 1696. Archaeopress; L. H. Dommasnes and M. Wrigglesworth (eds.), Children, Identity and the
Past. Cambridge 2008. Cambridge Scholar Publishing; M. S. Romero, Childhood and Construction
of the Gender Identities through Material Culture. Childhood in the Past 1 (2008), pp. 17 - 37; G.
Lillehammer, Archaeology of Children. Complutum 21 (2) (2010), pp. 15 - 45.
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beside or below dwellings. The selection of buried female individuals in settlements
considered significant women in the community as well as those who were exposed
to frequent diseases during pregnancy and childbirth. Some of those in Amzabegovo
and Nea Nikomedeia were even buried with infants or children,which indicates that
this ritual practice is common only for the settlements where the mortality of children
and women was increased or that these persons had a significant role in the community
and were identified with particular households (Fig. 4). As a reflection of such ritual
practice, these individuals were probably important on a broader symbolic level which
could be manifested in various segments of Neolithic societies thus including material
culture.

Their inhumation underneath or beside the dwellings could have an effect on the
symbolic relationship between living and deceased members which is also maintained
by the deposition of the body or its parts inside vessels. The Amzabegovo case
furthermore addresses the thorough semiotic liaison between the infant and vessel
intentionally modified for the deposition of the baby into a womblike object.46 The
vessel itself was embodied with an abstract anthropomorphic character in order to
effectively contribute to this symbolic process. The anthropomorphisation of vessels
and frequency of intramural burials in the Early Neolithic initiated the production of
artifacts which incorporated the human body into a hybrid relation with the pottery
and dwellings.4 But their quantity in the settlements is also not regularly present
which points to a variety of regional practices regarding the objects modeled as
bodies. The research on several Neolithic case studies in Macedonia evidently asserts
a more intensive hybrid relationship between the body and ceramic containers than
the necessity to ‘portray’ the individual as a miniature (Fig. 8). For example, the
preference of anthropomorphic house models in Govrlevo is more evident in spite
of the high frequency of miniature figurines in Zelenikovo.8 The case studies of
models and figurines in Topolcani and Slavej (Pelagonia) are comparable and there the
hybridized models outnumber the figurines as well. The studies on Zelenikovo, Rakle
or Amzabegovo human representations confirms that the communities inhabiting these
Neolithic villages preferred the miniatures more in contrast to hybrid artifacts.®

The varieties of micro-regional preferences are also vivid in the domain of figurine
production. The figurines common for the Pelagonian communities were asserting their
gender much more than those modeled in Ovce Pole, so that the miniatures in Porodin

%6 V. Sanev (ed.), Anzabegovo: naselba odraniot isredniot neolit vo Makedonija. Stip 2009. Nacionalna
ustanova za zaStita na spomenicite na kulturata i muzej - Stip; C. Perlés, The Early Neolithic in Greece.
Thefirstfarming communities in Europe. Cambridge 2001. Cambridge University Press.

% J. Nemeskéri and L. Lengyel 1976, op. cit; G. Naumov 2007, op. cit.

& G. Naumov, The Vessel as a Human Body: Neolithic anthropomorphic vessels and their reflection
in later periods. In Berg, I. (ed.), Breaking the Mould: challenging the past through pottery. Oxford
2008. British Archaeological Reports, pp. 93 - 101.; G. Naumov 2013, op. cit.

& G. Naumov and Causidis 2011, op. cit; G. Naumov 2014b, op. cit.

% G. Naumov 2015, op. cit.
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Fig. 11. Ratio of gender representations among Neolithic figurines in Veluska Tumba,
Porodin, Tarinci and Amzabegovo. Diagram by G. Naumov.

and Veluska Tumba often depict the female’s primary and secondary sex features
while the representations in Amzabegovo and Tarinci are mainly sexless (Fig. 11).
It is evident that on these sites the representation of gender is intentionally omitted,
so that the discussion remains whether their gender was merely understood or they
were perceived as androgynous individuals. The case of Amzabegovo could provide
one possible explication of this phenomena and especially if the relationship between
frequent infant/child burials and the large production of sexless figurines is considered
(Fig. 2; Fig. 12). The number of sexless figurines increased as the infant burials
decreases within a settlement which could be deemed as a symbolic substitution.DAlso
some of the sexless figurines were deposited (buried) in pits and inside houses along
with prestigious finds, such as painted pots, marble figurine, axes or animal paws.5L It
is still hard to be verified, but it is worth it to propose that children were represented
on such figurines as there are many archaic and tribal societies where children are
not regarded as socially or gender-defined individuals prior to their initiation. On the
other hand, the frequent intramural burials of female individuals, the prevalence of
anthropomorphic artifacts with female features , models, ‘altars’etc.) on other
sites and the deliberate fragmentation of particularly female figurines should be also
observed.

Although such ritual and imagery concentration towards the female body opens
numerous new discussions,® they will not be elaborated in this paper due to the
previous considerations ofthese issues regarding Neolithic figurines in Macedonia and

9 Ibidem.
5 M. Gimbutas 1976, op. cit.
B R. Lesure 2002, op. cit.; R. Lesure 2011, op. cit.
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1 ap;‘ .Ifr female  male sexless
Early I\:eolithic 2 / / 2
Middl!}ll\l-ejcj)iLithic 15 2 / 13
Late I\Il\e/olithic 26 3 / 23
43 5 / 38

Fig. 12. The statistical outline of figurines in Amzabegovo. Table by G. Naumov.

the Balkans in general.83Despite the interpretations ofthe woman as the main metaphor
among the Neolithic communities, the case studies from Macedonia indicates that in
some regions an apparent accent is on infant/children or sexless representations. In
this context also the preference towards diverse anthropomorphic media and body
parts should be asserted as divergent affinities among two neighboring settlements. It
remains further to be discussed if such production of different anthropomorphic objects
was associated with a visual emphasis of regional identities, a practice common for
the painted Neolithic vessels and engaged in various social and symbolic processes for
the affirmation of autochthonous features.% Considering the practical character of the
vessels, their inclusion in these spheres of society is estimated, but it remains unclear
if the figurines and models were the similar manifestation of local identities or were
just a reflection of the different approach in visual corporeality.

Furthermore, it should not be disregarded that the variations of produced objects
and practiced rituals were initiated by the confrontation with diverse incitements that
communities in the Neolithic Balkans had. The symbolic engagement of the body in
various substantial challenges established its potentials in the embodiment of social
reality and symbolic activities. Such compound iconographical and ceremonial body
employment generated semiotic representations objectified throughout the miniatures
or anthropomorphic hybrids. They had momentous impact in the establishment of
community bonds and hierarchies, and were incorporated in the role of death within

5 G. Naumov 2009a, op. cit.; G. Naumov 2014a, op. cit.
5 G. Naumov 2009a, op. cit.; G. Naumov, 2010b, op. cit.
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society. If the elaborated anthropomorphic figurines, house models and intramural
burials are additionally observed on a more local level it will enable a more detailed
comprehension of social, symbolic and ritual components of the human bodies and
their representations in the Neolithic.
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Heonutcku Tena: NorpebyBakwara
BO Hacenbute n aHTPONMOMOPMHMUTE NPETCTaBY
BO Penybnnka MakefoHuja

Pe3nme

YOBEUKOTO Te/0 € efleH Of HajBaXHUTe MeXaHW3MK MpeKy KOW Ce KOHCTpyupaat
pasHu (OpMKU Ha COLMjanIHN HOPMU HO, NCTOBPEMEHO, € U CUHAa MeTadopa npm 060-
MWTYBakeTO Ha KNYYHU NPUHLUMNN BO paMKWUTe Ha 3aefHUuLUTe. Bo HEONIUTOT, TENOTO
€ YeCTO BK/NYYeHO BO HM3a KOMMJIEKCHN NPOLLeCH KoM Ce OfHecyBaaT Ha cMMOOnNY-
KOTO feuHuparbe Ha NPOCTOPOT KOPUCTEH 3a XXUBeeke HO, UCTO Taka, e U OCHoBaTta
Kafle ce BOCMOCTaByBaaT MHTepakuuuTe Mefy UHAUBUAYUTE U MaTepujanHata KynTy-
pa. BakBOTO MHKOpropupake Ha Te/OTO U TefleCHOCTa Ce pas3BuBa BO [BE HACOKMU:
e[HaTa e OHaa Koja ce ofHecyBa Ha 06pefuTe, a Apyrara e peasu3vpaHa BO paMKuTe
Ha NMKOBHWTE npeTcTaBu. Bo npBMOT cnyyaj, fen o4 novyvHaTuTe MHAUBUAYW Ce NO-
rpebyBaat BO camaTa Hacenba, BepojaTHO, OHaMy Kafe W LITO XXMBeene, AofeKa BO
OPYTNOT, pasHU NIMKOBU Ce YeCcTOo MPUKaXaHu npeky GUrypuHu wam gpyru BUA0BM
npegmeTn. MNputoa, HUTY norpebysakwarta ce camo aBTOMaTCKa pedpiekcunja Ha ngejata
3a CMPTTa HUTY, Mak, aHTPONOMOP(HMTE NMPETCTaBM Ce efHOCTaBHO MOPTPeTMpare
Ha ogpefeHu nHgmenayw. Hanpotus, norpebyBawaTa 1 BU3yenHuTe (POpMM Ha Tenec-
HOCTa NoAeAHAKBO Ce aHraXMpaHu BO Cepuja CUMOONNYKN MPUHLUMK, KOU CE OfHECY-
BaaT Ha MocTaBeHUTe couMjasiHM HOPMU U KOTHUTUBHOTO OCMUC/TyBake Ha MPOCTOpPOT
1 nonsysaHuTe npeameTun. FNoynHaTnuTe UHAUBUAYWN He Ce CaMO CNy4yajHO MOOXKEHM
nog unn Lo KyKuTe, AOAEKA YOBEYKOTO Tesio, OCBEH NpeKy (MUrypuHUTE, HAMEPHO €
NMPUKaxaHo 1 BO XnbpupHa penaumnja co KyKkaTta, cagoBuTe, NeYKUTE UAN ,KPTBEHU-
uunTe“. BHMMaTenHoTo pasriefyBsame Ha 0BME 06peHN 1 BU3YeIHN PopMu, NOKaxXyBa
QleKa e BpLleHa NPOMUCNEHA CefeKLMja Ha OHNE Ko Ke buaaTt norpebaHn BO paMKu Ha
Hacenbarta, Kako U Ha KOHCTPYKUUUTE N NpesMeTUTe CTaBEHM BO CMMO0O/IMYKA BPCKa
CO YOBEYKOTO Teno.

BpojHN apXeoioWKM KOHTEKCTY U aHTPOMOMOpPgHY nNpeameTn of bankaHoT, ocobe-
HO of MakepgoHwuja, NnoTBpAyBaaT NPOMUC/IEHO U LOCNEAHO NPUMEHYBake Ha 0bpes-
HUTE HOPMU W BU3YeNHUTE Havena. CTaTUCTUUYKUTE aHaiu3n 3a norpebaHnTe MHAM-
BUAYWN N NPOHAjAEeHNTE aHTPONOMOP(MHM NpeTCTaBM of HacenbuTe kaj AM3aberoso,
MopoguH, oBpneBo 1 3e/leHNKOBO faBaaT MHOTY MojacHa CNuKa 3a TeHAeHLNNTEe KOH
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CUMBONNYKOTO feUHUpae Ha YOBEYKOTO Te/I0 BO HEONUTOT W, BOOMLUTO, 3a KOH-
CTpyupaHuTe couujanHn CTaHZapAu, Kou ce MaHuecTupane BO obpefmxe n maTte-
pujanHata Kyntypa Bo MakefjoHuja. Tue ce nocTaBeHU BO HU3a COOLHOCHU MPeKY Kou
MOXKe fla ce 3abenexaTr MHOry CUIHW NIoKanHW obenexja, 3aHemMapeHun npu NpeTXo4Hn-
Te reHepanusayum Ha HEONMTCKN KYNTYPHU rpynun. MpuToa, NPUIoXKeHN Ce N HEKOKY
npMMepy Of NOLUMPOKNOT BasikaHCKWU NPOCTOpP, CO Len, fa Ce YKaxe Ha MoCTOEeHhEeTo
Ha CNIMYHM 06pPefHN N NMKOBHMW MPAKTUKN KOWU Ce Temenat Ha UAEHTUYHWU CUMBOnNY-
K1 napameTpu, MefyToa, He3aBMCHO peasn3MpaHn BO NOMasn pernoHanHun Gopmm Ha
maTepujanHara Kyntypa.

Wako BO TpyfoOT ce pasrfiefyBaaT ABe r/1laBHY HaCOKU Ha TPeTMaHOT Ha YOBEYKOTO
Teno, 1 Toa peann3npaHun Npeky norpebysamwara u IMKOBHUTe NMPETCTaBMW, Cenak, BO
HWB Ke ce crefaT HeKoKy 06pefHU v BU3YeNHU NOTKATeropum KOW ro akueHTupaar
acnekToT Ha CeNeKTMBHOCTA Mefy HEONUTCKUTe 3aefHnumn. Mpu norpebysarwarta n 06-
peauTe e akTye/m3npaH NPoCTOPOT Ha MO/0XYBawe Ha HOBEYKUTe 0CTaTOLM, HUBHNOT
Mo/ 1 BO3PAcT, KAKO 1 eNlEMEHTUTE Ha AenoHuparwe U PparMeHTUpare Ha KOCKUTe nnu
apteaktuTe. Bo paMKn Ha aHTPONOMOP(HMUTE MPETCTaBM € YKaXKaHO Ha OCHOBHUTE
NNKOBHU hopMun (MUHMjaTYPHOCT U XMOPUAHOCT) 1 HUBHUTE NpedepupaHn obenexja,
BO CEKOj Of NoKanuTeTuTe 3ace6HO. BakBOTO pacufiieHyBakwe Ha 06peauTe u BU3yen-
HWUTe NPaKTUKN MMa Hamepa Ja NoKaxe AeKa Tue ce BoeAHaYeHN Npeky KOHLENTOT Ha
aHTPONOMOPMU3MOT KOj, MakK, ro MMa YOBEYKOTO TeN0 Kako rnasHa MeTagopa 3a Cno-
YKEHUTE coumjanHM U CMMBONNYKN NPOLLECU BO HEONNTCKUTE 3aefHULN. TOKMY OBUE
HEKOJIKY /IOKa/IMTETN MOKaXKyBaaT [eKa BakBMOT LOMWHAHTEH KOHLENT € pas3/invyHo
NMPUMeHeT, NPUTOAa, He3aBUCHO MaHU(ecTUpaH Npeky HeKoNKy PopMU Ha TenecHocTa.

MowmnpokaTta permoHanHa nNepcnekTMBa Ha WHTpamMypanHuTe norpebyBawa Ha
BankaHOT ¥ NOKanHUTe Tpaguuum nNpu MOLeNMpakbeTo aHTPONOMOP(HU NpesMeTu
BO MakefioHMja, NMOKaXKyBaaT HEKO/IKY HAaCOKM Ha KOPUCTEHETO Ha YOBEYKOTO Teso
Kako MefnyMm 3a aupmuparbe Ha couujanHnTe penauum n CUMO0INUYKUTE KOHLENTHU.
Mako geHec He cMe BO MOXHOCT Jja 3HaemMe Kako Te/loTO 6W/10 aKTUBHO BKJ/TyYEHO BO
OBMWE HEO/IMTCKWU NpoLecu, cenak, AocnefHOCTa BO NPaKTUKYBakeTo Ha obpeanTe u
n3pabotkaTta Ha PUrypuHUTE, LeNYMHO OBO3MOXYBaaT Aa Ce cor/iefa Kako Tue oune
perucTpupaHun Npeky mMatepujanHara Kyntypa n norpebysamwarta. YBU0T BO 0BUe 06-
pesHV hopMu 1 apTedakTyh, HanpaBeH Ha HEKO/IKY IOKaIUTeTn BO MakefoHKja, ywiTe
MOACTA/IHO MOKaXKyBa Kako rfiaBHUre npasuy Ha MOLWMPOKUTE UAEN 38 HEOJIUTCKOTO
Teno 6une nokanHo moamduumpaHn. Taka, norpebyBaweTo BO HacenbuTe Kako rno-
6anHa nojaea BO HEONUTOT Ha bancknoT cTok n JyronctoyHa EBpona gobusa csou
MUKPOPErMOHaNHN POPMMU, NCTO KAKO M 13paboTKaTa Ha (PUTYPUHN KON Ce BKITYYEHU
BO COCEM Pas/InyHu NPUHLMUNM Ha Te/leCHoCTa.

PasHuTe BULOBM (PUTYPUHU, MOENN U Caf0BMW, Kako 1 norpebysarwara BO Haces-
6uTe, NOTBpAYBaaT AeKa CTaHyBa 360p 3a pa3M4YHO pa3bupare Ha YOBEYKOTO TENO K
HEeroBOTO MHKOpNopMpawe BO CUMOOINUYKNTE KaTeropun, Kou ce ofHecyBaaTt Ha UHAN-
BMAYWTE M aHTponomMopgm3aumnjata Ha KyKata u LOMaKMHCTBOTO. OBME CEMUOTUYKM
KOHLENTKN, 04YnrnegHo, bune pasiMnyHo NPUMEHETU U He UM ce npujasana efHakBa
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BaXXHOCT bo CMUTE HEONMUTCKM 3aeAHNLM. Hekon, NPeTexHo ce PoKycupasne Ha egHoC-
TaBHOTO MpUKaXKyBake Ha TenoTo, AoAeKa APYrv umane noBeke MOTUBM Hero ga ro
BK/ly4aT BO MHOrY KOMMIEKCHW XWOGPUAHW penaunmn co XuBeanuwiTtarta, CafoBuTe,
neyknuTe U T.H. Aypu 1 BO OBME [Be JIMKOBHU Chepun, Kako ITO Ce MMHMjaTypHOCTa
W XM6pUAHOCTa, MMano pasfnyeH NpucTan uU TOa 4YeCcTO BO MUKPOPErvoHalHW Le-
NVHW, KakBu WTO ce MenaroHnja, OB4ye Mone unn Ckoncko. Taka, Aen of 3aefHu-
U1Te npuaaBasne MHOTY MOBeKe 3Hayewa Ha AeNoBUTe 0f TeNnoTo, AOLeKa APYru
3aHemapyBane. VIcToTo ce 3abenexyBa M BO Cy4ajoT CO aHTPOMOMOP(HUTE MOAENN,
Taka WTOo HeKage MHOTY MOrofieM akueHT 61U CTaBeH Ha KYKWUTe, a BO HEKOW Hacenowm
BM3ye/iHaTa KOHUeHTpauunja 6una Ha LMAMHAAPOT KOj T0 NpUKaXxyBan ropHUOT f4eN 04
YOBEYKOTO TEnNo.

MpuToa, He Tpeba fa ce 3aHeMapy fieKa BakBUTe BapujaLmMy BO n3paboTKaTa Ha 0BMe
npegMeTy 6une MHULUPaHW 0f pasHUTe NPean3BULN CO Kou Tpebase fia ce cooYaT Xu-
TennTe Ha Hacen6mTe. TOKMY AMHaMMKaTa Ha CoUMjanHUTe penaunn mMefy 4YieHoBUTe
Ha 3aefHuuata uaM nNpo6aemMoT Ha MOPTaNUTETOT BO HEj3MHOTO OAPXKYBake, ro no-
CTaByBaaT YOBEYKOTO TENO Kako LeHTpanHa MeTad)opa Koja npuaoHecyBana B0 HUBHO-
TO 06jacHyBake. BakBOTO KOMMIEKCHO, BM3Ye/THO 1 06PeHO aHTaXupare Ha TeNoTo
reHepmpano CUMOOIMYKNA CANKW, MaTepujannsnpaHmn npeky GUrypuHuTe Uam aHTpo-
nomopgpHUTE CagoBu, MOLENN N “KpTBeHMUMY Kako TakBW, Off HAB Ce O4YeKyBaso fa
ocTBapaT NO3UTUBHM e(heKTM BO paMKUTE Ha (DOPMMPaeTO HOBU COLMjasiHU BPCKN U
cTatycu unm, nak, ja npuaoHecaTt BO COOYYBaweTO CO NnpepaHaTa CMPT Ha OfpefeHu
YNeHOBW BO 3aeAHULAaTa. HaTaMOWHOTO UCTpaXKyBake Ha CeKoja Of OBME KaTeropuu
aHTponoMopMHM NpeamMeTH 1 norpebyBatba BO MUKPOPErnoHaneH KOHTEKCT, MOXe Aa
npuaoHece 3a ywwTe noanaboko pasbupare Ha 0BMe BapujaL M BO MPUKaXKyBakeTo U
00peaHNOT TPeTMaH Ha YOBEYKOTO Teno.



