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Neolithic Decorative Objects from Osseous Materials
from the Site Starcevo - Grad!

Abstract: Bone industry, or the manufacture of objects from osseous mate-
rials, is less known part of prehistoric technologies. This paper will focus
on one segment of the Starcevo culture industry from osseous materi-
als, on objects used for decoration purposes. Total number of twenty
pieces from eponymous site of Starcevo — Grad were analyzed from
technological point of view — the choice of raw materials, techniques of
production, final forms, use and discard. The analysis revealed a varied,
but careful selection of raw materials, probably those bearing special
significance, and the existence of local production by skillful craftsmen.
As to the forms, some influences from Early Neolithic of the Near East
and Greece may be observed, but there are also some original forms,
characteristic for the Early and Middle Neolithic in the central Balkans
and south Pannonia.

Key words: decorative objects, osseous materials, Spondylus, Dentalium,
Early and Middle Neolithic, Starcevo culture bone technology

Introduction

The site Starc¢evo Grad is situated on the left bank of Danube, at the entrance of the modern
village Star¢evo, 8 km southeast from Pancevo. It was discovered at the beginning of the 20th
century and first excavations were conducted in 1928. by M. Grbi¢ and the National museum
in Belgrade. Excavations continued in 1930's, 1969-1970, and small trench excavations also
took place at the beginning of the 215t century (Arandelovi¢-Garasanin 1954: 7-8; Ehrich
1977: 60; Xuskosuh 2008).

The most important finds were those of the Neolithic settlement and Starcevo represents
the eponymous site for Early and Middle Neolithic in the central Balkan and south Pannonia
region. First radiocarbon samples, taken mainly from the animal bones from 1969-70. exca-
vation season, gave results that covered time span between 5700 and 5420 (Ehrich 1977: 66).
Calibrated dates obtained by AMS method cover time span between 6975+60 and 6480+55
BP (Whittle et al. 2002: 113-114).

1 This paper is the result of the project,Bioarchaeology of ancient Europe: humans, animals and plants in
the prehistory of Serbia’, no. lll 47001, funded by Ministry of education and science of the Republic of
Serbia.
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Despite long tradition of excavations and research of the Starc¢evo - Grad site, some of the
aspects of the material culture are still unknown. This is especially true for the bone industry,
i. e. industry from osseous materials. About 250 objects from these raw materials are kept in
the National museum in Belgrade and the National museum in Pancevo, most of them from
excavations in 1920's and 1930’s. Most interesting part of this collection are non-utilitarian
objects, i. e. objects with decorative purpose, total number of twenty objects2.

Methods of analysis

The term bone industry is used to label technology of producing artefacts from osseous
materials (Averbouh 2000: 187). Osseous materials are all the animal hard tissue — bones,
antlers, teeth and mollusc shells (Poplin 2004: 11). The objects were analyzed from techno-
logical point of view, meaning that not only finished objects and their typology were taken
into consideration, but also the whole chain of technological choices was analyzed - start-
ing with the choice among available raw materials, techniques of production, final forms,
and also how objects were used and discarded.

Raw material identification was after Schmidt (1972). Traces of manufacture and use were
observed with magnification of 5x-20x with a hand lens, and interpreted after Maigrot
(2003), Christidou (2004) and Legrand and Sidéra (2006).

Acquiring and managing raw materials

Among the raw materials, mollusc shells are predominant. Also long bones were used, and
it may be noted that mainly larger bones were taken, probably those of Bos species. To a less-
er extent, teeth, antlers and other bones may occur.

Among mollusc, two species could have been recognized - Spondylus and Dentalium.
Spondylus shells were used mainly for producing bracelets. Taken into consideration that
these shells were not found locally and that objects made from them are encountered in a
large area with minimal variations (Willms 1985, Dimitrijevi¢ and Tripkovi¢ 2002; 2006), it
may be assumed that Spondylus objects were imported as finished objects.

Denatalium, on the other hand, reveals a completely different picture. The fact that they may
have been found in the surrounding areas (Dimitrijevi¢ 2010) raises possibility of local
acquiring of raw materials and therefore a local production. However, these shells were
turned into beads with minimal or no modification at all, so it is difficult to locate the origi-
nal place of manufacture.

2 | would like to thank to Andrej Starovi¢ for entrusting me with the osseous material from Star¢evo-Grad,
and also to all the colleagues from the National Museum who helped me during research.
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Itis very interesting to note that bones used for decorative purposes are mainly larger ones,
probably all or majority from large ungulates such as Bos. Smaller bones, especially those
from ovicaprids, were the main choice for tool production in Early and Middle Neolithic.
Cattle bones, on the other hand, were reserved for special types of objects, such as spatulas-
spoons, which were highly valued objects, judging from manufacture with large labour and
skill investment, as well as long use (traces of intense use and continued use even after
breakage) (cf. Makkay 1990: 27; Beldiman 2007: 219-20).

Techniques of production

Not much can be said on manufacture techniques of shell objects. Spondylus artefacts,
shaped probably by cutting, grinding and polishing, were imported as finished objects,
while Dentalium beads show minimum traces of shaping.

On objects made of bones traces of manufacture were better preserved. Most of discs and
buckles were obtained by transversal cutting of long bones. First a groove was made by
abrasive fibre and then the remain of the bone was cut or broken. This preforms were than
shaped by cutting with a flint tool and final form was obtained by grinding and polishing,
probably by sandstones of different grain quality (coarser and finer one).

Labour and skill investment vary from minimally changed natural shapes of raw material to
carefully worked objects, done by skillfull craftsmen.

Typo-technological analysis

Object from osseous materials were typologically classified into seven groups, mainly after
functional criteria. First four groups encompass tools and weapons: pointed tools, tools for
cutting, polishing and punching, fifth group are objects of special use, sixth group are deco-
rative objects, and non-utilitarian objects such as figurines and incomplete objects (debris,
indetermined pieces) form separate groups (Vitezovi¢ 2007: 62-5). Sixth group, which is
analysed in this paper, encompasses objects of decorative purpose, which were part of per-
sonal adornment, clothing pieces or perhaps used to decorate interior of dwellings. They
were not utilitarian in sensu tools or weapons, however, their use, except that of pure
decoration, may have been as buckles for clothes, shoes or clasps for sacks and bags, as but-
tons, etc.

After their shape and probable mode of use, they are divided into five types, which are fur-
ther divided into subtypes after shape and raw material. Main types are pendants, beads,
bracelets, rings and buckles.

Pendants are pieces of different shapes, globular, rectangular, etc., which all have perforation
for suspension in the upper part. Two subtypes were present, globular, rectangular pendants
and probably also perforated teeth.
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Type 1. Pendants: 1. St¢ 096, rectangular pendant from antler; 2. St¢ 174, globular pendant; 3. St¢ 211, unfinished

<o« PLATEI
tooth pendant;
Type 2. Beads: 4. St¢ 165; 5. St¢ 142; 6. St¢ 006, Dentalium beads;
Type 3. Bracelets: 7. St¢ 055; 8. St¢ 022; 9. St¢ 132, Spondylus bracelets.
TABJTA1  Tun 1. Mpueecum: 1. Cty 096, NnpaBoyraoHu npusesak of pora; 2. Cty 174, nontactu npusesak; 3. Cty 211,

He[JOBPLUEHM NpuBe3aK of 3y6a;
Tun 2. Mepne: 4. Cty 165; 5. Cty 142; 6. Cty 006, Nnepne oA AeHTanujyma;

Tun 3. Hapyksuue: 7. Cty 055; 8. Cty 022; 9. CTy 132; HapyKBuLie Of CNOHAUYCA
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One peculiar pendant, St¢ 174 (t. /2), was made from bone, probably from a segment of a
larger long bone. It has globular shape; lower part is in a form of a ball, while the upper part
is slightly thinner and has a perforation. The diameter of the perforation is 4 mm, it has a reg-
ular circular shape and, judging from a slightly narrower interior, it was made by drilling from
both sides with a flint borer. Object is entirely polished, and the traces of polishing are only
slightly visible around the perforation. Other traces of manufacture were not visible. As to
the traces of use, slight wear may be observed around the perforation and also entire object
is slightly worn.

One bone pendant of the same shape, and made in the same manner, only of somewhat
smaller dimensions, was discovered in Early Neolithic layers of Divostin (McPherron, Rasson
and Galdikas 1988: fig. 11/5k)3. Other objects of this type are not known in the Early and
Middle Neolithic in the surrounding areas, so perhaps subtype of globular pendants may be
characteristic for the Starcevo culture in the central Balkan and south Pannonia region.

Another fragmented pendant was discovered, St¢ 096 (t. I/1). It is a rectangular plate made
from antler cortex, with broken perforation, and fine, polished edges. Undecorated antler
pendants are also known from Cris culture, although in small nubmer (Beldiman 2007: 133).

Pendants in the form of perforated teeth were not found on Starcevo, however, one tooth
with unfinished perforation, St¢ 211 (t. I/3), suggest that they must have been present on the
site. Different animal teeht, modified by adding a perforation, were used throughout
prehistory (Taborin 2004); several examples from Cris culture could be mentioned (Beldiman
2007: 129).

Pendants may have been worn as jewellery pieces, on the necklace, as single piece or part of
a composite necklace, or perhaps they were sawn to the clothes.

Beads represent smaller objects, of different shapes and sizes, which had hollow positioned
in such a way that it allowed them to be lined up on a string.

Three beads made from Dentalium shell were discovered, St¢ 006, 142, 165 (t.1/6, 5, 4). They
have a natural shape of elongated tubes; their edges were broken and they bear no traces of
manufacture. It is interesting to note that they were of substantial size - their preserved
length is about 2-3 cm and width circa 0.7 cm. Also, it is important that these are the first
Dentalium beads known so far in Starcevo culture.

Dentalium beads were widespreaded in prehistory (Taborin 2004); as examples from
Neolithic here could be mentioned several pieces from Dubova — Cuina Turcului in Romania
(Beldiman 2007: 135).

3 Inthe catalogue, it is noted that this object was made from tusk (McPherron, Rasson and Galdikas 1988:
330, t. 11.10). However, personal inspection revealed that it was also made of bone. | would like to thank
to prof. V. Dimittrijevic for the help with distinguishing raw materials.
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=+« PLATEIl  Type 4. Discs and rings: 1. St¢ 004, Spondylus disc; 2. St¢ 056; 3. St¢ 183; 4. St¢ 122; 5. St¢ 060, bone rings;

TABNA Il Tun 4. AuckoBm n npctere: Cty 004, anck og cnoHamnyca; Cty 122, KowwTaHW NpCTeH;
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Similar to the pendants, these beads may have represented jewellery pieces, i. e. they were
part of a composite necklace, or perhaps they were sawn to the clothes.

Artefacts in a shape of open or closed band or chain, with dimensions that allowed them to
be worn on the wrist or arm, are classified into bracelets.

Three fragmented bracelets made of Spondylus shell were discovered, St¢ 022, 055 and 132
(t.1/8,7,9). Due to fragmentation, it is difficult to say anything more regarding their shape or
manufacture, however, fine lines from polishing may be observed on a bracelet St¢ 055
(t.1/7). These bracelets may have been worn on hands, i. e. as true bracelets, judging from
their form and size.

Spondylus bracelets are more common in Vinca culture (cf. Dimitrijevi¢ and Tripkovi¢ 2002;
2006), than on Starcevo culture sites; however, this may not reflect the real picture, but more
the state of research. So far, three fragmented pieces were discovered at Starcevo layers at
Drenovac in central Pomoravlje region (Vitezovi¢ 2007: 163-4). Also Spondylus ornaments
are mentioned in Early Neolithic layers of Divostin (McPherron, Rasson and Galdikas
1988: 330).

Smaller rings and objects similar to them, in a form of a disc or oval plate with larger hole in
the centre were classified into fourth type of decorative objects.

Total number of five objects in the shape of disc or ring were discovered (t. Il). Except for St¢
004, made from Spondylus shell, all the others (St¢ 056, 060, 122, 183 - t. 11/2, 5, 4, 3) were
made of bones. Larger long bones were transversally cut into pieces of different dimensions.
To cut thick bone walls, it was necessary first to make a groove. The line of the groove may
have been marked with a flint tool and the groove itself was made with an abrasive fibre, and
finally the inner diameter of bone was cut with an axe or broken by flexion. Some of the
objects were also polished with some fine-grained abrasive stone.

Only one of these objects, St¢ 122 (t. 1I/4), could have actually been worn as a ring, on a fin-
ger. All the others were more in a disc shape, and their thickness made them impossible to
be rings sensu stricto. They were probably worn as part of necklaces, sawn to the clothes etc.
Traces of use observed on them consist of slightly worn surfaces.

Objects made in the same fashion, also appear on sites of Kéros and Cris culture (Makkay
1990: 45; Beldiman 2007: 138), but also on other Neolithic sites in Europe (e. g. Pascual Benito
1998: 152-6).

Similar type of artefacts, in a shape of rectangular or oval plate with hole in the centre, is
known at some Early Neolithic sites (e. g. Stratouli 1998: taf. 27/ 9; 32/ 4, 5). These objects
were made in a completely different way - piece was cut from the wall of the long bone and
then a larger hole was made. It is interesting to note that debris from such large perforation
was discovered at Starcevo, but matching pieces are unknown.
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« o« PLATENIL Type 5. Buckles: 1. St¢ 061; 2. St¢ 017; 3. St¢ 059; 4. St¢ 095; 5. St¢ 178, buckles in a shape of an open bracelet;
6. St¢ 074, clasp or button in a shape of thin rod with rounded head.

TABNA L. Tun 5. Konye: 1. Ctu 061; 2. Ctu 017; 3. Cty 059; 4. C1y 095; 5. Cty 178, KOonue y By OTBOPEHE HapyKBHLe;
6. Cty 074; Konya unm gyrme y Bugy TaHKor wranuha ca Kpy>KHOM rf1aBoM.
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Artefacts of different shapes and sizes, presumably used as some sort of clasps, belt buckles,
or fasteners for clothes, are classified into this type. Two subtypes can be recognized.

Five unusual objects, all fragmented, in the shape of an open bracelet, were discovered, St¢
017,059,061,095 and 178 (t. 1/ 2, 3, 1, 4, 5). They were all made from long bones of consid-
erable size, from large ungulates, probably Bos. Bones were cut transversally and the chosen
segment of the bone was part of diaphysis closest to the epiphysis (judging by its interior tis-
sue), where the bone has the largest diameter.

Bones were cut in the same manner as for ring production, by making a groove with abra-
sive fibre; however, traces of cutting were not preserved due to intensive burnishing and pol-
ishing in later phases of manufacture. All these objects have carefully shaped heads, made
by cutting and whittling with a flint tool, and all the surfaces were carefully polished with
some fine-grained stone.

The diameter of these objects is between 3 and 5 cm, however, as they are all broken in the
middle, their original shape is unknown - whether they were in a shape of a half-circle or
almost full circle. This breakage is probably due to use - these peculiar artefacts may have
been used as some sort of belt buckles or clasps for clothing pieces (for cloaks, for example),
but also as hooks used to hold together several bags or something similar.

Although sometimes considered to be fish hooks, the thickness of the broken part does not
support such an interpretation, i. e. the broken part is too thick to end as sharp point, and
the preserved part differs from unbroken fish hooks. Also careful polishing suggests decora-
tive purpose.

Similar artefacts, sometimes highly decorated, are known from near eastern Neolithic sites —
from Catal Hlyuk (Mellart 1963: pl. XXVII and 1964: 102), and also in Greece (Stratouli 1998)
and in Kords culture (Makkay 1990: 40).

Another probable clothing piece was found, St¢ 074 (t. 111/6), in the shape of a thin rod with
rounded head. The object was made from a piece cut out from a long bone, and has traces
of grinding and polishing. Intense polish from use is visible on all surfaces, suggesting that
piece was in long contact with soft materials, such as textile or leather. It may have been
used as some sort of button or decorative needle. This polish is even on all surfaces, there-
fore the head could not have been active part of a tool, because it does not stand out from
the rest of the object by polish quality and intensity. Also the head is convex, and therefore
it could not have been used as a tool (it would became flat from use).

One similar object was discovered at Crnokalacka Bara (cf. Tasi¢ and Tomi¢ 1969, t. XVII/2),
and also in Romania, on the site Carcea-Viaduct (Beldiman 2007: pl. 197).
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Use and discard

The use of all these objects was partly or entirely decorative, they were worn as jewellery or
as clothing pieces. All of them, except for unfinished tooth pendant, were in the use, and
many of them show polish and worn surface from use, and some even breakage due to use.
Long use and small number of specimen suggest that these were valued objects and most
of them were discarded when it was no longer possible to use them due to breakage.

Chronological and geographical position

Decorative objects from osseous materials in Star¢evo-Korés—Cris complex are too few in
number to show any variations in time, therefore it is not possible to determine whether
some types are typical for only one phase or were they used throughout longer time span.
For example, globular pendants were found at Starcevo but also at Divostin, in Protostarcevo
layers (see above).

Geographically, decorative objects from Starcevo show both connections with southern and
northern Early and Middle Neolithic sites, as well as some traits of near eastern origin. Within
Star¢evo-Kords—Cris complex, globular pendants may be considered as typical for Starcevo,
while rings and decorative plates made from long bones were found on sites in use in wider
area. Also specific for Starcevo site were Dentalium beads, which, although present in differ-
ent prehistoric cultures, are not found often and rarely in large numbers.

Symbolical meaning of decorative objects from Staréevo

Objects used as jewellery have not only aesthetic, but also symbolic significance and they
played a role in expressing social status and/or identity of one individual or of a whole group
(Taborin 2004). Exact meaning, of course, is not possible to determine, however, certain
observations can be made. First observation regards the very choice of raw materials. The
reason for choosing osseous materials for decorative objects may be in their white colour,
especially when it comes to shells. It is interesting to note that some other decorative objects
found at Early Neolithic layers at Divostin were made of white stones (cf. McPherron, Rasson
and Galdikas 1988) - they may have been chosen because their colour was imitation for
shell/bone artefacts, or the white colour was important for both classes of objects. Also the
very origin of osseous materials from different living beings may be the source for their sym-
bolic meaning. The choice of predominantly large ungulate bones, probably all cattle, is
especially significant. As noted above, majority of tools were produced from small ungulate
bones and from antlers, while cattle bones were predominant or exclusive raw materials for
several very special types and subtypes of objects. This may suggest that the symbolic mean-
ing of these objects was augmented or underlined by use of cattle bones and that the cattle
itself held special significance.

20
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Objects from Spondylus shells are usually considered to be luxury, exotic items, evidence of
large-scale exchange and trade in prehistoric Europe. Finds from Starcevo are important for
mapping exchange and trade routes in this period.

The other important thing to consider when it comes to manufacture of decorative objects
is large labour and skill investment. Numerous stages in manufacture process, including
careful polishing as final stage, and lack of ad hoc or less carefully made specimens suggest
that the skill itself was important, as prerogative for production and/or as one of the factors
for increasing the value.

Conclusion

Although relatively small, collection of decorative objects from Starevo shows interesting
variety. All the osseous materials used in Star¢evo culture were also used for decorative
objects — bones, teeth, antler and shells. Most common, however, were shells and large
ungulate bones. Shaping techniques vary also, and cover a range from objects that have
minimally changed natural shape to elaborated and carefully worked pieces.

As to the forms of decorative objects, it may be noted that some of them show near eastern
influences (such as belt buckles in a shape of an open bracelet), some of them fit into
Starc¢evo-Koros—Cris complex (such as rings, oval plates and buttons in a shape of a thin rod
with circular head), while some may be characteristic of central Balkan — south Pannonia
region (such as globular pendants).

Translated by Selena M. Vitezovic¢
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CeneHa M. BUTE3OBUT
ApXeonowkmn MHCTUTYT, beorpaa

Heonunutckun yKpacHn npeameTu of KOWITaHNX CMPOBMHA ca
noxkanuteta CrapueBo-Ipag

Y pagy Cy aHanu3npaHu yKpacu of KOLWITaHWX CUPOBKHA ca nokanuTteTa Ctapyeso-Ipapg, jenaH
CermMeHT MHaye cnabo Mo3HaTe KolITaHe MHAYCTpUje CcTapueBauke KynType. YKynHO fBajeceT
npegmeTa yrnaBHOM NOTMYE Ca UCKOMaBaa ca noyeTka 20. BeKa, 1 yyBajy ce y HapogHom mysejy
y beorpagy n HapogHom my3ejy y MaHueBy.

Of KoWTaHUX CMPOBMHA 3acTyM/beHe Cy JbylWType LIKO/bKW, KOCTU, POroBu un 3ybu. JbywTtype
WKO/bKN Cy HajbpojHMje M NpUCYTHe Cy ABe BPCTe — CMoHAMyC u aeHTanunjym (Spondylus,
Dentalium sp.). Og KocTujy, yrnaBHOM Ce KOPUCTE KOCTU KPYMHWX YHrynaTta, BEpPOBaTHO Of
roBeyeTa, 0K ce ocTane KOCTu, POroBu 1 3ybu, KopucTte CropaanyHo.

TexHONOLWKN NOCMaTPaHO, MPUCYTHU CYy NPeAMETU KOA KOjuX je MPBOOUTHOM KOMaZy CUPOBUHE
Masio UM HUMANo U3MeHeH 0BJIMK, Kao U MPeaMETU KOF KOjUX je CUPOBKHA JyroTpajHo obpahu-
BaHa 1 Ha KOj/Ma je BUAJbUBO BENIMKO ynarakbe BpeMeHa 1 BefivKa BelTHa MajcTopa.

Op TunoBa NpegmeTa 3acTyr/beHy Cy MPUBECUN, Nepiie, HaPYKBULLE, KPY>KHW AVCKOBU 1 NPCTEHE,
Kao HeOBUYHY NPeaMeTH, KOju Cy BEPOBaTHO CITYXKUN Kao HeKa BPCTa Konue.

MeBy nprBecumma, nocebHoO ce 13fBaja jeaaH NONTacTy NPUBE3aK ca NeppopaLimjom y roptem
peny, uspaheH og Koctu. Jow je HaheH jemaH owTeheHN NpPaBoOyraoHy NpUBE3ak of KopTekca
pora, Kao 1 HefoBpLUEeHW NprBe3ak, 3y6 ca 3anodyetom nepdopauujom. Oa nepnu, nosHate cy
camo nepJie of AEHTANINjYM LUKOSbKM, MUHUMAHO WX HAMANO NMPOMEHeHOT NPUPOAHOT 06JIMKa.
Opn HapykBuLa, HaheHa cy Tpy GpparMeHTOBaHa NpUMepKa 0f, CIOHANYC LUKOSbKN.

HabeH je jenaH npenmet Koju je Morao npefcras/baTv NpaBu NpcTeH, n3paheH og Koctu, Kao n
HEeKONMKO NpeameTa ciyHe popme, y BUAY ANCKA UK KPYXKHE naouunLe ca pynoMm y cpesmvHu,
Koju, MeByTUM, HUCY MOrIM OGUTU HOLEHU Kao MpaBo NpcTewe. Hekonuko je mspaheHo of
KoCTujy, Tako WTo cy Behe Ayre KOCTM TpaHCBep3asHO AesbeHe Ha KOMaje, anu je jefaH nspaheH
0f CMOHANNYC LLKOSbKeE.

Meta rpyna npegmeta obyxsaTa ABa nopTuna. MpBM je MOATMN KOMYW Yy BUAY OTBOPEHe
Hapyksuue. CBu cy npeameTt GparMeHTOBaHM, TakO [a je TEeLKO PeKOHCTPYMUCcaTu HUXOB
NpBo6UTHM 065MK. CBU cy n3paheHn of Behrx Ayrmx KocTujy, BepoBaTHO Of roBeyeTa, U UMajy
Na)xx/oMBO OONMKOBaHE rflaBe ¥ UCMONMpaHe MoBpwyvHe. [pyru noatun npeacTaB/beH je
HeobUYHVM NpPeaMEeTOM Y BUAY TaHKOT WwTanuha ca KpY»XHOM FMlaBoM, 0, KOCTU, KOjy je He caMo
NaX/bMBO UCMONUPaH, Beh UMa 1 MHTEH3MBHO yriayaHe NOBpLUMHe of ynoTpebe, WTo yKasyje aa
je 6o y Iyrom KOHTaKTy ca MEKMM MaTepujanima, Kao LUTO Cy TKAHUHA U KOXa.
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OBM Cy NpeaMETN MOV GUTY HOLLEHW KAo NOjeAMHAYHUN U KOMBUHOBAHW YKPACHW NpeameTu
(neo orpnuue, HapykBuUe 1 CN.), NpuwmnBeHn Ha ogehy, unu cy nmanu GyHKUMjy Konye vnm
pyrmera.

M3y3eB npegmeTa of CMOHAWMYCA, OCTanU Cy BepoBaTHO m3paleHu NOKasnHo, Yyemy y mpunor
roBopw v nonydabpukat og 3yba. Onet n3yseB npeamMeTa off CoHAMNYca, GopMe NOKasyjy Kako
GNUCKONCTOYHE YTWLaje, Tako U oppeheHe nokanHe cneundUUYHOCTU, OJHOCHO OAJNIMKe
CTapyeBauKe Kyntype.

CMMOONNYKO 3Hauere OBUX MpefMeTa MOrsio 6v 6UTK Be3aHO 3a came CMPOBUHE Of KOjuX Cy
HanpaB/beHW, OAHOCHO, MOTJIO je 6VTY NoBe3aHo ca 6enom 60joM, UK Ca MOPEKIIOM Off XKUBHMX
XKMBOTWHA, LWITO je NocebHO ynaj/buBO y Ciydajy npegmeTa Koju cy uspaheHn UcKibyurBo of
KOCTUjy KPYMHWX YHrynara.
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