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The identification and description of the
Mycenaean type objects found in the late
Bronze Age contexts of Albanian sites has been
object of several previous publications1, inclu-
ding my own2. As objects that stand out from
the characteristic types of the local cultures, the
finds of Mycenaean types have received particu-
lar attention. They have served extensively in
the establishment of the late Bronze Age, early
Iron Age chronologies as well as in the charac-
terization of some form of contacts between the
Aegean and Albanian territories in the later
prehistory. Their presence in many burial con-
texts has been very important in making gene-
ral assessments on social differentiation within
communities of late Bronze Age in Albania.
The exploration of the patterns of distribution
of these objects in the country has been parti-
cularly important. The discussion, however has
been enriched when the trends of the
Mycenaean presence in Albania has been com-
pared to the contemporary developments of
neighboring regions, such as Macedonia,
Epirus, or southern Italy. Wallerstain’s study of
the world systems (Wallerstein 1974) and the
core-periphery model applied in explanation of
the relationships between the Mycenaean pala-
tial systems with their northern neighboring
areas, have put the earlier observations not only

in a wider context, but also within a working
theoretical framework. I will revisit here some
of these data, with a view from within the
“periphery” and try to evaluate the forms and
degrees of interactions as well as their role in
the cultural processes observed during the
Albanian late Bronze Age.

Patterns of distribution and context of the
Mycenaean type objects

Since the descriptions and illustrations of
this category of finds are provided extensively
elsewhere3, for the benefit of the discussion
here, I will focus only on the patterns of their
spatial distribution. 

During the pre- and early Mycenaean period
(late middle Helladic – late Helladic IIA,
1650-1460 B.C.), numerous objects of Aegean
and Mycenaean inspiration find their way to
the Albanian territory. As the map in figure 1
shows, the majority of these finds comes from
sites located close to the sea shores (Çukë,
Dukat), or along the main river valleys with
easy access to sea (Vajzë, Pazhok, Mat). On the
other hand, interesting evidence comes from
inland sites located on the communication rou-
tes linking Albania with Epirus (Vodhinë),
western Macedonia and Thessaly (Maliq), and
the central Balkans (Çinamak, Kukës). All the
early Mycenaean material, as well as most of
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CULTURAL PROCESSES IN THE ALBANIAN LATE BRONZE AGE

Lorenc Bejko
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L’articolo analizza la presenza di oggetti di cultura micenea in Albania durante la tarda età del Bronzo: attra-
verso la loro distribuzione negli insediamenti e nelle sepolture è possibile cogliere le modalità dell’influenza micenea
nelle diverse regioni dell’Albania e le interazioni con la cultura locale.

1 Prendi 1977-78; 1982a; 1982b; Korkuti 1970;
Andrea 1985; Aliu 2006; Bodinaku 1995; Kilian
1985; 1986; 1988; Harding 1984; Soueref 1989;
Wardle 1972; 1977; 1993.

2 Bejko 1993; 1994; 2002a.
3 Prendi 1982b; Korkuti 1970; Bodinaku 1995;

Andrea 1985; Bejko 1993; Bejko 2002a.



that of the MH date, comes from burial con-
texts. The only exception is made for the MH
type knife from middle Bronze Age level at
Maliq, which however, belongs to the period
considered here as pre-Mycenaean. The impor-
ted early Mycenaean pottery is limited to the
one example of type III vapheio cup from
Pazhok (fig. 2). The bulk of the material is
made up by bronze weapons (long swords, dag-

gers, spearheads), followed by the bronze tools
(knives), and a few personal golden items (body
ornaments) of uncertain date, but probably of
MH origin and with parallels from the period
of Shaft Graves. Eight sites are included in my
distribution map as belonging to this first
period. Only three of them, however, have yiel-
ded material of early Mycenaean date, and the
number of objects in discussion is not more
than ten.

During the Mycenaean expansion period
(late Helladic IIB – late Helladic IIIB2, 1460-
1200 B.C.) the picture becomes more complex
(fig. 3). Many more sites are reported to have
produced objects of LHIIB-LHIIIB2 date.
From almost 17 sites, five (or about 30%) of
them are settlements, while the others repre-
sent cemeteries or isolated burials. This repre-
sents one of the major breaks from the pattern
seen in the former period. The finds seem to be
clustered in the western part of the country and
in the Korçë-Kolonjë region in the Southeast.
Mat river valley is well represented by a num-
ber of type C and D Aegean swords, which
appear also in a number of sites along or very
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Fig. 2. Vapheio cup from tumulus 1 at Pazhok.

Fig. 1. Map showing the distribution of the pre- and early
Mycenaean finds from Albania.

Fig. 3. Map showing the distribution of finds from the
Mycenaean palatial period in Albania.



close to the Adriatic coast (Nënshat, Lezhë,
Gërmenj, Varibop). Pottery is also more fre-
quently found in this period compared to the
previous one. Imported complete vessels and
sherds (about 12 pieces) make up almost 40%
of the objects designated to this period. They
come both from settlement and burial contexts
and, at least in one case (Margëlliç), they are
present in a fortified hill-top site. Other than
pottery and type C, D swords, there is little to
report from this period. Some golden head
ornaments, normally found in pairs in some
rich burials at Rehovë and Shtikë (southeastern
Albania), may probably represent another cate-
gory of imported object of this period (Aliu
1996, p. 73, Pl. I 8-9).

The late Mycenaean period (late Helladic
IIIC Early – SubMycenaean, 1200-1050/20
B.C.) is even more extensively represented in
the country, not much for the number of sites as
for the number of objects assigned to it (fig. 4).
Pottery comes totally from burial contexts. The
tumuli cemetery at Barç is of particular interest
because here for the first time pottery appears
in a substantial quantity (7% of the total but,
when only LBA burials are considered as a unit,
this figure becomes much bigger). The same is
true for the only Mycenaean G type sword from
Barç. Clearly, the Mycenaean swords are drasti-
cally reduced because of the wide appearance of
the so-called European type II swords in this
period. On the contrary, tools are quite nume-
rous, represented by one edged knives (of MH
tradition but characterized as typical ‘Epirote’
objects), and double axes of Kilindir,
Hermones/Kierion, and Epirote types.

Contexts and significance of Mycenaean finds in
Albania

Any discussion of the Mycenaean presence
and/or influence in the country should necessa-
rily consider the period immediately preceding
it, namely the MBA (MH in terms of Aegean
chronology). There is sufficient evidence from
Albania to contradict the idea that “there is no
reliable evidence for contact further north or
west than Leukas before the Mycenaean period”
(Dickinson 1986, p. 274). The wide distribu-
tion of the gray-fabric pottery in southern
Albania, along with the appearance of many

types of bronze swords, daggers, spearheads,
one edged knives, tweezers, chisels, and pos-
sibly body ornaments, show clearly that, during
the late period of the middle Bronze Age,
Albania was part of the MH cultural area. The
situation, at least in the southern part of the
country, is not different from what it appears in
Thessaly, Epirus, or Ionian Islands. On these
basis, Klaus Kilian has suggested some degree
of Aegean acculturation for the late MBA
Albanian cultures (Kilian 1985, p. 179; 1986,
p. 287). A brief analyses of the data seems to
support Kilian’s thesis, even if the definition of
this ‘acculturation’ process remains problema-
tic. A distinction should be made here between
the situation in the southern part of the country
with that in central and northern Albania. In
these later geographical areas, finds of pre- and
early Mycenaean date are limited to prestigious
bronze objects from burial contexts, which are
at all probabilities used to indicate social sta-
tus. The bulk of the local material cultures does
not feel this influence, which suggests only
occasional contacts and a free exchange pattern
with the Aegean. This picture of the late MBA
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Fig. 4. Map showing the distribution of finds from the
Mycenaean disintegration period in Albania.



in the country provides a background for the
early Mycenaean contacts. There are only few
early Mycenaean objects reported until now
from the country, mostly bronze finds, only one
pottery example, and all coming from burial
contexts. Again, this situation is not different
from that in the contemporary Epirus, Ionian
Islands, and Macedonia. It is also true, however,
that the early Mycenaean materials are quite
limited out of the core Mycenaean area.

During the palatial period, is evident a
change in the pattern of contacts and exchange
of the Mycenaean centers with the neighboring
areas. While the exchange and influence over
the local cultures in Macedonia and southern
Italy become much more intensive than earlier,
the picture from Albania is quite different. The
reason of this process is far from clear, but the
number of finds here is much more limited
compared to the earlier areas. The variety of C
and D type swords reported from central and
northern Albania (Mat river valley, Lezhë,
Shkodër), and their provenience from burial
contexts, confirm the free exchange pattern
with the Mycenaean centers of this part of the

country, as in the early Mycenaean period (fig.
5.1). Probably the presence of copper pushed
the Mycenaeans here, but their interest and
activity remained limited. All we can suggest
now is that the exchange of the Mycenaean
goods was very selective and probably exclusi-
vely concentrated around the status symbol
objects, like the Mycenaean type swords. These
were dedicated to people who controlled the
access to the natural resources of the area, and
were probably used to distinguish and help
them maintain this privileged position.

From the southern part of the country are
reported not only C and D type swords, but also
some Mycenaean decorated pottery. These later
finds come from both burial and settlement
contexts. As much as five settlement sites have
produced at least one Mycenaean sherd from
their LBA levels (fig. 5.2). The one from
Margëlliç (not to be confused with the comple-
te alabastron, which comes from a burial),
represents the only certain case when
Mycenaean pottery is found in a hill-top site
enclosed with defensive walls. Thirteenth cen-
tury is, however, the period during which other
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Fig. 5.1. Map showing the distribution of bronzes of
Mycenaean type in Albania.

Fig. 5.2. Map showing the distribution of Mycenaean pottery
in Albania.



fortified hill-top sites appear almost all over
southern and western Albania (Ceka 1983, pp.
146-150), but none of them has given any
Mycenaean object. On the other hand, the per-
centage of the Mycenaean pottery from the sites
where it occurs is extremely low. Consequently,
the pattern that can be suggested for the sou-
thern Albania is that of a limited diffusion of
Mycenaean objects. This situation contrasts
that of the contemporary Macedonia, southern
Epirus, and southern Italy. Not only there is
indication for Mycenaean settlements in these
later areas in the form of ‘colonies’, but there
is also evident a strong Mycenaean impact on
the respective local material cultures.
Apparently, for reasons not clear to us, the
early Mycenaean interest on exchange with
Albanian territories has shifted with the
advent of the palatial period towards
Macedonia and southern Italy.

With the collapse of the palatial system in
almost all of the Mycenaean core area, the
situation changes again. The secondary cen-
ters, whose economic activity is not coordina-
ted any more by the palace authorities, seem
to renew their interest for the Albanian terri-
tories. Consequently their objects, now resul-
ting from a much less standardized produc-
tion process, are diffused extensively in the
country. In addition, Mycenaen pottery, for
instance, becomes more present also in quan-
titative terms within single sites, as the case of
Barç demonstrates. As far as bronzes are con-
cerned, there is little evidence for imports in
this period. Instead, the local production of
Mycenaean types (such as one-edged knives
and double axes) is more evident. On the
other hand, bronzes of ‘northern’ and ‘italic’
types become now more frequent, and it is not
easy to establish the role of each of these
influences on the Albanian late LBA cultures.

Settlement and burial in the late Bronze Age:
a view from southeastern Albania

In order to explore the level of interaction
between the Mycenaean secondary centers and
the local communities within the territories of
Albania, as well as the patterns of consumption
of the Mycenaean imports from the later, we

will focus on southeastern area of the country,
which offers some detailed recent studies.

The environment and settlement patterns

Excavations and interdisciplinary studies of
the site at Sovjan has provided not only the
most reliable stratigraphic evidence for cultural
sequence, but also the main paleo-environmen-
tal data for the wider area (Lera, Prendi,
Touchais 1996, pp. 995-1026; 1997, pp. 871-
879). Sediment and pollen cores form Lake
Maliq have been particularly important for
environmental reconstructions4. These show
that at the beginning of the LBA, ca. 1450-
1150 B.C., oak, sedges and reeds become more
abundant, and may suggest a period of lake
recession and a return to warmer conditions.
On the other hand, on-site cores from Sovjan
indicate the presence of some episodes of floo-
ding and erosion on the western edge of the
basin at the end of the LBA and beginning of
the Iron Age. These may have been important
reasons, even if not the only ones, for the even-
tual abandonment of the site.

The most important development, however,
is the shift towards the hill-top sites during the
late Bronze Age and the early Iron Age. About
ten such sites are identified in the Korçë basin
and a similar number in the Kolonjë plateau.
Not only are these new sites located in natu-
rally protected locations, but were also ment to
control the main communication routes, such
as that east-west across the Wolf’s Pass (fig. 6).
The recent surface survey in the upper Devoll
valley has revealed several other Bronze Age
sites along the edges and higher positions near
the river. The chronological development of
these sites is still in process, however, only one
sherd of Mycenaean pottery is reported to come
from the bottom of Trajan hill-top site. The
social engagement and the important invest-
ment of local communities toward the new type
of settlements is a process that requires investi-
gation from other sources of information. One
such important field of investigation is cer-
tainly the study of the mortuary customs and
rituals, which is dominated by the wide appea-
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4 Fouache 2002, pp. 22-42; Allen 2002, pp. 61-72.



rance in the late Bronze Age of the tumuli
burials. Through the end of the Iron Age,
tumuli become not only the place of the dead
and of memory, but also a recurrent feature of
the social and physical landscape. More than 40
tumuli are identified in the region, but only 11
of them have been systematically excavated.
Elsewhere, I have published the results of the
analysis from five tumuli containing late
Bronze Age graves from Korçë–Kolonjë area
(Bejko 2002b).

Cemeteries and mortuary customs

Correspondence, seriation and social status
analysis have demonstrated that most of the
differences in the treatment of the dead run
along the gender axis. In almost all cases, there
is a larger number of items of the material cul-
ture used to mark female identity than those
occurring in male graves. Responsible for this
skewed distribution of gender markers seem to
be the items of female attire and more gene-
rally, the non-pottery artifacts. At tumulus 1 of
Barç (in the Korçë basin), in the late Bronze
Age (fig. 7) female graves were associated with
amber and glass-paste beads, golden spirals

used as head ornaments, bronze ring, tweezers,
bone pins and surprisingly bronze knives.
Pottery artifacts are limited in number and
represented from closed shapes imported from
Mycenaean regional centers (of LHIIIC Late
date)5 or made locally. Men graves are typically
associated with bronze sword/dagger, spearhead
and several kinds of pottery items. Imported
Mycenaean pottery include one cup, one kylix
and an amphoriskos example, while the locally
made pottery is represented by two-handled
cups and squat jugs.

At tumulus 2 in Barç, late Bronze Age
female graves had typically stone beads and
bronze pins together with imported late
Mycenaean amphoriskos and two-handled cups
of local pottery. Male graves on the other hand,
were mostly characterized by the presence of
bronze spearheads and knives, tweezers as well
as one particular local pottery shape (one-hand-
led jar) known as Rehovë type.

From the area of Kolonjë plateau three
tumuli were investigated, namely those of
Rehovë, Prodan and Shtikë. At Rehovë tumu-
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5 Bejko 1994, pp. 105-126; Bejko 2002a, pp. 9-24.

Fig. 6. Hill-fort sites around the Wolf’s Pass in the Little Prespa region.



lus, in the late Bronze Age female burials were
typically associated with different kind of
stone, amber, bone and clay beads, golden spi-
rals used as head ornaments, bronze rings and
pins (fig. 8). Pottery items were only represen-
ted by locally made kantharoi and one-handled
jugs. Male graves on the other hand had bron-
ze objects such as spearheads, knives and pins,
as well as one, already mentioned as particular
one-handled jar of Rehovë type.

Prodan is another cemetery of Kolonjë pla-
teau with a good sample of graves dated to the
late Bronze Age, but with very few grave
goods, which make reliable analyses difficult
to achieve. Female objects, for instance, inclu-
de only local amphoriskoi and two-handled
bowls, while male items can count on bronze
sword/daggers, knives and squat jugs and
cups of local production. At Shtikë only late
Bronze Age graves are excavated and even if
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Fig. 7. Scattergram of the correspondance analyses for the late Bronze Age graves at Barç 1.

Fig. 8. Scattergram of the correspondance analyses for the late Bronze Age graves at Rehovë tumulus.



few in number they show quite an impressive
variation of grave goods. Typically female
objects here include golden head ornament,
bronze pins of different kinds (conical head or
discoid head with perforation on the neck), as
well as local one-handled jugs and two-hand-
led cups. Male objects instead are represented
by bronze knives, pins (with no head) and
Rehovë type jars.

Another important domain through which
some elements of gender identities are expres-
sed is that of the type of graves used for the
deceased. Throughout the region, three main
types of graves occur: simple pits, graves which
pits are lined with mid-size stones and urns. At
Barç 1 for instance, in the late Bronze Age
almost 75% of male graves are simple pits
while stone lined graves and urns are each
represented by 12.5%. Quite different appears
the situation for female graves, where simple
pits are still the majority of grave types (57%),
but there is a substantial increase in stone lined
graves compared to male group (about 43% of
all female graves). No urns are used for females,
so the few ones dated to LBA might have been
used for male individuals only. At Barç 2 also
simple pits represent the absolute majority of
grave types. Only one grave of the late Bronze
Age is of stone lined type and no urns are repor-
ted whatsoever. At Rehovë in the late Bronze
Age the distribution of grave types between

female and male burials seems to be exactly the
opposite of that at Barç 1; no urns for male
individuals at all, equilibrated distribution of
simple pits and stone lined graves, even if with
a slight majority of the first (55% simple pits
against 45% of stone lined graves). On the
other hand, all urns belong to female indivi-
duals (6.5% of them), while the dominant form
of grave is simple pit (73.5% of all female
burials) with stone lined graves represented
only by 20% of cases. At Prodan also, a general
trend is observed where females were most
commonly found in stone lined graves, while
simple pits were the most favorite grave type
for men.

Beyond single grave analysis, the study of
these tumuli has revealed important informa-
tion for vertical differentiations of individuals
and groups. At tumulus 1 of Barç male burials
(as defined by correspondence analyses) show a
clear articulation of the whole group into sub-
groups based on the different combination of
grave goods associated with the skeleton (fig.
9). The first sub-group (graves 18, 65 and 162)
is characterized by the combination of bronze
weapons with imported Mycenaean pottery.
Graves of the second sub-group instead (52, 72,
163, 167 and 118) have several forms of local
pottery and particularly the cup with two rai-
sed handles. Female graves show less clear arti-
culations, however, a tendency of distinguis-
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Fig. 9. Scattergram of the correspondance analyses for the late Bronze Age burials from southeastern Albania.



hing graves associated with pottery items ver-
sus others with ornaments (golden head orna-
ments, rings and beads) can be sustained. It is
worth reminding here that females were gene-
rally placed in stone lined graves, while males
in simple pits. Exploring further the data,
some interesting results were acquired
through the application of Social Status
Analyses6. They confirm that there is a separa-
tion of graves within the same gender group,
based on the wealth of grave goods types
(expressed through the sum of type indexes).
Particularly for male graves, the later grou-
pings coincide with those produced by corre-
spondence analyses. For female graves a simi-
lar pattern is observed, however, the
coincidence with the CA groupings is not as
evident as in the case of male graves. At tumu-
lus 2 of Barç, late Bronze Age female graves
are also differentiated on the basis of their pre-
ferences for bronze pins without heads versus
the bronze pins with vase shape heads. Male
graves seem to make a more coherent group,
gathered around the most preferred pottery
type, namely the Rehovë type jar.

At Rehovë in the late Bronze Age, corre-
spondence analysis shows a clear separation of
male graves in two sub-groups: one of these
groups (where graves 90, 92, 174 and 178
belong) is characterized by the same combina-
tion of grave goods, namely the bronze spear-
head and the Rehovë type jar. Graves of the
second group (106,188 and 265) have typi-
cally bronze knives and local kantharoi.
Female graves, on the other hand, do not show
any clear braking into sub-groups. As indica-
ted earlier, they were normally associated with
simple pits, while males with stone lined
grave types. Plotting of features and types in
the general plan of the late Bronze Age at
Rehovë shows probably the existence of two
grave clusters: one northeastern cluster and
another one occupying the southwestern part
of the tumulus. These two clusters might
represent two social groups, spatially distinct,
but probably with the same demographic or
social arrangements (family groups?). This
observation is probably confirmed also by the

social status analysis, which seems to arrange
graves on the basis of sex only, with no inter-
nal articulation of graves of the same gender.

What does all this tell us about the wider
region of southeastern Albania? Well, the
symbolic use of material culture, as expression
of individual and group identities is an impor-
tant means of exploring similarities and diffe-
rences between communities of the area. Even
if most of the communities share the same com-
ponents of the material culture, the way that
they are used as social markers (being that gen-
der, age, status and other) differ significantly.
Distant communities such as Barç 1 in Korçë
basin and Prodan in Kolonjë plateau, show a
similar pattern of associating female burials
with strone lined graves and males with simple
pits. At Rehovë however, at a short distance
from Prodan (in the Kolonjë plateau), females
are mostly associated with simple pits and
males with stone lined graves. Along similar
lines, Rehovë in Kolonjë plateau and Barç 2 in
Korçë basin share an impressively similar com-
bination of grave goods for a particular group of
male graves: bronze spearheads and knives with
Rehovë type jars. Shtikë tumulus in the nor-
thern end of Kolonjë plateau can also be added
to this group, with the exception that there is
no spearheads found in the LBA graves at all.
On the other hand, Prodan (between Rehovë
and Shtikë in Kolonjë plateau) male graves
combine grave goods in a way more similar to
Barç 1 in Korçë basin, where swords/daggers go
along with squat jugs of local pottery. Barç 1
however stands out of the rest of the LBA
tumuli for two main reasons: first, because unli-
ke any other cemetery in the region, some of
the LBA graves here contain many imported
pottery from the late Mycenaean secondary cen-
ters, which underlies the importance of this
community as part of the long distance exchan-
ge networks in the wider area. Late Mycenaean
type swords, jewelry and pottery7 not only
reflect the accumulation of wealth by a particu-
lar segment of the community, but also the
need for its display as a means of affirmation of
the privileged position of control over exchan-
ge networks. Second, women seem to have pla-
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yed a more important role within this commu-
nity, compared to others in the region. Not
only there is at least one positively identified
case of association of a Mycenaean bronze dag-
ger with a female burial, but also in contrast
with all other tumuli, bronze knives here are
typically a female object. Further observations
show that the main body of the local pottery
forms is used as social markers in a different
way from the communities of the region. Males
of Barç 1 and Prodan in the LBA, for instance,
focus on the use of two-handled cups and kan-
tharoi, while they are used as typically female
objects at Rehovë, Barç 2 and Shtikë.

If the social dynamics of the region of sou-
theastern Albania is to be explored, two
important elements of it need to be establis-
hed first. One of them is the spread of location
of social communities in the landscape and
the second is the understanding of the social
dynamics within each of them. As we have
tried to make some progress on this second
issue, let’s see how is the territory of the

Korçë–Kolonjë region was divided and orga-
nized. The map in fig. 10 shows the distribu-
tion of the known tumuli and settlements of
the later prehistory in the Korçë–Kolonjë
area. The picture it gives, however, is far from
complete, not only because it misses many
other settlements and burial sites due to the
fact that the area hasn’t been systematically
and intensively surveyed, but also because of
the missing detailed chronological framework
for most of the known settlements. However
incomplete, the map gives an impression that
later prehistoric communities occupied the
edges of the Korça basin, Kolonjë plateau and
Devoll river valley. Settlements were either
located around lake Maliq in the northern
part of Korça basin, or on the naturally defen-
ded heights of first range of hills around the
main basins. Most of the tumuli, on the other
hand, seem to have been placed on the first
terraces on the edges of the basins, even if
location of some of them in the middle of the
subscribed flat arable areas is not to be totally
excluded. How can this model of spatial dis-
tribution of sites and tumuli in southeastern
Albanian landscape be explained? It seems
appealing to suggest that tumuli were placed
on the edges of the arable land and with their
height and visual significance in the landsca-
pe may have served as important territorial
markers of the area. In social terms, this
might mean that in the late Bronze and early
Iron Ages it was important for the communi-
ties to express their territorial rights by stres-
sing ancestral linkage.

To sum up the data from the region of sou-
theastern Albania, we observe a number of
important changes in the environmental set-
ting, land use, settlement pattern, burial
customs, trade networks, and not least in the
realm of the social organization of the local
communities. This is too neat a picture to be
mere coincidence. Instead, this indicates that
substantial, related transformations of the
social and physical landscape are marking the
cultural process in the LBA here. Interactions
with the periphery of the Mycenaean world
certainly play a role in this context, as the
positive relationship between the quantity of
Mycenaean-type objects and social complexity
at Barç 1 shows.
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Fig. 10. Map of the late Bronze Age - early Iron Age settlements
and tumuli from southeastern Albania.



Conclusions

If we consider the core-periphery model that
Bryan Feuer describes for characterizing the
cultural interaction processes in the periphery
of the Mycenaean world8, we realize that it
might work quite well in the Albanian situa-
tion. The distribution of Mycenaean type
objects in Albania shows that the level of inte-
raction has been different for different regions
of the country. In most of the cases, we see them
interacting (in the forms of limited exchange or
diffusion) with the secondary centers of the bor-
der zones, rather than with the main palatial
centers themselves. The appearance of the forti-
fied hill-top sites controlling the trade routes of
southeastern Albania with western Macedonia,
for instance, supports this point. It is evident
that the interaction process has worked in both
directions (receiving and giving) as is suggested
by the local characteristics of the C, D, and G
type swords in Albania and Epirus, the wide
distribution of characteristic one-edged bronze
knives in these two areas, or the appearance of
matt-painted pottery in Epirus following its
development in southern Albania. There is
quite a lot of interactions going on between dif-
ferent areas of the Mycenaean periphery, even if
the forms of interactions cannot be fully appre-
ciated based on the current state of analysis.
The social consumption of the Mycenaean-type
objects, however, is quite informative. Even if
the core of Mycenaean material culture, iden-
tity, or social organization is not seen in the
Albanian LBA communities, the pattern of
using Mycenaean objects to affirm and main-
tain social status locally, reflects the e interac-
tion at the level of flows of information and
knowledge, together with goods. This has not
been strong enough to influence technologies
or modes of production, funerary or domestic
architecture, burial customs or the ideology of
local communities, but has participated, even if
in a modest way, in the cultural processes of the
Albanian late Bronze Age.
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