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Introduction

1. INTRODUCTION

The magnate’s mounds of Brno-Holdsky 1 and 2 are
found in the eastern part of the Czech Republic (in
Moravia), in the Brno-City District. They were investi-
gated by I L. Cervinka already 100 years ago, in 1925.
Over time, they became the typical representatives of
magnate graves of the South Moravian Hordkov group
(earlier a culture),” which is part of the East Hallstatt
culture.? However, despite their significance, they have
not been complexly processed, published and evaluated
to this day. This work sets its aim to review both complete
inventories, classify them into their original wholes in
Brno-Holdasky (H)1 and (H)2 and conduct a chronologi-
cal and typological assessment along with the less known
graves of Brno-Holdsky (H)3 and (H)4 (Fig. 1). Com-
ponents of the revision are photographic-drawing tables
summarizing the historical development of the docu-
mentation of the items. We present a reconstruction of
the grave chambers H1 and H2. We categorize the graves
into the more extensive context of burial ground/burial
complex Brno-Holdsky - Chrlice. The revised collections
H1 and H2 are evaluated along with all of the manifesta-
tions of the elites in Moravia, classified among immobile
(graves, homestead, hillfort with acropolis, cave sanctu-
ary, random finds) and particularly moveable cases. In
the conclusion, we categorize graves H1 and H2, based
on the presence of a wagon, sword, toreutics, turnspit
and other proofs of luxury, among the wealthiest graves
from Ha C West Hallstatt and East Hallstatt cultures.

1 Two Hallstatt cultures are spread in Moravia — the Horakov culture in South
Moravia and Platénice culture in Central and East Moravia (Fig. 18). Both
belong to the sphere of East Hallstatt culture as its regional part. Because
of the synoptic inclusion into East Hallstatt culture (e.g. EGG - KRAMER
2005, Abb. 2), we recommend their renaming as the Horakov and Platénice
group.

2 'The term East Hallstatt culture (die Osthallstattkultur) has not yet taken
root in Moravia, traditional the term East Hallstatt cultural komplex (die
Osthallstattkulturkreis; e.g. TORBRUGGE 1992, Abb. 44) is still used, in
which only Horakov culture, not Platénice culture exists in the classical
conception.

1. UVOD

Velmozské mohyly Brno-Holdsky 1 a 2 se nacha-
zeji ve vychodni &dsti Ceské republiky (na Moravé),
v okrese Brno-mésto. Byly prozkoumané I. L. Cer-
vinkou jiz pred témér 100 lety, v roce 1925. Postu-
pem casu se staly typickymi zdstupci velmozskych
hrobui jihomoravské horakovské skupiny (drive kul-
tury)," kterd je soucdsti vychodohalstatské kultury.?
Pres sviij vyznam vsak nebyly aZ do dnesnich dnii
komplexné zpracovdny, publikoviny a vyhodno-
ceny. Prdce si klade za cil revidovat oba kompletni
inventdre, rozradit je do jejich piivodnich celkii na
Brno-Holdasky (H)1 a (H)2 a provést chronologické
a typologické vyhodnoceni spolecné s méné znd-
mymi hroby Brno-Holdsky (H)3 a (H)4 (obr. 1).
Soucdasti revize jsou fotograficko-kresebné tabulky
shrnugjici historicky vyvoj dokumentace predmeétii.
Predstavujeme rekonstrukce hrobovych komor H1
a H2. Hroby zatazujeme do rozsdhlejsiho kontextu
pohrebisté/pohtebniho aredlu Brno-Holdsky — Chr-
lice. Revidované soubory H1 a H2 jsou vyhodnoceny
spolecné se vsemi projevy elit na Moraveé, zatazeny
mezi nemovité (hroby, dvorce, hradisté s akro-
poli, jeskynni svatyné, ndhodné ndlezy) a zejména
movité pripady. V zavéru hroby HI1 a H2 zatazu-
jeme, na zdkladé pritomnosti vozu, mece, toreutiky,
roznti a dalsich dokladii luxusu, mezi nejbohatsi
velmozské hroby z Ha C zdpadohalstatské i vycho-
dohalstatské kultury.

1 Na Moravé jsou rozsifeny dvé halstatské kultury — horédkovskd kultura na
jizni Moravé a platénicka kultura na stfedni a vychodni Moravé (obr. 18).
Obé nalezi do sféry vychodohalstatské kultury jako jeji regiondlni ¢asti.
Kvuli prehlednému v¢lenéni do vychodohalstatské kultury (napt. EGG -
KRAMER 2005, Abb. 2) navrhujeme jejich pfejmenovéani na hordkovskou
a platénickou skupinu.

2 Termin vychodohalstatskd kultura (die Osthallstattkultur) doposud na
Moravé nezdomacnél, tradi¢né se stale uziva termin vychodohalstatsky
kulturni okruh (die Osthallstattkulturkreis; napt. TORBRUGGE 1992,
Abb. 44), do néhoz v klasickém pojeti nalezi jen horakovska kultura,
nikoliv platénicka kultura.
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Fig. 1. The original documentation of I. L. Cervinka from 1925. The map of the archaeological sites in the surroundings of today’s Brno-Holasky (i.e.
the former independent municipality Holasky). The position of the Hallstatt graves H1-H4 is labelled with the No. 5 (Archive of the IA CAS Brno).

Obr. 1. Pitvodni dokumentace I. L. Cervinky z roku 1925. Mapa archeologickych lokalit v okoli dnesniho Brna-Holések (tj. byvalé samostatné obce

Holasky). Polohu haltatskych hrobit H1-H4 oznacuje ¢&. 5 (Archiv AU AV CR Brno).



Find location of the burial ground/burial complex Brno-Holdsky - Chrlice

2. FIND LOCATION OF THE
BURIAL GROUND/BURIAL
COMPLEX BRNO-HOLASKY -
CHRLICE

The former municipality Holasky is found in today’s city quar-
ter of Brno-Tufany (Brno-City District). On its outskirt route
“U Tufan” in the field of A. Kruml (Fig. 2) on gravel-like soil, there
was distinctive hill formed by black earth (CERVINKA 1925b).
It was said of the hill that it was the remnants of French warriors
from the time of the Napoleonic Wars.? In 1925, the archeologist
I L. Cervinka was informed on the site and after a tour judged
that it was a prehistoric mound - H1 (plot No. 199; Fig. 2). In the
area, he then discovered another two, the embankments of which
were more distinctly reduced by cultivation. The second mound
H2 was again located on the plot of A. Kruml; it reached a similar
diameter of 70 m and a height of 1 m (plot No. 199; Fig. 2) and
was located “35 steps and closer to the village” (i.e. in the western
direction) from mound H1.

2. NALEZOVA SITUACE
POHREBISTE/POHREBNIHO
AREALU BRNO-HOLASKY -
CHRLICE

Byvala obec Holdsky se nachazi v dne$ni méstské ¢as-
ti Brno-Tufany (okr. Brno-mésto). V jeji okrajové trati
»U Turan“ se na poli A. Krumla (obr. 2) na §térkovité ptidé
nachézel vyrazny kopec tvoteny ¢ernozemi (CERVINKA
1925b). O kopci se tradovalo, Ze je pozistatkem po fran-
couzskych vojacich z obdobi napoleonskych valek.’ V roce
1925 byl o misté informovén archeolog I. L. Cervinka a po
prohlidce usoudil, Ze jde o pravékou mohylu — H1 (parcela
¢. 199; obr. 2). V okoli pak objevil jesté dalsi dvé, jejichz
naspy byly vyraznéji sneseny orbou. Druhd mohyla H2
se nachdzela opét na pozemku A. Krumla, dosahovala
obdobné priiméru 70 m a vysky 1 m (parcela ¢. 199; obr. 2)
a nachazela se ,,35 krokii a blize ke vsi“ (tj. zdpadnim smé-
rem) od mohyly H1.
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Fig. 2: Documentation of L. L. Cervinka from 1925. The boundaries of the sand quarry moving from west to east approached the three mounds
with a diameter of 70 m - H1 and H2 on plot No. 199, H3 on plot No. 200/2. The position of the graves is marked only approximately (Archive of
the IA CAS Brno).

Obr. 2: Dokumentace I. L. Cervinky z roku 1925. Hranice lomu na pisek postupujici od zdpadu na vychod se blizila ke ttem mohylam o praméru
70 m - H1 a H2 na parcele ¢ 199, H3 na parcele ¢ 200/2. Poloha hrobii je oznacena jen ptiblizné (Archiv AU AV CR Brno).



Nilezovd situace pohfebisté/pohtebniho aredlu Brno-Holdsky - Chrlice

The third mound H3 was examined in 1934 by the amateur
archaeologist M. Chleborad (CERVINKA 1948, 17) and has
never been completely published. We know from the documen-
tation of S. Zacherle (ZACHERLE 1958) that it was on plot No.
200/2, which belonged to J. Krej¢i (Fig. 2), again had a diam-
eter of 70 m and a height of 2 m (Fig. 3). It was likely robbed
already in prehistory, and thus only a small part of the original
inventory had been preserved (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
10).* The fourth grave H4 was examined in 1959 by J. Nekvasil
(NEKVASIL 1960; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 11, Taf. 143);
it was a smaller chamber cremation grave and a mound was not
proved. Perhaps 500 m south of H1-H4, there is another large
mound with a diameter of roughly 50 m - Chrlice 1, which is
related to the group of four graves and with them forms the bur-
ial area Brno-Holasky - Chrlice. This mound was already pointed
out by L. L. Cervinka: “The Holdsky mounds are not alone in the
landscape, the finds were entirely identical in the mound »Hldsnicac
near Hordkov, in the immediate vicinity in Chrlice there is another
mound (not yet opened)” (CERVINKA 1948, 17). It is located in
the cadastral area of the municipality of Chrlice, Brno-City Dis-
trict, and is clear on the LIDAR images to this day. It escaped
the destruction of the continuing sand quarry, which expanded
eastwards towards graves H1-H4.

Treti mohyla H3 byla zkoumana v roce 1934 amatér-
skym archeologem M. Chleboradem (CERVINKA 1948,
17) a nikdy nebyla kompletn¢ publikovana. Z dokumentace
S. Zacherleho (ZACHERLE 1958) vime, Ze se nachdzela na
parcele ¢. 200/2, ktera pattila J. Krej¢imu (obr. 2), méla opét
pramér 70 m a vysku 2 m (obr. 3). Byla pravdépodobné
vykradena jiz v pravéku, a dochovala se tedy jen mala ¢ast
ptivodniho inventidfe (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 10).*
Ctvrty hrob H4 byl prozkouman v roce 1959 J. Nekvasi-
lem (NEKVASIL 1960; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 11,
Taf. 143), $lo o mensi komorovy Zarovy hrob a mohyla
nebyla prokdzana. Asi 500 m jizné od H1-H4 se nachazi
dal$i rozmérna mohyla o priméru asi 50 m - Chrlice 1,
ktera se skupinou c¢tyt hrobt souvisi a tvofi s ni pohfebni
areal Brno-Holasky - Chrlice. Na tuto mohylu upozornil
jiz I. L. Cervinka: ,,Mohyly holasické nejsou v kraji osa-
mocené, uplné shodné byly ndlezy v mohyle »>Hldsnicic
u Hordkova, hned v sousedstvi v Chrlicich jest dal$i mohyla
(dosud neoteviend)“ (CERVINKA 1948, 17). Nachdzi se jiz
na katastru obce Chrlice, okr. Brno-mésto, a na lidarovych
snimcich je patrnd dodnes. Unikla zni¢eni postupujicim
pise¢nym lomem, ktery se $ifil vychodnim smérem k hro-
bim H1-H4.

Lz

Fig. 3: Documentation of mound H3 (marked by the letter D) from 1958 by S. Zacherle (ZACHERLE 1958).
Obr. 3: Dokumentace mohyly H3 (oznacena pismenem D) z roku 1958 od S. Zacherleho (ZACHERLE 1958).

3 “Hill from the Napoleonic Wars” is the name of mound H1.

4 Z. Stegmann-Rajtdr mistook the grave H3 investigated by M. Chleborad in
1934 for a non-existent grave from 1955 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 19924, 10).

3 ,Kopec z napoleonskych vélek® je nazev mohyly H1.

4 Z.Stegmann-Rajtar zaménila hrob H3 prozkoumany M. Chleborddem v roce
1934 za neexistujici hrob z roku 1955 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 10).
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In the research led by I. L. Cervinka in 1925, a log grave
chamber deepened 1.75 m below the level of the terrain with
dimensions of 5.25 x 5.3 m with a “step” 0.6 m above the botton
was discovered in H1 (Fig. 4-5; CERVINKA 1948, obr. 7), it is
apparently mezzanine floor. In H2, there is again a log chamber
of a size of roughly 5 x 5 m (Fig. 6-7), the edges were unclear.
The log chambers were judged by I. L. Cervinka to be built from
oak logs, planks and twigs and were preserved to approximately
1 m of the height of the chambers (CERVINKA 1948, 16-17), in
the damp sand on the walls, the imprints of wood were even pre-
served (CERVINKA 1925b). I. L. Cervinka wrote a short report
in Lidové noviny [People’s Newpaper], issed on 11 October 1925,
on the course of the research on H1 (CERVINKA 1925b). H1 and
H2 waited for the next publication until 1948, namely on not quite
six pages (CERVINKA 1948), where Cervinka briefly described
the find circumstances and complemented them with images of
the main metal items and the grave pits. There was never another
treatment, although the mounds were often cited, namely among
the most important Horakov sites (e.g. SOLLE 1955; PODBOR-
SKY 1972; 1974; 1980a; 1980b; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992b;
TORBRUGGE 1992; NEKVASIL 1993; GOLEC 2005; 2017).
The inventories were also published by S. Stegmann-Rajtar
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a) and Z. Holubové (CIZMAROVA -
HOLUBOVA 2011), but only their component parts, then the
ceramic inventory list was almost entirely lacking. A new revision
was begun in 2017 by Z. Mirova (MIROVA 2017), who had i.a. the
unpublished notes from Cervinka'’s scholarly legacy (CERVINKA
1925a) and the incomplete information in the inventory book of
the Moravian Museum Brno available (both deposited in the MM
Brno). The documentation of the find locations is not, however,
complete, a depiction of some (especially small) items is lacking,
moreover there was a partial mixing of the two inventories of H1
and H2, then there was over time a mixture of a number of other
items added to the inventories (see chap. 5; particularly from
mound Horakov - “Hlsnica” and also from the cave sanctuary
Habrtivka - “By¢i skala”). The conservation of some items was not
conducted properly, sometime not at all even, in other cases they
would deserve being renewed. The reconstruction of the ceramic
vessels was conducted only with a few selected items, especially
the fragmentary jars have, however, remained unrestored. The
inventory numbers are only used for some, usually metal, items;
the majority of the small finds from various materials do not have
an inventory number (in the catalogue of the finds labelled as “-”).

Critically, it can, however, be stated that the field research was
conducted standardly for its period. Even after almost 100 years, H1
and H2 hide significant research potential and deserve a revision.

HI - contained at least two skeletal burials. A man with his
head orientated to the north was to have lain on the floor in the
NE corner of the grave chamber (CERVINKA 1925; 1948, 16).
The skeleton was consumed, I. L. Cervinka did not find human
bones and judged the orientation based on the deposition of the
iron sword, which according to him lay on the right side of the
deceased with its blade towards the south (Fig. 4-5). Cervinka
did not draw a skeleton into the plan (CERVINKA 1948, obr. 7).
Nevertheless V. Podborsky added it to Cervinkas plan, is orien-
tated with the head to the north, but he has the sword on the left
hip (PODBORSKY 1974, Abb. 5:12). However, ]. Nekvasil again
does not have it in the depiction (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 230:A),°
J. Cizmatova and Z. Holubova did the same (CIZMAROVA -
HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 130:left). Cervinka thus estimated on

5 J. Nekvasil incorrectly oriented the grave from H1, namely according to the
skeleton of the woman, who, however, has her head to the SE (NEKVASIL
1993, obr. 230:A).
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Pfi vyzkumu vedeném L. L. Cervinkou v roce 1925 byla
v H1 objevena srubova hrobova komora zahloubend 1,75 m
pod troven terénu o rozmérech 5,25 x 5,3 m se ,,schid-
kem®0,6 m nade dnem (obr. 4-5; CERVINKA 1948, obr. 7),
patrné se jedna o podlahu mezipatra. V H2 se nachédzela
opét srubova komora rozméri zhruba 5 x 5 m (obr. 6-7),
okraje byly nezfetelné. Srubové komory byly I. L. Cervin-
kou posouzeny jako zbudované z dubovych klad, prken
a prouti a dochovaly se zhruba do 1 m vysky komor
(CERVINKA 1948, 16-17), ve vlhkém pisku se na sténach
zachovaly dokonce otisky dfeva (CERVINKA 1925b).

O priibéhu vyzkumu HI1 L. L. Cervinka napsal kratkou
zpravu do Lidovych novin, vysla dne 11. fjna 1925 (CER-
VINKA 1925b). Dalsiho publikovani se H1 a H2 dockaly
az v roce 1948, a to na necelych Sesti strandch (CERVINKA
1948), kde Cervinka stru¢né popsal nélezové okolnosti
a doplnil je obrazky hlavnich kovovych predmétd a hro-
bovych jam. K dal$imu zpracovani nikdy nedoslo, presto
mohyly byly mnohokrat citovany, a to mezi nejvyznam-
néj$imi hordkovskymi lokalitami (napf. SOLLE 1955;
PODBORSKY 1972; 1974; 1980a; 1980b; STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992b; TORBRUGGE 1992; NEKVASIL 1993;
GOLEC 2005; 2017). Inventare publikovaly také S. Steg-
mann-Rajtdr STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a) a Z. Holubova
(CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011), aviak pouze jejich
dil¢i ¢asti, keramicky inventaf pak chybél témér uplné.
K nové revizi ptistoupila v roce 2017 Z. Mirovd (MIROVA
2017), jez méla k dispozici mimo jiné nepublikované zapisky
z Cervinkovy pozistalosti (CERVINKA 1925a) a nekom-
pletni informace v inventarni knize MZM Brno (oboji
ulozeno v MZM Brno). Dokumentace nalezovych situaci
vSak neni uplna, chybi zobrazeni nékterych (zejména drob-
nych) pfedmétti, navic doslo k ¢asteénému smichani obou
inventart z H1 a H2, k inventaitim bylo pak postupem ¢asu
primichano mnozstvi dalsich predméti (viz kap. 5; zejména
z mohyly Hordkov - ,Hlasnica“ a také z jeskynni svatyné
Habruavka - ,,By¢i skala®). Konzervace nékterych predméti
nebyla provedena radné, nékdy dokonce viibec, v nékterych
pripadech by si zaslouzila obnoveni. Rekonstrukce keramic-
kych nadob byla provedena jen u nékolika vybranych kust,
zejména fragmentarni zasobnice vSak zistaly nerestauro-
vany. Inventarni ¢isla nesou jen nékteré, zpravidla kovové,
predméty, vétSina drobnych nalezli z riiznych materiald
inventarni ¢islo nema (v katalogu nalezii oznaceno ,,—).
Kriticky 1ze v8ak uvést, ze terénni vyzkum byl na svou dobu
proveden standardné. I po témér 100 letech H1 a H2 skytaji
vyznamny badatelsky potencial a zaslouZi si revizi.

H1 - obsahoval nejméné dva kostrové pohiby. Na pod-
laze v SV rohu hrobové komory mél lezet muz s hlavou
orientovanou na S (CERVINKA 1925; 1948, 16). Kostra byla
stravend, L. L. Cervinka lidské kosti nenagel a na orientaci
usoudil na zdkladé ulozeni Zelezného mece, ktery dle néj
lezel po pravém boku zemfelého s éepeli smérem k J (obr.
4-5). Cervinka kostru do planu nezakreslil (CERVINKA
1948, obr. 7). Zato V. Podborsky ji do Cervinkova planu
doplnil, je orientovdna hlavou k severu, ale me¢ ma rozdilné
po levém boku (PODBORSKY 1974, Abb. 5:12). J. Nekva-
sil ji vSak ve vyobrazeni znovu nema (NEKVASIL 1993,
obr. 230:A),’ obdobné si pocinaly J. Cizmatova a Z. Holu-
bova (CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 130:vlevo).

5 J. Nekvasil hrob z H1 $patné orientoval, a to podle kostry Zeny, ktera viak
smétuje hlavou k JV (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 230:A).
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Fig. 4: The original documentation of grave H1 from 1925 by L. L. Cervinka (Archive of the IA CAS Brno).
Obr. 4: Pavodni dokumentace hrobu H1 z roku 1925 od I. L. Cervinky (Archiv AU AV CR Brno).
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Fig. 5: Reconstruction of the magnate’s grave H1 with inventory list (graphic modification by Z. Mirova and M. Golec).
Obr. 5: Rekonstrukce velmozského hrobu H1 s inventafem (graficka Gprava Z. Mirova a M. Golec).
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which side of the sword the skeleton lay and stated that the skel-
eton had the sword on the right side and the body was oriented
with the head to the north (CERVINKA 1948, 16). Nonethe-
less, we believe that his guess was not correct and he placed the
original skeleton erroneously. We suppose that the skeleton lat
on the other side from the sword (it was also drawn there by
V. Podborsky). Cervinka’s placement necessarily places the skeleton
immediately on the eastern wall, which is unlikely. Another ques-
tion is whether the sword (and spear) was (were) truly oriented as
presented by Cervinka. Here, we have to trust his published plan.
In the milieu of the Bylany culture, the method of deposition in
the direction N-S with the head to the south and sword heading
with blade to the south on the right side is common - e.g. Kolin 2,
Hradenin 1, 24, 46, Planany, Prague-StfeSovice (GERDSEN 1986,
Taf. 24:2-3, 25-26, 27:1-2). In the milieu of the Horakov group in
the Brno District, it is typical that the skeletally buried men-mag-
nates were orientated head to the south and their look headed to
the north - e.g. in Brat¢ice (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 79), Hrusovany
u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 1). If the man was really orientated with
his head to the north, it was an exceptional case. The rule of the
orientation of the head to the south holds true also for the skel-
etal Horakov graves of the middle class. We propose our assumed
deposition of the skeleton of the man in the space of the NE quar-
ter of the grave based on the other observations precisely in the
mentioned, relatively recently examined, graves in Bratcice and
HruSovany u Brna 1. In some magnates™ graves in the Brno Dis-
trict, entirely wooden four-wheeled cariages were proved and the
deceased lay on their decks. The deepening for the wheels of the
wagon in HruSovany u Brna 1 are the convincing evidence of this
(KOS 2011, obr. 1; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, Fig. on p. 89), the
same deepening was determined in grave 3815 in Modrice (KOS -
PRICHYSTAL 2013, 86). The magnate with head orientated to
the south in H1 (with great likelihood laid on a wagon) should
have had the sword deposited (in accord with the placement by
Cervinka) on the right side, but the orientation of the blade to the
south does not indicate hanging on a belt, rather attachment to
the body. In Brno-Horni Herspice 3, the sword lay in the same
place but was oriented with the blade towards the north (GOLEC
2005, tab. 228; CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 134). The
size of the grave pits of a length of 5-6 m also corresponds to the
deposition of wagons. If there was a wagon in the grave of H1, then
the wagon shaft headed to the south and Cervinkas and Podbor-
sky’s supposition of the orientation of the skeleton was incorrect.
Above the bottom (on the “mezzanine”) roughly in the centre
of the profile of the chamber, there was the skeleton of a woman
in the extended position on her back with the orientation of the
head to SE (Fig. 4-5). The height of the deposition of the skeleton
was presented differently by the individual researchers. Cervinka
stated that it lay 0.3-0.4 m above the bottom (CERVINKA 1925a;
1948, 16), identically F. Addmek (ADAMEK 1972, 58), in contrast
to that, S. Stegmann-Rajtar STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 9) pre-
sented a height of 0.6 m. According to Cervinka’s plan from 1948,
it is possible to believe that the “mezzanine” could really be 0.6 m
above the ground, which would correspond to the height of the
“step” (Fig. 4-5), so the height of the largest amphora-like jars. If
the skeleton was deposited on the “mezzanine’, through the influ-
ence of the post-deposition processes, it must have fallen lower.
According to Cervinkas description, the skeleton of the woman
was not preserved, just like the skeleton of the man, nevertheless
in the earliest preserved source he noted that it was “well visible in
the black soil” (CERVINKA 1925a; 1948, 16). Multiple burials are
a significant phenomenon in the Hordkov group, which is typical
for the burials of male and female magnates (NEKVASIL 1963).
They exist in various versions and it is not always clear whether

Cervinka tedy odhadl, po které strané mece kostra lezela,
a uvedl, Ze me¢ méla kostra orientovana hlavou k S po
pravém boku (CERVINKA 1948, 16). Domnivime se
vsak, ze jeho odhad nebyl spravny a umistil ptivodni
kostru $patné. Predpokladame, Ze kostra lezela od mece
na druhé strané (tam ji zakreslil i V. Podborsky). Cer-
vinkovo umisténi nutné situuje kostru bezprostfedné
k vychodni sténé, coz je nepravdépodobné. Dalsi otazkou
je, zda byl(y) me¢ (a kopi) skute¢né orientovan(y) tak, jak
uvadi Cervinka. Zde musime véfit jeho publikovanému
planu. V prostiedi bylanské kultury je zptsob uloZeni
ve sméru S-J s hlavou k ] a meem sméfujicim Cepeli
k J po pravém boku béiny - napt. Kolin 2, Hradenin 1,
24, 46, Planany, Praha-Stfesovice (GERDSEN 1986, Taf.
24:2-3, 25-26, 27:1-2). V prostiedi horakovské skupiny
na Brnénsku je pravidlem, Ze kostrové pohtbeni muzi-vel-
mozi byli orientovani hlavou smérem k J a jejich pohled
sméfoval na S — napt. v Brat¢icich (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 79),
Hru$ovanech u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 1). Pokud by byl
muz skutené orientovan hlavou k S, $lo by o vyjimecny
pripad. Pravidlo orientace hlavou k ] plati i pro kostrové
horakovské hroby stfedni vrstvy. Nami predpokladané
ulozeni kostry muze v prostoru SV ¢tvrtiny hrobu navrhu-
jeme na zakladé dal$ich pozorovani pravé ve zminénych,
pomeérné nedavno prozkoumanych, hrobech v Brat¢icich
a Hrudovanech u Brna 1. V nékterych velmozskych hro-
bech na Brnénsku byly prokdzany celodfevéné ¢tyrkolové
vozy a zemfeli lezeli na jejich korbach. Zahloubeni pro
kola vozu v HruSovanech u Brna 1 jsou toho presvéd¢ivym
diikazem (KOS 2011, obr. 1; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013,
obr. na str. 89), stejna zahloubeni byla zji§téna v hrobu
3815 v Modficich (KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 86). Hlavou
k J orientovany velmoz v H1 (s velkou pravdépodobnosti
polozeny na viiz) by mél me¢ ulozen (ve shodé¢ s umisté-
nim Cervinkou) po pravém boku, jeho orientace cepeli
k J vSak nenaznacuje zavé$eni na opasku, ale spise prilozeni
k télu. V Brné-Hornich Herspicich 3 lezel me¢ na stejném
misté, ale byl orientovan cepeli k S (GOLEC 2005, tab.
228; CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 134). Také
velikosti hrobovych jam o délce 5-6 m napovidaji ulozeni
vozll.. Pokud v hrobé H1 viz byl, tak oj vozu sméfovala
k J a Cervinktv i Podborského predpoklad orientace
kostry byl mylny. Nade dnem (v ,,mezipatte®) zhruba ve
stfedu profilu komory se nachazela kostra Zeny v nata-
zené poloze na zadech s orientaci hlavy k JV (obr. 4-5).
Jednotlivymi badateli byla uviadéna rozdilnd vyska ulo-
zeni kostry. Cervinka uvedl, Ze lezela 0,3-0,4 m nade
dnem (CERVINKA 1925a; 1948, 16), identicky F. Addmek
(ADAMEK 1972, 58), naproti tomu S. Stegmann-Rajtdr
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 9) uvedla vysku 0,6 m. Dle
Cervinkova planku z roku 1948 se Ize domnivat, Ze ,mezi-
patro® se skute¢né mohlo nachazet 0,6 m nad zemi, coz by
odpovidalo jak vysce ,schudku® (obr. 4-5), tak vysce nej-
vétsich amforovitych zasobnic. Pokud byla kostra uloZena
v ,mezipatie®, vlivem postdepozi¢nich procesi musela
propadnout nize. Kostra zeny se dle popisu Cervinky
stejné jako kostra muze nedochovala, nicméné v nejstarsim
dochovaném pramenu poznamenal, Ze byla ,,v éerné prsti
dobfe znatelnd“ (CERVINKA 1925a; 1948, 16). Vicenasobné
pohiby jsou v hordkovské skupiné vyznamnym fenomé-
nem, ktery je typicky pro pohiby velmozi a velmozek
(NEKVASIL 1963). Existuji v riznych variantach a ne vzdy
je jasné, zda jsou soucasné nebo nasledné. Dva nasledné
kostrové pohtby - muze a zeny v H1 - jsou vyjime¢né,
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Fig. 6. Orginal documentation of the grave H2 from 1925 by L. L. Cervinka (Archive of the IA CAS Brno).
Obr. 6. Piivodni dokumentace hrobu H2 z roku 1925 od I. L. Cervinky (Archiv AU AV CR Brno).

14



Nilezovd situace pohfebisté/pohtebniho aredlu Brno-Holdsky - Chrlice

they are contemporary or subsequent. The two following skeletal
burials - a man and woman in H1 - are exceptional, we record
an analogy only from Modfice 3815, when to the skeletally buried
man-magnate, after a long time a woman-magnate was second-
arily buried (KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 86). We more often
know bi-ritual burials, when cremated burials were placed with
the skeletally buried man (in a bronze situla: Brat¢ice, Horakov -
“Hlasnica”). Sometime we manage at least according to the jewelry
(anthropological assessments are not available) determine that
the supplemental cremation grave belonged to a woman (with
a golden earring: Hordkov - “Hlasnica”). Other times, according to
the grave goods, we suppose that there was a man and a woman in
the grave (Morasice 1). The supplemental burials are understood
as so-called Totenfolge/ Totenopfer of the important men-magnates
(Fig. 19; Brno-Holasky 1, Bratcice, Hordkov - “Hl4snica”). How-
ever, we also know them from the burials of women-magnates
(Fig. 19; Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, Vojkovice 111; VITULA 1999;
CIZMAR - GEISLEROVA - UNGER eds. 2000, 146, Fig. 113;
GOLEC 2017, Fig. 80, 81:b).

The inventory list H1 (Fig. 4-5) includes an iron sword with
a tongue-like handle that was oriented with its point to the south
(Tab. 8), lay on the right side of the man with his head to the south.
It has been placed in a wooden sheath, which was partially pre-
served thanks to the corrosive exudations of the sword. Next to
the sword, there was a massive spear (Tab. 11:1). In the newspaper
article from 1925, Cervinka (CERVINKA 1925b) also mentions
a knife (Tab. 9:3-5) and cleaver (?), a bit higher above them bronze
buttons (Tab. 15, 16:1-11), an amber bead (Tab. 22:18) and a bronze
bracelet (?) were to have laid. In the SE corner, there lay three horse
bridle bits (Tab. 12), bronze buttons (Tab. 15, 16:1-11), decorations
with other components of the harnesses and four pieces of amber
beads of various sizes, all of it was deposited with bits of leather
and leather straps. Cervinka also believed that horse bones could
appear here.® In the NW corner of the chamber, there was a group
of amphorae (Tab. 31) and amphora-like jugs (Tab. 32), small
bowls with a graphitized surface and with an engraved, graphitized
decoration (Tab. 28-30), next to them two bronze plate-like bowls
were place with decorative motifs of “the Sun and waterfowl” and
with beaded decoration (Tab. 1-2). The buried woman had on her
two earrings/hairrings - gold on the right temple and bronze on
the left temple (Tab. 22:24-25; CERVINKA 1925b; 1948, 16).

H2 - the edge of the mound H2 was to have been 35 steps
from the mound H1 (ca 25 m; Fig. 2). It was the same width, thus
roughly ¢ 70 m, and 1 m high. The grave chamber (Fig. 6-7) of
a log construction was sunken 1.05 m under the level of the ter-
rain, the imprints of beams were manifest at the east wall of the
chamber. In the NE corner of the chamber, there lay the skeleton
of a man with his head to the north, where only the skull was pre-
served; four bronze circles were placed in a square above it (Tab. 20)
“as if on a board” (CERVINKA 1948, 17). The orientation of the
skeleton is unclear and we believe that Cervinka could only guess
it as with the man in H1. The position of the skull indicates an
orientation to the north, but that did not have to be the original
position. The position of the two spears indicates an orientation
to the south. They are turned points to the south and the skeleton
had them on its left side (Tab. 10). The spears indentify a man just
like in H1. An orientation to the north is also indicated by the fact
that the buried man was placed with certainty on a wagon (see

6 However, this assumption is likely mistaken, in the graves of the Hordkov
group there are usually so-called “meaty alms” - the bones of pigs, sheep/goats
and cattle - deposited. We know of the bones of horses only from Brat¢ice
(fragment of a lower jawbone of a horse) and from the cave temple Habrtivka
- “By¢i skdla” (bones of at least three individuals), they likely served here as
pars pro toto, thus symbolic replacement for the whole horse.

analogii evidujeme pouze z Modfic 3815, kdy ke kostrové
pohibenému muzi-velmozi byla po del$im case sekun-
darné pohrbena Zena-velmozka (KOS - PRICHYSTAL
2013, 86). Cast&ji zname biritualni pohiby, kdy ke kost-
rové pohibenému muzi byly vkladiany pohtby Zzarové
(v bronzové situle: Brat¢ice, Horadkov - ,Hlasnica“). Nékdy
dokézeme alespon podle $perkil (antropologicka zhodno-
ceni nejsou k dispozici) ur¢it, ze pridavny zarovy pohteb
nalezel Zené (se zlatou ndusnici: Horakov - ,,Hldsnica®).
Jindy podle vybavy predpokladame, Ze v hrobé byli muz
i zena (Morasice 1). P¥idavné pohrby jsou chapany jako
tzv. Totenfolge/ Totenopfer vyznamnych muzi-velmozi
(obr. 19; Brno-Holasky 1, Bratcice, Horakov - ,,Hlasnica®).
Zname je vSak také z pohrbi Zen-velmozek (obr. 19;
Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, Vojkovice 111; VITULA 1999;
CIZMAR - GEISLEROVA - UNGER eds. 2000, 146, obr.
113; GOLEC 2017, Fig. 80, 81:b).

K inventafi H1 (obr. 4-5) patii zelezny me¢ s jazyko-
vitou rukojeti orientovany $pickou k J (tab. 8), lezel po
pravém boku muze s hlavou k J. Byl zasunut v dfevéné
pochvé, ktera se ¢aste¢né dochovala diky koroznim vypot-
kim mece. Vedle mece se nachazelo masivni kopi (tab.
11:1). V novinovém ¢lanku z roku 1925 Cervinka (CER-
VINKA 1925b) zminuje také ntiz (tab. 9:3-5) a seka¢ (?),
0 néco vy$e nad nimi pak mély lezet bronzové knofliky
(tab. 15, 16:1-11), jantarovy koral (tab. 22:18) a bronzovy
naramek (?). V JV rohu lezZela tfi konska udidla (tab. 12),
bronzové knofliky (tab. 15, 16:1-11), ozdoby s dal$imi
soucastmi postrojii a ¢tyti kusy jantarovych koralka rizné
velikosti, vSe bylo uloZeno se zbytky kiazi a kozenych
teminkd. Cervinka se také domnival, Ze se zde mohly na-
chazet kosti koné.® V SZ rohu komory se nachazela skupi-
na amfor (tab. 31) a amforovitych zasobnic (tab. 32), misek
s tuhovanym povrchem a s rytou, potuhovanou vyzdobou
(tab. 28-30), vedle nich byly umistény dvé bronzové tali-
fovité misy se zdobenymi motivy ,,slunci a vodnich ptaka“
a s perlickovitou vyzdobou (tab. 1-2). Pohfbena Zena
u sebe méla dvé nausnice/zdusnice - zlatou pfi pravém
spanku a bronzovou pfi levém spanku (tab. 22:24-25;
CERVINKA 1925b; 1948, 16).

H2 - okraj mohyly H2 mél byt od mohyly H1 vzda-
leny 35 kroktl (cca 25 m; obr. 2). Byla stejné Siroka, tedy
zhruba 0 ¢ 70 m, a 1 m vysokd. Hrobova komora (obr.
6-7) srubové konstrukce byla zahloubena 1,05 m pod uro-
ven terénu, pfi V sténé komory byly patrné otisky trami.
V SV rohu komory lezela kostra muze s hlavou k S, pri-
¢emz byla zachovana pouze lebka; nad ni byly do ¢tverce
sestaveny Ctyti bronzové krouzky (tab. 20) ,jakoby na
prkné“ (CERVINKA 1948, 17). Orientace kostry je nejasna
a domnivame se, ze Cervinka ji mohl pouze odhadnout,
jako u muze v H1. Orientaci k S naznacuje poloha lebky,
ovéem ta nemusela byt na pévodni pozici. Orientaci
k J naznacuje poloha dvou kopi, ktera jsou otoc¢ena hroty
k J a kostra je méla pti levé strané (tab. 10). Kopi identifi-
kuji muze, stejné jako v H1. Orientaci k S naznacuje také
fakt, ze pohtbeny byl uloZen s jistotou na voze (viz kap. 4.1;
obr. 10). Takto orientovand kostra méla pti pravém boku
dvé misy s vytepavanymi motivy ,slunci a vodnich ptaka®

6 Tento predpoklad je vsak pravdépodobné mylny, v hrobech horakovské
skupiny byvaji deponovany tzv. ,masité milodary® - kosti prasat, ovci/koz
a skotu. Kosti koni zndme pouze z Brat¢ic (fragment spodni celisti koné)
a z jeskynni svatyné Habrtvka — ,,By¢i skala“ (kosti z min. tfi jedinct), zde
slouzily pravdépodobné jako pars pro toto, tedy symbolickd nahrada za
celého koné.
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Fig. 7: Reconstruction of the magnate’s grave H2 with inventory list (graphic modification Z. Mirova and M. Golec).
Obr. 7: Rekonstrukce velmozského hrobu H2 s inventafem (graficka Gprava Z. Mirova a M. Golec).
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Nilezovd situace pohfebisté/pohtebniho aredlu Brno-Holdsky - Chrlice

chap. 4.1; Fig. 10). The skeleton oriented in this way had on its right
side two bowls with hammered motifs of “the Sun and waterfowl”
and beaded decoration (Tab. 3-4), next to them three iron horse
bridle bits (Tab. 13), several circles from a chain (Tab. 21:74), “iron-
work from two schafts”, in which Cervinka did not recognize the
ornamental heads of the spits (Tab. 6, 7:18; CERVINKA 1948, 17)
and three iron “bars” - long parts of spits (Tab. 7:1-17,19), among
which the remains of long (perhaps animal) bones were found. In
the SE corner of the grave, three heaps of ceramic fragments were
found from vessels of various sizes (Tab. 28-30, 33-34), painted
elbow-shaped drinking horns (Tab. 27) and a bronze ladle with
a lever-like handle (Tab. 5).

H3 - again had a mound embankment and was examined in
1934 by M. Chlebordd (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 10), but
other than several sherds, spirals from clasps, two bronze buttons
and iron (?) toggles in which nothing was found. The grave must
have been robbed already earlier (CERVINKA 1948, 17).

H4 - a cremated chamber grave uncovered in May 1959 by
J. Meduna, R. Tichy and J. Nekvasil (NEKVASIL 1959; 1960; STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 11). The grave was heavily damaged by
the intervention of a mechanical digger, only 12-15 cm of the high
layer of the infill above the bottom was preserved. The grave pit
has a rectangular layouy with slightly rounded edges, the size was
1.75 x 1.45 m and a N-S orientation (Fig. 8). Backfill comprised
black earth mixed with gravel, small coals, remnants of burnt clay,
and small bones (perhaps relics of a ustrina /place of burning/).
The cremation burial was deposited in an open dustbin (Fig. 8:8) in
the NW corner of the grave chamber. The western part of the grave
was occupied with disintegrated vessels, from the south amphora
(Fig. 8:1), amphora-like jug (Fig. 8:2), a bowl (Fig. 8:3), a vessel of
an unknown shape (Fig. 8:4), a cup (Fig. 8:5), a bowl (Fig. 8:6) and
a bowl (Fig. 87). In the NE part of the grave, there were four
smashed bowls (Fig. 8:9-12), the SE part of the grave was then left
entirely empty. A heavily corroded iron knife lay next to vessel No. 4.

a perlickovitou vyzdobou (tab. 3-4), vedle nich tfi zelezna
konska udidla (tab. 13), nékolik krouzkt z fetézu (tab.
21:74), ,.kovdni ze dvou voji, ve kterych Cervinka neroz-
poznal ozdobné hlavice roznt (tab. 6, 7:18; CERVINKA
1948, 17) a tti zelezné ,tyce“ — dlouhé ¢asti rozna (tab.
7:1-17,19), mezi nimiz byly nalezeny pozistatky dlou-
hych (asi zvifecich) kosti. V JV rohu hrobu se nachazely
tti hromadky keramickych fragmentt z nadob rdznych
velikosti (tab. 28-30, 33-34), malovany kolinkovity pici
roh (tab. 27) a bronzova nabéracka s pakovitou rukojeti
(tab. 5).

H3 - mél opét mohylovy nésyp a byl prozkouman v roce
1934 M. Chleborddem (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 10),
ale kromé nékolika stfepd, spiraly ze spony, dvou bron-
zovych knoflikdi a Zeleznych (?) roubiki v ném nebylo
nalezeno nic. Hrob musel byt jiz dfive vykraden (CER-
VINKA 1948, 17).

H4 - zarovy komorovy hrob odkryli v kvétnu roku
1959 J. Meduna, R. Tichy a J. Nekvasil (NEKVASIL 1959;
1960; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 11). Hrob byl silné
ponicen zdsahem bagru, zachovala se pouze 12-15 cm
vysoka vrstva vyplné nade dnem. Hrobova jama méla
obdélny ptudorys s mirné zaoblenymi hranami, velikost
1,75 x 1,45 m a S-J orientaci (obr. 8). Zasyp tvofila Cer-
nozem promisend se $térkem, drobnymi uhliky, zbytky
prepélené hliny a drobnymi kastkami (asi relikty ustrina).
Zérovy pohieb byl ulozen v oteviené popelnici (obr. 8:8)
v SZ rohu hrobové komory. Zapadni ¢ast hrobu zabiraly
rozpadlé nddoby, od ] amfora (obr. 8:1), amforovita zasob-
nice (obr. 8:2), misa (obr. 8:3), nddoba neznamého tvaru
(obr. 8:4), $alek (obr. 8:5), misa (obr. 8:6) a misa (obr. 8:7).
V SV ¢asti hrobu se nachazely ¢tyfi ponicené misy (obr.
8:9-12), JV cast hrobu pak byla zcela prazdna. U nddoby
¢. 4 lezel silné zkorodovany Zelezny ntiZ.

17



Catalogue of the mobile inventory HI1-H4

3.

CATALOGUE OF THE

MOBILE INVENTORY H1-H4

10.

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

17.

18.
19.
20
21.
22.
23.

24,

25.

18

. Iron sword (Mindelheim type according to TRACHSEL

2004), preserved wooden sheath, on the handle

7 bronze rivets, 1. 83 cm, inv. No. 543 (Tab. 8).

Iron spear with bushings, destroyed by corrosion, protrud-
ing gutter on the blade, 1. 47 cm, inv. No. 544 (Tab. 11:1).
Iron knives (larger fragments of 3 knives), 1. 5.5-8 cm,
inv. No. 347 (Tab. 9:3-5).

Iron toggle (type KNE 05b according to TRACHSEL
2004), 2 buttons on the end, 1. 8.6 cm, inv. No. 552
(Tab. 11:2).

Iron bridle bit (type D according to PARE 1991),
twisted central part, elongated clamps, L. 30 cm,

inv. No. 549 (Tab. 12:1).

Iron bridle bit (type D according to PARE 1991),
twisted central part, elongated clamps, 1. 35 cm,

inv. No. 550 (Tab. 12:2).

Iron bridle bit (type D according to PARE 1991),
twisted central part, elongated clamps, 1. 27 cm,

inv. No. 551 (Tab. 12:3).

Bronze hammered bowl with beadlike depleted edge, res-
toration 5 small rivets, @ 48 cm, inv. No. 64703 (Tab. 1).
Bronze hammered bowl with beadlike depleted edge
(fragments), @ ca 30 cm, inv. No. 64908 (Tab. 2).
Bronze slider buckle (9 pcs), semi-circular head,

0 1.1-1.4 cm, inv. No. 585, 587-589, 605-609

(Tab. 18:4a-12b).

Bronze slider buckle, buttonlike with cuplike ending,
h. 2.9 cm, ¢ 2.5 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 14:1).

Bronze slider buckle (11 pcs), with circles, h. 1.8-2 cm,
9 1-1.2 cm, inv. No. 590-600 (Tab. 14:2-12).

Bronze slider buckle (15 fragments), with circles,

h. 0.5-1.5 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 14:13-27).

Bronze decorative stud (15 pcs), @ 1-1.5 cm, inv. No.
609-612, 629, 631, remnant — (Tab. 19:1-15).

Bronze ball with a bore, with the rest of the material
from organic matter, ¢ 4 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 23:1).
Bronze pin with an amber head, with the relict of

a bronze pin inside, ¢ 1.8 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 22:19).
Bronze pin with an amber head, with a 2-cm-long
twisted relict of a bronze pin inside, ¢ 2 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 22:20).

Bronze earring/hairring, from a thin wire with small
grooves, ¢ 1.2 cm, inv. No. 559 (Tab. 22:24).

Gold earring/hairring, from a thin wire, ¢ 0.6 cm,

inv. No. 558 (Tab. 22:25).

. Bronze bracelet, lost.

Amber circle, massive, @ 2.4 cm, inv. No. 560 (Tab. 22:18).
Ceramic amphora/urn (9 fragments from one vessel),
rastered, h. ca 20 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 31:1).

Ceramic amphora/urn (2 fragments from one vessel),
channeled, h. ca 20 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 31:2).

Ceramic amphora-shaped jug, graphitized, tutuli-like
filling and spiked protrusions with semi-circular
grooving on the bulging, plastic protrusions on the
lower part, h. 57.4 cm, inv. No. 543 (Tab. 32:1).
Ceramic amphora-shaped jug (35 fragments from one
vessel), graphitized, tutuli-like filling on the bulging, h.
ca 60 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 32:2).

3.

KATALOG MOBILNIHO

INVENTARE H1-H4

—

10.

11.

12.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.
21.

22.

24.

Zelezny me¢ (typ Mindelheim dle TRACHSEL 2004),
zachovala dfevéna pochva, na rukojeti 7 bronzovych
nytd, d. 83 cm, inv. ¢. 543 (tab. 8).

Zelezné kopi s tuleji, ponicené korozi, vysedly zlab na
listu, d. 47 cm, inv. ¢. 544 (tab. 11:1).

Zelezné noZe (vét$i fragmenty 3 noztt), d. 5,5-8 cm, inv.
¢. 347 (tab. 9:3-5).

Zelezny roubik (typ KNE 05b dle TRACHSEL 2004),
2 knofliky na konci, d. 8,6 cm, inv. ¢. 552 (tab. 11:2).
Zelezné udidlo (typ D dle PARE 1991), tordované stfe-
dové ¢asti, omegovité svorky, d. 30 cm, inv. ¢. 549

(tab. 12:1).

Zelezné udidlo (typ D dle PARE 1991), tordované stte-
dové ¢asti, omegovité svorky, d. 35 cm, inv. ¢. 550

(tab. 12:2).

Zelezné udidlo (typ D dle PARE 1991), tordované stie-
dové casti, omegovité svorky, d. 27 cm, inv. ¢. 551

(tab. 12:3).

Bronzovd vytepdvand misa s perlickovité vybijenym okra-
jem, reparace 5 nytkd, 48 cm, inv. ¢. 64703 (tab. 1).
Bronzovd vytepdvand misa s perlickovité vybijenym
okrajem (fragmenty), @ cca 30 cm, inv. ¢. 64908

(tab. 2).

Bronzovd priwvlecka (9 ks), polokulovita hlavice, o 1,1-
1,4 cm, inv. ¢. 585, 587-589, 605-609 (tab. 18:4a-12b).
Bronzova priiviecka, knoflikovita s poharkovitym
ukoncenim, v. 2,9 cm, ¢ 2,5 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 14:1).
Bronzovd priwlecka (11 ks), s krouzky, v. 1,8-2 cm,

0 1-1,2 cm, inv. ¢. 590-600 (tab. 14:2-12).

. Bronzova priivlecka (15 fragmentit), s krouzky,

v. 0,5-1,5 cm, inv. &. — (tab. 14:13-27).

. Bronzovd puklicka (15 ks), @ 1-1,5 cm, inv. ¢. 609-612,

629, 631, zbytek — (tab. 19:1-15).

. Bronzovd koule s provrtem, se zbytkem materidlu

z organické hmoty, ¢ 4 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 23:1).
Bronzovd jehlice s jantarovou hlavici, s reliktem bron-
zové jehly uvnitf, o 1,8 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 22:19).
Bronzova jehlice s jantarovou hlavici, s 2 cm dlouhym
tordovanym reliktem bronzové jehly uvnitf, ¢ 2 cm,
inv. & - (tab. 22:20).

Bronzovd ndusnice/zdusnice, z tenkého dratku s drob-
nymi ryhami, ¢ 1,2 cm, inv. ¢. 559 (tab. 22:24).

Zlatd ndusnice/zdusnice, z tenkého dratku, ¢ 0,6 cm,
inv. &. 558 (tab. 22:25).

Bronzovy ndramek, ztracen.

Jantarovy krouzek, masivni, ¢ 2,4 cm, inv. ¢. 560

(tab. 22:18).

Keramickd amfora/osudi (9 fragmentti z jedné nadoby),
rastrovani, v. cca 20 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 31:1).

. Keramicka amfora/osudi (2 fragmenty z jedné nadoby),

kanelovani, v. cca 20 cm, inv. ¢&. — (tab. 31:2).
Keramickd amforovitd zdsobnice, potuhovana, tutu-
lovité vypnuliny a trnové vy¢nélky s palkulatym
zlabkovanim na vyduti, plastické vy¢nélky na spodni
¢asti, v. 57,4 cm, inv. ¢ 543 (tab. 32:1).

. Keramickd amforovitd zdsobnice (35 fragmentt z jedné

nadoby), potuhovana, tutulovité vypnuliny na vyduti,
v. cca 60 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 32:2).



Katalog mobilniho inventdte H1-H4

11.

12.

13.

14.
15

16.

17.
18

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.
27.

28.

29.

30
31.

32.

33.

Iron spear with bushings, broader blade, protruding cen-
tral rib, tip crumbling, 1. 47 cm, inv. No. 545 (Tab. 10:1).
Iron spear with bushings, slightly protruding central
rib, 1. 42 cm, inv. No. 546 (Tab. 10:2).

Iron knife, with a tang, 1. 13 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 9:1).
Iron knife, with a tang, 1. 10 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 9:2).
Iron bridle bit (type D according to PARE 1991),
twisted central part, elongated clamps, one circle miss-
ing, 1. 26 cm, inv. No. 553 (Tab. 13:1).

Iron bridle bit (type D according to PARE 1991),
twisted central part, elongated clamps, lost, 1. ca 27 cm,
inv. No. 555 (Tab. 13:2).

Iron bridle bit (type D according to PARE 1991),
twisted central part, sealing clamp, lost, 1. ca 30 cm,
inv. No. 554 (Tab. 13:3-4).

Iron circle from a bridle bit (6 pcs), one with parts of
the rod, min. from 3 whole bridle bits, @ 3-5 cm,

inv. No. 548, 561 (Tab. 13:5-7).

Iron nail (27 pcs), 1. 1-2 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 21:1-27).

. Iron circles (5 pcs), @ 1-2.5 c¢m, inv. No. -

(Tab. 21:38-42).

Iron metal belt (9 fragments), 1. 2-5 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 21:29-37).

Iron chain, of 2 circles, @ 5 cm, 1. 9 cm, inv. No. 547
(Tab. 21:28).

Iron fragment, print of a textile, 1. 4 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 25:3).

Iron fragment, 1. 5 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 25:4).

. Iron spit, twisted with a circle, lost, 1. ca 16 cm,

inv. No. 556 (Tab. 6:2).

Iron spit, twisted with a circle, 1. 24 cm, inv. No. 557
(Tab. 6:1).

Iron spit (17 fragments), 1. 5-25 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 7).

. Iron fragment (6 pcs), 1. 2-5 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 25:1-2,

5-6,11,89).

Bronze hammered bowl with beaded depleted edge,
repaired: 5 small rivets, o 35 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 3).
Bronze hammered bowl with beaded depleted edge

(70 fragments), o ca 45 cm, inv. No. 653 (Tab. 4).
Bronze ladle with levered handle, » 11 cm, 1. 20 cm,
inv. No. 653 (Tab. 5).

Bronze tutuli-like button (2 fragments), with cross-
-threading ring, 1. 1.8 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 21:43,45).
Bronze leading circle? (fragment), h. 2.8 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 16:13).

Bronze chain, from 3 circles, ¢ 2.4 cm, 1. 5.5 cm,

inv. No. - (Tab. 21:74).

Bronze sheet (16 fragments), parts of bowls, 1. 1-4.5 cm,
inv. No. - (Tab. 21:46-61).

Bronze circle (2 pcs), @ 2 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 21:72-73).

Bronze circle (9 fragments), . 1.2-4 c¢m, inv. No. -
(Tab. 21:62-71).

Bronze slider buckle with semi-circular head (5 frag-
ments), l. 1-2.2 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 24:26-30).
Bronze slider buckle, on a leather strap,1. 1.8 cm, inv.
No. - (Tab. 18:13).

. Bronze stud, ¢ 1 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 24:31).

Bronze pin with an amber head, twisted neck, L. 8 cm,
inv. No. - (Tab. 22:3).

Glass fragment (3 pcs), 1. 0.3-2 cm, inv. No. - (Tab.
22:21-23).

Leather strap (23 pcs), with imprints of slider buckles,
I. 1.6-9 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 24:1-21,23-24).

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.
15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25

26.
27.

28.

29.

30.
31.

Zelezné kopi s tuleji, $ir$i list, vysedlé stiedové zebro,
$picka udrolena, d. 47 cm, inv. &. 545 (tab. 10:1).
Zelezné kopi s tuleji, jemné vysedlé sttedové zebro,

d. 42 cm, inv. &. 546 (tab. 10:2).

Zelezny niiZ, s trnem, d. 13 cm, inv. & - (tab. 9:1).
Zelezn)? niiz, s trnem, d. 10 cm, inv. &. - (tab. 9:2).
Zelezné udidlo (typ D dle PARE 1991), tordované stie-
dové ¢asti, omegovité svorky, chybi jeden kruh,

d. 26 cm, inv. ¢. 553 (tab. 13:1).

Zelezné udidlo (typ D dle PARE 1991), tordované stfe-
dové ¢asti, omegovité svorky, ztraceno, d. cca 27 cm,
inv. ¢. 555 (tab. 13:2).

Zelezné udidlo (typ D dle PARE 1991), tordované stie-
dové ¢asti, pecetitkové svorky, ztraceno, d. cca 30 cm,
inv. & 554 (tab. 13:3-4).

Zelezny krouzek z udidla (6 ks), jeden s &asti tyc¢inky,
min. ze 3 celych udidel, ¢ 3-5 cm, inv. ¢. 548, 561

(tab. 13:5-7).

Zelezny hiebik (27 ks), d. 1-2 cm, inv. & -

(tab. 21:1-27).

Zelezné krouzky (5 ks), 0 1-2,5 cm, inv. & -

(tab. 21:38-42).

Zelezny plechovy pds (9 fragmenttt), d. 2-5 cm, inv. & -
(tab. 21:29-37).

Zelezny fetéz, ze 2 krouzkd, ¢ 5 cm, d. 9 cm, inv. & 547
(tab. 21:28).

Zelezny fragment, otisk textilu, d. 4 cm, inv. & -

(tab. 25:3).

Zelezny fragment, d. 5 cm, inv. &. - (tab. 25:4).

Zelezn)? roZeti, tordovany s krouzkem, ztracen,

d. cca 16 cm, inv. ¢. 556 (tab. 6:2).

Zelezny rozeri, tordovany s krouzkem, d. 24 cm,

inv. & 557 (tab. 6:1).

Zelezny roZeri (17 fragmentd), d. 5-25 cm, inv. & -

(tab. 7).

Zelezny fragment (6 ks), d. 2-5 cm, inv. & - (tab.
25:1-2,5-6,11,89).

Bronzova vytepdavand misa s perlickovité vybijenym
okrajem, reparace 5 nytkd, ¢ 35 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 3).
Bronzovd vytepdavand misa s perlickovité vybijenym
okrajem (70 fragment), o cca 45 cm, inv. ¢. 653

(tab. 4).

Bronzovad nabéracka s pdkovitou rukojeti, @ 11 cm,

d. 20 cm, inv. ¢. 653 (tab. 5).

Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik (2 fragmenty), s kfizovi-
tym provlékacim krouzkem, d. 1,8 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab.
21:43,45).

Bronzovy vodici krouzek? (fragment), v. 2,8 cm, inv. &. -
(tab. 16:13).

Bronzovy fetizek, ze 3 krouzkd, ¢ 2,4 cm, d. 5,5 cm,
inv. ¢ - (tab. 21:74).

. Bronzovy plech (16 fragmentt), soucast misy,

d. 1-4,5 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 21:46-61).

Bronzovy krouzek (2 ks), @ 2 cm, inv. &. - (tab. 21:72-73).
Bronzovy krouzek (9 fragmentu), d. 1,2-4 cm, inv. ¢. -
(tab. 21:62-71).

Bronzovd priwvlecka s polokulovitou hlavici (5 frag-
ment), d. 1-2,2 cm, inv. & - (tab. 24:26-30).
Bronzovd priwvlecka, na kozeném feminku, d. 1,8 cm,
inv. ¢. - (tab. 18:13).

Bronzova puklicka, ¢ 1 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 24:31).
Bronzovad jehlice s jantarovou hlavici, tordovany krcek,
d. 8 cm, inv. & — (tab. 22:3).
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34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Wooden wrapped rivet, 1. 1.6 cm, inv. No. -

(Tab. 21:54).

Ceramic drinking horn, orange surface, painted with
graphite/black motifs (type Ib according to PODBOR-
SKY 1963) of hills, Sun and tree of life, h. 11 cm,

inv. No. 612 (Tab. 27).

Ceramic amphora-shaped jug, orange surface, gra-
phitized edge and handle, painted graphitized/black
belts (type Illa according to PODBORSKY 1963),

h. 41 c¢m, inv. No. 1721 (Tab. 34).

Ceramic amphora-shaped jug, grey, without decoration,
reconstructed, h. ca 60 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 33:1).
Ceramic amphora-shaped jug (25 fragments from one
vessel), graphitized, red inside, h. ca 60 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 33:2).

Mixed inventory list from H1 and H2

L.

2.

10

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

20

Iron fragment (87 pcs), relicts of wood, . 1-9 cm,

inv. No. - (Tab. 25:7-10,12-88,90-95).

Bronze ending of the wagon shaft/decorative metalwork
of the hub of the wheels with iron intarsia in the shape
of the Sun, ¢ 6.2 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 20:33).

Bronze tutuli-like button (13 pcs), with one threading
circle, ¢ 2.6-3.5 cm, inv. No. 601-607, remnant —
(Tab. 15:1-13).

Bronze tutuli-like button (2 pcs), closed, with a cross-
-threading ring, @ 3-4 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 16:2-3).
Bronze tutuli-like button with five thorns (5 pcs), open,
with a cross-threading ring, ¢ 3 cm, inv. No. -

(Tab. 16:5-9).

Bronze tutuli-like button (2 pcs), closed, with a cross-
-threading ring and a leather strap, ¢ 3 cm,

inv. No. — (Tab. 16:10-11).

Bronze circle (19 pcs), 1 pc with a leather strap,

© 2—4.6 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 20:2-20).

Bronze circle (12 pcs), @ 1.3-1.7 cm, inv. No. 563-570,
remnant — (Tab. 20:21-32).

Bronze circle (3 fragments), with leather, 1. 1-2.7 cm,
inv. No. — (Tab. 24:38-40).

. Bronze cruciform slider buckle, w. 2.8 cm, inv. No. -

(Tab. 17:1).

Bronze cruciform slider buckle (3 pcs), w. 3.5 cm,

inv. No. - (Tab. 17:3-5).

Bronze tube-like slider buckle with a small rivet (2 pcs),
lost, @ 1.1 cm, inv. No. 561-562 (Tab. 16:14-15).
Bronze slider buckle with a semi-circular head, perfora-
tion, @ 2.2 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 18:14).

Bronze slider buckle with a semi-circular head, leather
strap, @ 1 cm, 1. 2.2 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 18:13).

Brongze slider buckle with a semi-circular head,

@ 2.2 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 18:15).

Bronze slider buckle (6 fragments), 1. 1-2 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 24:32-37).

Bronze tube-like tubularly tapered slider buckle,

1. 2.3 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 16:12).

Bronze pin with multiple heads, lost, 1. 2 cm, inv. No. -
(Tab. 22:1).

Bronze pin with multiple spherical heads, lost, incor-
rectly categorized to Habruvka - “By¢i skala’, L. 15 cm,
inv. No. - (Tab. 22:2).

Bronze head of a pin, perhaps with multiple heads,

. 1 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 22:4).

Bronze part of a pin (13 fragments), 1. 1-9 cm,

inv. No. — (Tab. 22:5-17).

32.

33.

34.
35.

36.

37.

38.

Sklenény fragment (3 ks), d. 0,3-2 cm, inv. ¢. -

(tab. 22:21-23).

Kozeny feminek (23 ks), s otisky pruvlecek,

d. 1,6-9 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 24:1-21,23-24).

Drevem obaleny nytek, d. 1,6 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 21:54).
Keramicky pici roh, oranzovy povrch, malovany tuho-
vanymi/&ernymi motivy (typ Ib dle PODBORSKY
1963) pahork, slunce a stromu zivota, v. 11 cm,

inv. ¢. 612 (tab. 27).

Keramickd amforovitd zdsobnice, oranZovy povrch,
potuhovany okraj a hrdlo, malovana tuhovanymi/&er-
nymi pasy (typ Illa dle PODBORSKY 1963), v. 41 cm,
inv. ¢. 1721 (tab. 34).

Keramickd amforovitd zdsobnice, Seda, bez vyzdoby,
rekonstruovana, v. cca 60 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 33:1).
Keramickd amforovitd zdsobnice (25 fragmentti z jedné
nadoby), potuhovana, uvnitf ¢ervend, v. cca 60 cm,
inv. & - (tab. 33:2).

Smichany inventar z H1 a H2

1.

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

Zelezny fragment (87 ks), relikty dfeva, d. 1-9 cm,

inv. ¢. - (tab. 25:7-10,12-88,90-95).

Bronzové zakoncent oje/ozdobné kovini naboje kol se
Zeleznou intarzii ve tvaru slunce, 6,2 cm, inv. ¢. -

(tab. 20:33).

Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik (13 ks), s jednim provléka-
cim krouzkem, @ 2,6-3,5 cm, inv. ¢. 601-607, zbytek —
(tab. 15:1-13).

Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik (2 ks), zavteny, s kfizovitym
provlékacim krouzkem, ¢ 3-4 cm, inv. ¢. -

(tab. 16:2-3).

Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik s péti trny (5 ks), otevieny,
s kfizovitym provlékacim krouzkem, ¢ 3 cm, inv. ¢. -
(tab. 16:5-9).

Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik (2 ks), zavieny, s k¥izovi-
tym provlékacim krouzkem a kozenym feminkem,

¢ 3 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 16:10-11).

Bronzovy krouzek (19 ks), 1 ks s kozenym feminkem,
@ 2-4,6 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 20:2-20).

Bronzovy krouzek (12 ks), @ 1,3-1,7 cm, inv. ¢. 563-570,
zbytek - (tab. 20:21-32).

Bronzovy krouzek (3 fragmenty), s ktzi, d. 1-2,7 cm,
inv. &. - (tab. 24:38-40).

Bronzova kiiZovd priwvlecka, §. 2,8 cm, inv. &. -

(tab. 17:1).

Bronzova ktiZovd priwlecka (3 ks), $. 3,5 cm, inv. €. -
(tab. 17:3-5).

Bronzovd rourkovitd priiviecka s nytkem (2 ks), ztra-
ceno, ¢ 1,1 cm, inv. ¢. 561-562 (tab. 16:14-15).
Bronzova priwlecka s polokulovitou hlavici, perforace,
@ 2,2 cm, inv. &. — (tab. 18:14).

Bronzova priwlecka s polokulovitou hlavici, kozeny
feminek, ¢ 1 cm, d. 2,2 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 18:13).
Bronzovd priwlecka s polokulovitou hlavici, ¢ 2,2 cm,
inv. & - (tab. 18:15).

Bronzova priwlecka (6 fragmenti), d. 1-2 cm, inv. €. -
(tab. 24:32-37).

Bronzova rourkovitd trubkovité se zuzujici priwvlecka,
d. 2,3 cm, inv. &. - (tab. 16:12).

Bronzovd jehlice s vicendsobnou hlavici, ztraceno,

d. 2 cm, inv. & - (tab. 22:1).

Bronzovd jehlice s vicendsobnou kulovitou hlavici, ztra-
ceno, nespravné fazena do Habrtvka - ,,Byc¢i skala®
d. 15 cm, inv. &. — (tab. 22:2).
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22.
23.
24.
25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

H3
1.

Bronze balls with a boring (6 pcs), # 1.5-2 cm,

inv. No. 572-574, remnant — (Tab. 23:2-7).

Stone whetstone, 1. 12 cm, w. 2 cm, inv. No. -

(Tab. 26:1).

Hornlike chip, w. 3 cm, inv. No. 609 (Tab. 26:2).
Wooden fragment (15 pcs), relicts of leather and prints
of cloth, I. 2-7 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 24:41-49,51-53,
55-57).

Wooden small rivet, relict of bronze, 1. 2.6 cm,

inv. No. — (Tab. 24:54).

Leather fragment, with braided strap, w. 5 cm,

inv. No. — (Tab. 24:50).

Leather circle, coloured from bronze, ¢ 1.8 cm,

inv. No. 608 (Tab. 24:22).

Bone, animal (?), . 3 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 24:58).
Ceramic bowl (3 fragments from one bowl), with

a curved edge, graphitized inside and outside, inside
the glossed tips and engraved hatches in the inter-
spaces, ¢ 13 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 28:1).

Ceramic bowl (7 fragments from one bowl), with

a curved edge, graphitized inside and outside, inside
the glossed tips and engraved hatches in the inter-
spaces, ¢ 14 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 28:2).

Ceramic bowl (1 fragment), with a curved edge,
graphitized inside and outside, scorched inside, deco-
ration unpreserved, @ 18 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 29:3).
Ceramic bowl (8 fragments from one vessel), with

a curved edge, graphitized inside and outside, inside
the glossed tips and engraved with double lattices in
the interspaces, ¢ 12 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 29:1).
Ceramic bowl (2 fragments from one vessel), with

a curved edge, graphitized inside and outside, inside
the glossed tips and engraved with double lattices in
the interspaces, @ 16 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 29:2).
Ceramic bowl (1 fragment), with a folded edge, graph-
itized inside and outside, engraving on the edges,

¢ 15 cm, inv. No. - (Tab. 29:4).

Ceramic bowl (5 fragments), with a curved edge, graph-
itized inside and outside, inside the glossed tips and
engraved with lattices in the interspaces, ¢ 17 cm,
inv. No. — (Tab. 30:1).

Ceramic bowl (1 fragment), with closed edge, exter-
nally graphitized on the edges, inside without
decoration, @ 14 cm, inv. No. — (Tab. 30:2).

Bronze toggle (type KNE 05b according to TRACH-
SEL 2004), 2 buttons on the end, decoration in the
shape X, rectangular central opening, 1. 6 cm, assigned
No. 6238/38 (Tab. 26:4; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 4:7).

Bronze circle, profiled, o 1.7 cm, assigned No. 6238/38
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:6).

Ceramic bowl, with roof-like folded edge, ¢ 15.6 cm,
assigned No. 6238/38 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 4:8).

Ceramic fragment (2 pcs from two vessels), edge

of amphora/amphora-shaped jug, assigned No.
6222/38, 6226/38 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,

Taf. 4:4-5).

20. Bronzovd hlavice jehlice, asi s vicenasobnou hlavici,
d. 1 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 22:4).

21. Bronzovd Cdst jehlice (13 fragmenti), d. 1-9 cm,
inv. . - (tab. 22:5-17).

22. Bronzovd koule s provrtem (6 ks), o 1,5-2 cm,
inv. &. 572-574, zbytek - (tab. 23:2-7).

23. Kamenny brousek, d. 12 cm, §. 2 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 26:1).

24. Rohovcovy uistép, §. 3 cm, inv. ¢. 609 (tab. 26:2).

25. Drevény fragment (15 ks), relikty kiize a otisky tkaniny,
d. 2-7 cm, inv. ¢ - (tab. 24:41-49,51-53,55-57).

26. Dfevény nytek, relikt bronzu, d. 2,6 cm, inv. ¢. -

(tab. 24:54).

27. KoZeny fragment, s pletenym feminkem, §. 5 cm,
inv. ¢. - (tab. 24:50).

28. Kozeny krouzek, zabarveni od bronzu, ¢ 1,8 cm,
inv. ¢. 608 (tab. 24:22).

29. Kost, zviteci (?), d. 3 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 24:58).

30. Keramickd misa (3 fragmenty z jedné misy), s pro-
hnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitf
vlestované cipy a ryté Srafovani v meziprostorech,

@ 13 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 28:1).

31. Keramickd misa (7 fragmentt z jedné misy), s pro-
hnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitf
vlestované cipy a ryté Srafovani v meziprostorech,
¢ 14 cm, inv. &. - (tab. 28:2).

32. Keramickd misa (1 fragment), s prohnutym okrajem,
vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitt settelé, vyzdoba neza-
chovana, ¢ 18 cm, inv. &. — (tab. 29:3).

33. Keramickd misa (8 fragmentti z jedné nadoby),

s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitt
vlestované cipy a ryté dvojité miizkovani v mezipro-
storech, ¢ 12 cm, inv. ¢. — (tab. 29:1).

34. Keramickd misa (2 fragmenty z jedné nadoby),

s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitt potuhovani, uvnitt
vlestované cipy a ryté dvojité mtizkovani v mezipro-
storech, @ 16 cm, inv. ¢. - (tab. 29:2).

35. Keramickd misa (1 fragment), s pfehnutym okrajem,
vné i uvniti potuhovani, na okraji ryti, ¢ 15 cm,
inv. ¢. - (tab. 29:4).

36. Keramickd misa (5 fragmentt1), s prohnutym okrajem,
vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitt vlestované cipy a ryté
mi{zkovani v meziprostorech, ¢ 17 cm, inv. ¢. -

(tab. 30:1).

37. Keramickd misa (1 fragment), se zatazenym okrajem,
vné potuhovani na okraji, uvnitt bez vyzdoby, ¢ 14 cm,
inv. ¢. - (tab. 30:2).

H3

1. Bronzovy roubik (typ KNE 05b dle TRACHSEL 2004),
2 knofliky na konci, vyzdoba ve tvaru X, obdélnikovy
sttedovy otvor, d. 6 cm, prir. ¢. 6238/38 (tab. 26:4;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:7).

2. Bronzovy krouzek, profilovany, ¢ 1,7 cm, prir. €.
6238/38 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:6).

3. Keramickd misa, se stiechovité pfehnutym okrajem,
© 15,6 cm, prir. ¢. 6238/38 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 4:8).

4. Keramicky fragment (2 ks ze dvou nadob), okraj
amfory/amforovité zasobnice, prir. ¢. 6222/38, 6226/38
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:4-5).
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H4

10.

11.

12.

13.

22

Iron knife, 1. 12.2 cm, inv. No. 273/1-13/59 (Fig. 8;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:5).

Ceramic amphora-shaped jug (fragments), graphitized,
without decoration, h. 38 cm, inv. No. 273/1-1/59
(Fig. 8:1; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 6:1).
Ceramic amphora-shaped jug (fragments), glazed
inside and out, decorated with a groove on the bulge,
graphitizing on the edges along the bulge, h. 32.8 cm,
inv. No. 273/1-2/59 (Fig. 8:2; STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 6:2).

Ceramic bowl (fragments), brown, traces of graphitiz-
ing, inv. No. 273/1-3/59 (Fig. 8:3).

Ceramic vessel (fragments), grey-brown, traces of gra-
phitizing, h. ca 20 cm, inv. No. 273/1-4/59 (Fig. 8:4).
Ceramic amphora/urn (fragments), grey with a fine layer
of red clay, traces of glossed decoration, h. ca 20 cm, inv.
No. 273/1-5/59 (Fig. 8:5; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 7:1).

Ceramic bowl with bent edge (fragments), brown,
glazed, ¢ 14.5 cm, inv. No. 273/1-6/59 (Fig. 8:6;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:2).

Ceramic vessel (fragments), light red, inv. No. 273/1-7/59
(Fig. 8:7).

Ceramic vessel (fragments), used as a urn, inside black,
outside grey, glazed, decorated with three skewed

lines and stamp, inv. No. 273/1-8/59 (Fig. 8:8; STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:7).

Ceramic bowl (fragments), entirely destroyed,

inv. No. 273/1-9/59 (Fig. 8:9).

Ceramic bowl with bent edge (fragments), brown,
glazed, h. ca 7 cm, inv. No. 273/1-10/59 (Fig. 8:10;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:3).

Ceramic bowl with bent edge (fragments), brown,
glazed, h. ca 6 cm, inv. No. 273/1-11/59 (Fig. 8:11;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:4).

Ceramic bowl (fragments), entirely destroyed,

inv. No. 273/1-12/59 (Fig. 8:12).

H4

10.

11.

12.

13.

Zelezny niiz, d. 12,2 cm, inv. & 273/1-13/59 (obr. 8;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:5).

Keramickda amforovitd zdsobnice (fragmenty), potuho-
vana, bez vyzdoby, v. 38 cm, inv. ¢. 273/1-1/59 (obr.
8:1; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 6:1).
Keramickd amforovitd zdsobnice (fragmenty), hlazena
vné i uvnitf, zdobena zlabkem na vyduti, tuhovani od
okraje po vydut, v. 32,8 cm, inv. ¢. 273/1-2/59 (obr. 8:2;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 6:2).

Keramickd misa (fragmenty), hnéda, stopy tuhovani,
inv. ¢. 273/1-3/59 (obr. 8:3).

Keramickd nddoba (fragmenty), Sedohnéda, stopy
tuhovani, v. cca 20 cm, inv. ¢. 273/1-4/59 (obr. 8:4).
Keramickd amfora/osudi (fragmenty), $eda s jemnou
vrstvou ¢ervené hliny, stopy vle$tované vyzdoby, v. cca
20 cm, inv. &. 273/1-5/59 (obr. 8:5; STEGMANN-RA]J-
TAR 1992a, Taf. 7:1).

Keramickd misa s prohnutym okrajem (fragmenty),
hnéd4, hlazend, ¢ 14,5 cm, inv. &. 273/1-6/59 (obr. 8:6;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:2).

Keramickd nddoba (fragmenty), svétle ervena,

inv. & 273/1-7/59 (obr. 8:7).

Keramickd nddoba (fragmenty), pouzitd jako popel-
nice, uvnitt ¢erna, vné Seda, hlazend, zdobena trojici
$ikmych ryh a kolkem, inv. ¢. 273/1-8/59 (obr. 8:8;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:7).

Keramickd misa (fragmenty), zcela zni¢ena,

inv. &. 273/1-9/59 (obr. 8:9).

Keramickd misa s prohnutym okrajem (fragmenty),
hnéda, hlazena, v. cca 7 cm, inv. & 273/1-10/59

(obr. 8:10; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:3).
Keramickd misa s prohnutym okrajem (fragmenty),
hnéd4, hlazend, v. cca 6 cm, inv. ¢. 273/1-11/59

(obr. 8:11; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:4).
Keramickd misa (fragmenty), zcela znicend,

inv. ¢. 273/1-12/59 (obr. 8:12)
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Holédsky 1959 - horékovsky hrob.

Fig. 8. Original documentation of the cremation grave H4 from 1959 by J. Nekvasil (NEKVASIL 1959).
Obr. 8. Piivodni dokumentace Zarového hrobu H4 z roku 1959 od J. Nekvasila (NEKVASIL 1959).
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0 1 15cm

2 3

Tab. 1: Bronze plate-like bowl No. 1, H1. 1 - view from above, 2 - bottom side, the arrow shows the placement of the repairs, 3 - detail of the repair,
4 - detail of the decoration of the edge (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 1: Bronzova talifovita misa ¢. 1, H1. 1 - pohled seshora, 2 - spodni strana, $ipka ukazuje umisténi reparace, 3 - detail reparace, 4 - detail
vyzdoby okraje (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 2: Bronze plate-like bowl No. 2, H1. 1 - preserved fragments, 2 - edges of the bowl, 3 - approximate reconstruction of the original bowl
(NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 7:32) (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 2: Bronzova talifovitd misa ¢. 2, H1. 1 - dochované fragmenty, 2 - okraje misy, 3 - pfibliZzna rekonstrukce pivodni misy (NEKVASIL - POD-
BORSKY 1991, Taf. 7:32) (foto a graficka iiprava Z. Mirova).

25



Catalogue of the mobile inventory HI1-H4

0 1 10cm
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Tab. 3: Bronze plate-like bowl No. 1, H2. 1 - view from above, 2 - bottom side, 3-4 - detail of the decoration of the edge (photo and graphic
modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 3: Bronzova talifovita misa ¢. 1, H2. 1 - pohled seshora, 2 - spodni strana, 3-4 - detail vyzdoby okraje (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 4: Bronze plate-like bowl No. 2, H2. 1 - current state, 2 — approximate reconstruction of the original bowl (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991,
Taf. 7:32), 3a-c - drawing documentation of the details of the edge (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:10-12) (photo and graphic modification
Z. Mirova).

Tab. 4: Bronzova talifovita misa &. 2, H2. 1 - soucasny stav, 2 - ptiblizna rekonstrukce piivodni misy (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 7:32),
3a—c - kresebna dokumentace detailii okraje (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:10-12) (foto a graficka dprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 5: Bronze ladle with levered handle, H2. 1-2 - period drawing documentation (1 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 3:2; 2 - NEKVASIL - POD-
BORSKY 1991, Taf. 8:35), 3 - reconstruction of the ladle in an exposition of MM Brno, 4a-b — current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 5: Bronzova nabéracka s pakovitou rukojeti, H2. 1-2 - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 3:2; 2 - NEKVASIL -
PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 8:35), 3 - rekonstrukce nabéracky v expozici MZM Brno, 4a-b - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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0 5cm

Tab. 6: Iron spits, H2. la-c, 2-3 - period drawing documentation (with 1a and 1c mistakenly undrawn twisting; 1a, 2 - CERVINKA 1925a;
1b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 10:4; 1¢, 3 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:1-2), 1d - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

'I:ab. 6: Zelezné roiné, H2. la—c, 2-3 - dobova kresebna dokumentace (u la a 1¢ chybné nezakresleno tordovani; 1a, 2 - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b -
CERVINKA 1948, obr. 10:4; 1¢c, 3 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:1-2), 1d - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 7: Iron spits, H2. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).
Tab. 7: Zelezné rozné, H2. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka tiprava Z. Mirova).

30



Katalog mobilniho inventdte H1-H4

1a \---f‘ 1b

0 1a-d 5cm

0 2a-b 5cm

Tab. 8: Iron sword, H1. la-c, 2a - period drawing documentation (1a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:1; 1b - NEKVASIL 1993, tab. 230:24; 1c, 2a -
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 1:1,1a), 1d, 2b - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 8: Zelezny me¢, H1. la—c, 2a — dobova kresebna dokumentace (1a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:1; 1b - NEKVASIL 1993, tab. 230:24; 1c, 2a -
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 1:1,1a), 1d, 2b - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 9: Iron knives, H1 (3-5) and H2 (1-2). 1a, 2a - period drawing documentation (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:7-8), 1b, 2b, 3-5 - current
state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 9: Zelezné noze, H1 (3-5) a H2 (1-2). 1a, 2a - dobova kresebna dokumentace (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:7-8), 1b, 2b, 3-5 - soucasny
stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).

32



Katalog mobilniho inventdte H1-H4

L e e =& i

1a

10cm

1b

2b - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 10: Iron spears, H2. 1a-b, 2a - period drawing documentation (1a, 2a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 10:1-2; 1b - NEKVASIL 1993, Taf. 230:23), 1c,

Tab. 10: Zelezna kopi, H2. 1a-b, 2a - dobové kresebna dokumentace (1a, 2a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 10:1-2; 1b - NEKVASIL 1993, Taf. 230:23),

1c, 2b - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 11: Iron spear (1) and iron toggle (2), H1. 1a, 2a-e - period drawing documentation (1a, 2b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:2,6; 2a - CERVINKA
1925a; 2c-d - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132; 2e - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 1:2), 1b, 2f - current state (photo and graphic
modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 11: Zelezné kopi (1) a Zelezny roubik (2), H1. 1a, 2a—e - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1a, 2b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:2,6; 2a - CERVINKA
1925a; 2¢c-d - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132; 2e - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 1:2), 1b, 2f - souasny stav (foto a graficka
uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 12: Iron horse bridle bits, H1. 1a-c, 2a-b, 3a—c - period drawing documentation (1a, 2a, 3a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 2:5; 1c, 2b, 3b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:3-5; 3c - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 1d, 2c, 3d - current state (photo and
graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 12: Zelezn4 koniské udidla, H1. 1a—c, 2a-b, 3a—c - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1a, 2a, 3a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR

1992a, Taf. 2:5; 1c, 2b, 3b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:3-5; 3c - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 1d, 2c, 3d - soucasny stav (foto a graficka
uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 13: Iron horse bridle bits and their components, H2. 1a-b, 2a-b, 3a-4 - period drawing documentation (1a, 2a, 3a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b, 2b,
3b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 10:3,5,8; 4 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:3), 1¢, 5-7 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 13: Zelezna koniska udidla a jejich soudasti, H2. 1a-b, 2a-b, 3a-4 - dobové kresebna dokumentace (1a, 2a, 3a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b, 2b, 3b -
CERVINKA 1948, obr. 10:3,5,8; 4 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:3), 1c, 5-7 — soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 14: Components of the horse’s harness — button-like slider buckle with cup-like ending (1) and bronze breaststraps with circles (2-27),
IV{I. la-b, 2a-c - period drawing documentation (1a, 2b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:1,6; 2a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:13-14; 1b, 2c -
CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 1¢, 2d, 3-27 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 14: Bronzové soucdsti koiiského postroje - knoflikovita privlecka s pohdrkovitym ukoncenim (1) a bronzové privlecky s krouzky (2-27),
H1. 1a-b, 2a-c - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1a, 2b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:1,6; 2a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:13-14; 1b, 2c -
CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 1c, 2d, 3-27 - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).

37



Catalogue of the mobile inventory HI1-H4

5cm

13 9b

Tab. 15: Bronze components of the horse’s harness - tutuli-like buttons with one threading circle, H1 or H2. 1a-d - period drawing documentation
(1a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:16-17; 1c - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:3; 1d - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011,
obr. 132), 2-13 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 15: Bronzové soucisti kotiského postroje - tutulovité knofliky s jednim provlékacim krouzkem, H1 nebo H2. 1a-d - dobova kresebnd dokumen-
tace (1a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:16-17; 1c - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:3; 1d - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA
2011, obr. 132), 2-13 - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 16: Bronze components of the horse’s harness - tutuli-like buttons (1-11) and breaststraps (12, 14-15), H1 or H2; leading circle? (13), H2.
la-b, 4, 12a, 14-15 - period drawing documentation (1a-b, 12a - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132; 4 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 5:3; 14-15 - CERVINKA 1925a), 2a-3b, 5a-11b, 12b-13 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 16: Bronzové soucasti konského postroje - tutulovité knofliky (1-11) a pravlecky (12, 14-15), H1 nebo H2; vodici krouzek? (13), H2. 1a-b, 4,
12a, 14-15 - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1a-b, 12a - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132; 4 - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:3;
14-15 - CERVINKA 1925a), 2a-3b, 5a-11b, 12b-13 - soucasny stav (foto a graficka dprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 17: Bronze components of the horse’s harness - cross breaststraps, H1 or H2. 1a-d, 2a-b - period drawing documentation (1a-b - NEKVASIL
1993, tab. 230:7; 1c-d, 2a-b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:4-5), le—f, 3-5 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 17: Bronzové soucasti koiiského postroje - kiizové pravlecky, H1 nebo H2. 1a-d, 2a-b - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1a-b - NEKVASIL
1993, tab. 230:7; 1c-d, 2a-b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:4-5), le-f, 3-5 — soucasny stav (foto a graficka dprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 18: Bronze components of the horse’s harness - breaststraps with a semi-circular head, H1 (4a-12b) and H2 (13-15; No. 13 with a leather
strap). 1-3 - period drawing documentation H1 and H2 (1a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b, 2-3 - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:10-11; 1c-d - STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:4; 1e-h - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 4a-15 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).
Tab. 18: Bronzové soucasti konského postroje - privlecky s polokulovitou hlavici, H1 (4a-12b) a H2 (13-15; ¢. 13 s koZenym feminkem). 1-3 -
dobova kresebna dokumentace H1 a H2 (1a - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b, 2-3 - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:10-11; 1c-d - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 2:4; 1e-h - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 4a-15 - soucasny stav (foto a graficka dprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 19: Bronze component of a horse’s harness - studs, H1. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 19: Bronzové soucasti konského postroje - puklicky, H1. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 20: Bronze components of the horse’s harness, wagon or clothing - circles (1-32) and metalwork of the hubs of the wheels/ends of the shaft
(33), H% or H2. 1a-e - period drawing documentation (la - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:20-21; 1b-c - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:2, 4:6;
1d-e - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 2-33 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 20: Bronzové soucisti koriského postroje, vozu, nebo odévu - krouzky (1-32) a kovani ndboje kol/ndkon¢i oje (33), H1 nebo H2. 1a-e - dobova
kresebna dokumentace (1a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:20-21; 1b-c - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 2:2, 4:6; 1d-e - CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA
2011, obr. 132), 2-33 - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 21: Iron and bronze components of the horse’s harness, yoke and wagon, H2. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 21: Zelezné a bronzové soucasti koniského postroje, jha a vozu, H2. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka iprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 22: Bronze pins with multiple heads (1-2, 4 from H1 or H2), bronze pins with an amber head (3 from H2, 19-20 from H1), fragments
of bronze pins (5-17 from H1 or H2), amber circle (18 from H1), glass (21-23 from H2), bronze earring/hairring (24 from H1), gold earring/
hairring (25 from H1). 1-3a, 18a-b, 19a-b, 20a, 24a, 25a - period drawing documentation (1, 3a, 19b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 56,9,
2:7;2 - PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 2:26; 18a, 19a, 20a, 24a, 25a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:16,18-19,7,9; 18b - CIZMAROVA -
HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 3b-17, 18c, 19¢, 20b-23, 24b, 25b - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 22: Bronzové jehlice s vicenasobnou hlavici (1-2, 4 z H1 nebo H2), bronzové jehlice s jantarovou hlavici (3 z H2, 19-20 z H1), zlomky
bronzovych jehlic (5-17 z H1 nebo H2), jantarovy krouzek (18 z H1), sklo (21-23 z H2), bronzovéa nausnice/zausnice (24 z H1), zlata nausnice/
zausnice (25 z H1). 1-3a, 18a-b, 19a-b, 20a, 24a, 25a - dobova kresebna dokumentace (1, 3a, 19b - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:6,9,
2:7;2 - PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 2:26; 18a, 19a, 20a, 24a, 25a - CERVINKA 1948, obr. 8:16,18-19,7,9; 18b - CIZMAROVA -
HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 132), 3b-17, 18c, 19¢c, 20b-23, 24b, 25b - soudasny stav (foto a graficka aprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 23: Bronze balls (with a detail of the matter of organic origin - 1b), H1 or H2. 1a, 2a - period drawing documentation (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 2:8-9), 1b, 2b-7 - current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 23: Bronzové koule (s detailem hmoty organického pivodu - 1b), H1 nebo H2. 1a, 2a - dobova kresebna dokumentace (STEGMANN-RAJ-
TAR 1992a, Taf. 2:8-9), 1b, 2b-7 - soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 24: Items from organic and inorganic material - leather (1-24), bronze breaststrap with leather (25), bronze fragments of breaststraps
(26-37), bronze fragments of a circle with leather (38-40), fragments of iron with wood (41-44), fragments of wood with leather (45-53, 55-57),
iron/bronze rivet wrapped with wood (54), bone (58), H2 (1-21, 23-24, 26-31), H1 or H2 (22, 25, 32-58). Current state (photo and graphic modi-
fication Z. Mirova).

Tab. 24: Piedméty z organického a anorganického materialu - kiize (1-24), bronzova privleceka s kuzi (25), bronzové fragmenty privlecek
(26-37), bronzové fragmenty kruhu s kizi (38-40), fragmenty Zeleza se dfevem (41-44), fragmenty dfeva s kizi (45-53, 55-57), Zelezny/bronzovy
nytek obaleny dievem (54), kost (58), H2 (1-21, 23-24, 26-31), H1 nebo H2 (22, 25, 32-58). Soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 25: Iron items, with imprints of cloth, with relicts of woods - felloe (1-6, 7-15, 78-90) and nails (16-26, 28, 32-33, 41-42, 44-45, 48, 50-62,
69, 72) wheels of the wagon, undetermined fragments (27, 29-31, 34-40, 43, 46-47, 49, 63-68, 70-71, 73-77, 91-95), H2 (1-6, 11, 89), H1 or H2
(7-10, 12-88, 90-95). Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 25: Zelezné piedméty, s otisky tkanin, s relikty dfev - rafky (1-6, 7-15, 78-90) a hieby (16-26, 28, 32-33, 41-42, 44-45, 48, 50-62, 69, 72) kol
vozu, neurcitelné fragmenty (27, 29-31, 34-40, 43, 46-47, 49, 63-68, 70-71, 73-77, 91-95), H2 (1-6, 11, 89), H1 nebo H2 (7-10, 12-88, 90-95).
Soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 26: Stone industry - whetstone (1) and horn-like chip (2), H1 or H2. Items mistakenly connected with H1 and H2 - iron case of a spear
(3; Horakov - “Hlasnica”), bronze toggle (4; Brno-Holasky 3), bronze fin-like ending of the sheath of a sword (5; unknown site), iron bracelet
(6; unknown site), bronze bracelet (7; Beclav-Stara Bieclav), tin bracelet (8; Habrivka - “By¢i skdla”), breaststraps (9-10; Horakov - ,,Hlas-
nica“). 2a, 5 - drawing documentation (2a - CERVINKA 1925a; 5 - NEKVASIL 1993, tab. 230:25), 1, 2b-4, 6-10 - current state (photo and
graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 26: Kamenna industrie - brousek (1) a rohovcovy ustép (2), H1 nebo H2. Pfedméty mylné spojené s H1 a H2 - Zelezna tulej kopi (3; Hora-
kov - ,,Hlasnica“), bronzovy roubik (4; Brno-Holasky 3), bronzové ploutvovité nakonci pochvy mece (5; neznama lokalita), Zelezny naramek
(65 neznama lokalita), bronzovy naramek (7; Bfeclav-Stara Bfeclav), plechovy naramek (8; Habruvka - ,,By¢i skala“), privlecky (9-10; Horakov -
»Hlasnica“). 2a, 5 - kresebna dokumentace (2a - CERVINKA 1925a; 5 - NEKVASIL 1993, tab. 230:25), 1, 2b-4, 6-10 — soucasny stav (foto
a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 27: Ceramic elbow-shaped drinking horn, orange surface, painted decoration with graphitized/black motifs (hillocks, the Sun and tree of life),
H2. 1a-c,e - drawing documentation (1la,e - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b - NEKVASIL 1993, tab. 230:28; 1c - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 3:3),
1d1-d5 - current state (Z. Mirova).

Tab. 27: Keramicky kolinkovity pici roh, oranZovy povrch, malovana vyzdoba tuhovanymi/¢ernymi motivy (pahorky, slunce a strom Zivota), H2.
la-c,e - kresebna dokumentace (1a,e - CERVINKA 1925a; 1b - NEKVASIL 1993, tab. 230:28; 1c - STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 3:3), 1d1-d5 -
soucasny stav (Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 28: Ceramic bowls, H1 or H2. 1 - bowl with bent edge, graphitized inside and out, glossed tips inside and engraved hatching in the interspaces;
2 - bowl with bent edge, graphitized inside and out, glossed tips inside and engraved hatching in the interspaces. Current state (photo and graphic
modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 28: Keramické misy, H1 nebo H2. 1 - misa s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvniti potuhovani, uvnitf vle$tované cipy a ryté Srafovani v meziprosto-
rech; 2 - misa s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvniti vle§tované cipy a ryté $rafovani v meziprostorech. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka
uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 29: Ceramic bowls, H1 or H2. 1 - bowl with bent edge, graphitized inside and out, glossed tips inside and engraved double lattices in the
interspaces; 2 — bowl with bent edge, graphitized inside and out, glossed tips inside and engraved double lattices in the interspaces; 3 - bowl with
bent edge, graphitized inside and out (inside wiped off), decoration unpreserved; 4 - ceramic bowl with folded edge, graphitized inside and out,
engraved on the edges. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 29: Keramické misy, H1 nebo H2. 1 - misa s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvniti vlestované cipy a ryté dvojité miizkovani
v meziprostorech; 2 - misa s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitf vle§tované cipy a ryté dvojité mfizkovani v meziprostorech;
3 - misa s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvniti potuhovani (uvnitf setfelé), vyzdoba nezachovana; 4 - keramicka misa s pfehnutym okrajem, vné
i uvnitf potuhovani, na okraji ryti. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 30: Ceramic bowls, H1 or H2. 1 - ceramic bowl with bent edge, graphitized inside and out, inside glossed tips and engraved with hatching; 2 - cera-
mic bowl with closed edge, externally graphitized on the edge, inside without decoration. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 30: Keramické misy, H1 nebo H2. 1 - keramicka misa s prohnutym okrajem, vné i uvnitf potuhovani, uvnitf vlestované cipy a ryté Srafovani;
2 - keramicka misa se zataZzenym okrajem, vné potuhovani na okraji, uvnitf bez vyzdoby. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka aprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 31: Ceramic amphorae/urns, H1. 1 - amphora/urn, rastered on the bulge; 2 - amphora/urn, channelled vertically and continuously on the
bulge. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 31: Keramické amfory/osudi, H1. 1 - amfora/osudi, rastrovani na vyduti; 2 - amfora/osudi, svislé souvislé kanelovani na vyduti. Soucasny
stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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15cm

Tab. 32: Ceramic amphora-shaped jugs, H1. 1 - amphora-shaped jug, externally graphitized, tutuli-shaped spirals on the bulge, spiked protrusion
with semi-circular grooving on the bulge and plastic protrusions on the bottom; 2 - amphora-shaped jug, externally graphitized, tutuli-shaped
spirals on the bulge. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 32: Keramické amforovité zasobnice, H1. 1 - amforovita zasobnice, vné potuhovani, tutulovité vypnuliny na vyduti, trnové vy¢nélky s palkru-
hovym zlabkovanim na vyduti a plastickymi vy¢nélky na spodni ¢asti; 2 - amforovita zasobnice, vné potuhovani, tutulovité vypnuliny na vyduti.
Soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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0 15cm

Tab. 33: Ceramic amphora-shaped jugs, H2. 1 - amphora-shaped jug, without decoration; 2 - amphora-shaped jug, externally graphitized, inside
red paint. Current state (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Tab. 33: Keramické amforovité zisobnice, H2. 1 - amforovita zasobnice, bez vyzdoby; 2 - amforovita zisobnice, vné potuhovani, uvnitf ¢ervena
malba. Soucasny stav (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Tab. 34: Ceramic amphora-shaped jug, external orange surface, graphitized edge and handle, painting of the graphitized/black belts on the convex
part, H2. 1a - drawing documentation (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 3:1), 1b - current state (Z. Mirova).

Tab. 34: Keramicka amforovita zasobnice, vné oranZovy povrch, potuhovany okraj a hrdlo, malovani tuhovymi/¢ernymi pasy na vyduti, H2. 1a -
kresebna dokumentace (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 3:1), 1b - soucasny stav (Z. Mirova).
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4. TYPOLOGICAL AND
CHRONOLOGICAL ASSESSMENT
OF THE MOBILE INVENTORY
LIST OF H1 AND H2

4.1 Four-wheeled wagons

Four-wheeled wagons have not been discussed so far dur-
ing the almost 100 years since the research. Their existence in
Moravia remained problematic and to the end of the 20™ century
the opinion applied that they did not appear in the graves of the
Horakov group.” Nevertheless, the authors believe that this opin-
ion is mistaken and does not correspond to reality. New progress
was only with the all-wooden four-wheeled wagons in Hrudovany
u Brna 1 and in Modtice 3815 thanks to the finds of guards for the
wheels, which brough new knowledge and opened the possibility
of a revision with the earlier researches such as H1 and H2. The
existence of wagons in HI and H2 can be proved by four groups
of arguments: 1. the existence of wagons in the Hordkov group -
parts of at least 3 four-wheeled wagons come from Habrivka -
“By¢i skila” (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf.
86-112);® 2. indirect proofs of wagons in the space of the Hordkov
group (guards for wheels) - Hru$ovany u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 1;
KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, Fig. on p. 89), Modtice 3815 (KOS -
PRICHYSTAL 2013, 85-86); 3. sizes of the grave chambers of H1
and H2 with the length of the sides greater than 5 m and the place-
ment of skeletons so that they are usually located in the graves
with wagons, namely in the northern parts with the head to the
south - analogies from Moravia: Brat¢ice’ (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 79),
Hru$ovany u Brna 1, Modrice 3815; analogies from Bohemia:
Hradenin 1, 4, 46, Planany, Prague-Stiesovice (GERDSEN 1986,
Taf. 24:3, 25-26, 27:1-2); 4. the so-far unidentified metal parts of
a wagon in H2 (Fig. 10). Four-wheeled wagons are well proved in
Bohemia in the milieu of the Bylany culture (Hradenin, Lovosice,
Straskov, Prague-Bubene¢, Prague-Letniany), exceptionally in
Hungary in Somlévasarhely 1, which belongs along with the
Horékov sites to the easternmost appearances of four-wheeled
wagons in East Hallstatt culture. So far, the only proof of the phys-
ical existence of a wagon in the Platénice group' is the find from
the site Blatec - “Kocanda’, where the iron metalwork of the hub
of the wheel was found in a settlement context, likely in a hoard
(PARE 1992, Fig. 155:4). We classify H1 and especially H2 to the
graves with proofs of wagons in Central Europe.

List of two-wheeled and four-wheeled wagons in Central Europe:

Adelschlag-Moritzbrunn, Weiflekirchen, Eichstatt District (D); Aglasterhausen-
-Breitenbronn, Neckar-Odenwald-Kreis District (D); Aislingen, Dillingen an der
Donau District (D); Albertshofen, Kitzingen District (D); Albstadt-Ebingen,
Zollernalb District (D); Albstadt-Truchtelfingen, Zollernalb District (D); Altdorf,

7 Already in 1872 four-wheel carriages were discovered in Habrtvka — “By¢i
skala’, but this find was very poorly evaluated and was not connected with the
Horakov group in the Brno District, from which the elites were generated in
the unsettled landscape of the Moravian Karst (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 82).

8 We do not know the precise context of the wagons; it is very likely that they
served as funeral wagons for the burial of magnate males/females in the
period Ha D1-D2-earlier in this cave temple.

9 In Bratcice, 2 pcs of an iron object were found (GOLEC 2005, tab. 68:26),
which is interpreted for the La Téne period as a two-part clamp of the wheel
of the wagon (e.g. SCHONFELDER 2002, 206, Abb. 127). We believe that
the same clamps were used in the Hallstatt period.

10 Besides the indirect evidence of the engraving of the four-wheel wagon with
two horses harnessed on the drinking horn from Dobr¢ice (NEKVASIL
1993, obr. 246:1).
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4.1 Ctyikolové vozy

Ctytkolové vozy nebyly béhem témét 100 let od vyzkumu
doposud diskutovany. Jejich existence na Moravé zista-
vala problematicka a do konce 20. stoleti platil nazor, Ze se
v horakovské skupiné v hrobech nevyskytuji.” Autofi se vSak
domnivaji, ze tento nazor je mylny a neodpovida skute¢-
nosti. Novym pokrokem bylo az prokazani celodfevénych
¢tyrkolovych vozt v Hru$ovanech u Brna 1 a v Modficich
3815 diky nélezim zazlabii pro kola. Tyto prinesly nové
poznatky, které oteviraji moznost revize u starych vyzkumi
jako je H1 a H2. Existenci vozti v H1 a H2 lze dolozit
¢tyfmi skupinami argumentd: 1. existenci vozii v hordkov-
ské skupiné — casti nejméné 3 ctyrkolovych vozii pochdzeji
z Habriivky — ,By&i skaly (PARZINGER — NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 86-112);% 2. nepfimymi doklady vozii
v prostoru hordkovské skupiny (zdZlaby pro kola) - Hru-
$ovany u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 1; KOS - PRICHYSTAL
2013, obr. na str. 89), Modrice 3815 (KOS - PRICHYS-
TAL 2013, 85-86); 3. velikostmi hrobovych komor HI a H2
o délce stran vétsi nez 5 m a umisténim koster tak, jak jsou
obvykle umistoviny v hrobech s vozy, a to v S &dsti s hlavou
k ] - analogie z Moravy: Brat¢ice’ (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 79),
Hru$ovany u Brna 1, Modtice 3815; analogie z Cech: Hra-
denin 1, 4, 46, Planiany, Praha-Stresovice (GERDSEN 1986,
Taf. 24:3,25-26, 27:1-2); 4. doposud nerozpoznanymi kovo-
vymi &dstmi vozu v H2 (obr. 10). Ctytkolové vozy jsou dobie
dolozeny v Cechach v prostredi bylanské kultury (Hrade-
nin, Lovosice, Straskov, Praha-Bubene¢, Praha-Letnany),
vyjime¢né v Madarsku v Somlovésarhely 1, které patii spolu
s hordkovskymi lokalitami k nejvychodnéjsim vyskyttim
¢tyrkolovych vozii ve vychodohalstatské kulture. Dopo-
sud jedinym dokladem fyzické existence vozu v platénické
skupiné' je nalez z lokality Blatec — ,, Kocanda®, kde bylo
v sidlistnim kontextu, pravdépodobné v depotu, nalezeno
zelezné kovani naboje kola (PARE 1992, Fig. 155:4). H1
a zejména H2 fadime k hrobtim s doklady vozii ve stfedni
Evropé.

Seznam dvoukolovych a ctyfkolovych vozii ve stiedni Evropé:

Adelschlag-Moritzbrunn, Weif3ekirchen, okr. Eichstitt (D); Aglaster-
hausen-Breitenbronn, okr. Neckar-Odenwald-Kreis (D); Aislingen, okr.
Dillingen an der Donau (D); Albertshofen, okr. Kitzingen (D); Albstadt-
-Ebingen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Albstadt-Truchtelfingen, okr. Zollernalb

7 Jiz v roce 1872 byly ¢étyrkolové vozy objeveny v Habrivee - ,,By¢i skéle
Tento nalez byl v§ak velmi dlouho $patné posuzovan a nebyl spojovin
s hordkovskou skupinou na Brnénsku, odkud byl v neosidlené krajiné
Moravského krasu elitami vygenerovan (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 82).

8 Nezname presny kontext vozu, je velice pravdépodobné, ze slouzily jako
pohfebni vozy pro pohibivani velmozii/velmozek v obdobi Ha D1-D2-starsi
v této jeskynni svatyni.

9 'V Brat¢icich se nasly 2 ks Zelezného pfedmétu (GOLEC 2005, tab. 68:26),
ktery je pro dobu laténskou interpretovany jako dvojdiln svorka kola vozu
(napt. SCHONFELDER 2002, 206, Abb. 127). Domnivame se, Ze stejné
svorky byly pouzivany v dobé halstatské.

10 Kromé nepiimého dokladu rytiny ¢tytkolového vozu se zaprahem dvou
koni na picim rohu z Dobréic (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 246:1).
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Landshut District (D); Altheim-Heiligkreuztal, Speckau, Biberach District (D);
Altheim-Heiligkreutal, Hochmichele, Biberach District (D); Amstetten, Stadt
Amstetten (A); Asperg, Grafenbithl, Ludwigsburg District (D); Augsburg-
-Kriegshaber, Augsburg District (D); Augsburg-Bergheim, Wellenburg, Augsburg
District (D); Bad Konigshofen im Grabfeld-Merkershausen, Rhon-Grabfeld Dis-
trict (D); Bad Urach, Reutlingen District (D); Bassenheim, Mayen-Koblenz
District (D); Beilngries Ried West, Eichstitt District (D); Beilngries Ried Ost,
Eichstitt District (D); Bell, Rhein-Hunsriick-Kreis District (D); Beratzhausen,
Regensburg District (D); Berghiilen, Alb-Donau District (D); Bitz, Zollernalb
District (D); Blatec - “Kocanda”, Olomouc District (CZ); Bratéice, Brno-Rural
District (CZ); Breisach am Rhein-Giindlingen, Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald
District (D); Brno-Holasky, Brno-City District (CZ); Buchheim, Tuttlingen Dis-
trict (D); Buchheim, Wolfegghof, Tuttlingen District (D); Burladingen-
-Gauselfingen, Zollernalb District (D); Deisenhausen, Giinsburg District (D);
Dietfurt an der Altmiihl, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Dillingen an
der Donau-Kicklingen, Dillingen an der Donau District (D); Dittenheim,
Weiflenburg-Gunzenhausen District (D); Dolany, Plzen-North District (CZ);
Donauwdrth, Donau-Ries District (D); Diirrnberg, Hallein District (A); Dysina,
Plzen-North District (CZ); Eberdingen-Hochdorf an der Enz, Ludwigsburg
District (D); Ehingen am Ries-Belzheim, Donau-Ries District (D); Eichendorf-
Schweig, Dingolfing-Landau District (D); Eichendorf-Bruck, Dingolfing-Landau
District (D); Emerkingen/Mundekingen, Alb-Donau-Kreis District (D);
Emmerting-Bruck, Altotting District (D); Estingen-GrofSengstingen, Reutlingen
District (D); Erkenbrechtsweiler, Esslingen District (D); Farchant, Garmisch-
-Partenkirchen District (D); Filderstadt-Plattenhardt, Esslingen District (D);
Fiirstenfeldbruck, Fiirstenfeldbruck District (D); Gemeinlebarn, Sankt Polten-
-Land District (A); Gomadingen-Steingebronn, Reutlingen District (D);
Gomadingen-Sternberg, Reutlingen District (D); Gornja Radgona, Pomursky
District (SLO); Grofleibstadt, Rhon-Grabfeld District (D); Habrivka -
“By¢i skéla’, Blansko District (CZ); Haldenwang, Oberallgau District (D); Hall-
statt, Gmunden District (A); Hanov, Pisek District (CZ); Harburg-Marbach,
Donau-Ries District (D); Helpfau-Uttendorf, Braunau am Inn District (A); Henn-
weiler, Bad Kreuznach District (D); Herbertingen-Hundersingen, Sigmaringen
District (D); Hermaringen, Heidenheim District (D); Hilpotstein-Weinsfeld,
Roth District (D); Hilpotstein-Kemmathen, Forchheim District (D); Hohenfels,
Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Hohenstein-Oberstetten, Reutlingen
District (D); Hohenstein-Odenwaldstetten, Reutlingen District (D); Horovicky,
Rakovnik District (CZ); Hradenin, Kolin District (CZ); Hruovany u Brna, Brno-
-Rural District (CZ); Hundheim, Bernkastel-Wittlich District (D); Hiigelsheim,
Rastatt District (D); Igersheim-Simmringen, Main-Tauber-Kreis District (D);
Illkofen, Regensburg District (D); Illschwang-Gehrsricht, Amberg-Sulzbach Dis-
trict (D); Immendingen-Mauenheim, Tuttlingen District (D); Inzigkofen-
-Engelswies, Sigmaringen District (D); Inzigkofen-Vilsingen, Sigmaringen Dis-
trict (D); Jettingen-Oberjettingen, Boblingen District (D); Kappel-Grafenhausen,
Ortenaukreis District (D); Kinding, Eichstitt District (D); Kirchberg an der Jagst,
Schwibisch Hall District (D); Kissing-Bachern, Aichach-Friedberg District (D);
Kitzingen-Reppendorf, Kitzingen District (D); Kladruby, Rokycany District
(CZ); Klettgau-Geifllingen, Waldshut District (D); Kolin, Kolin District (CZ);
Kongen, Esslingen District (D); Kosching, Eichstitt District (D); Leinach-Ober-
leinach, Wiirzburg District (D); Leipheim, Giinzburg District (D); Lengau,
Braunau am Inn District (A); Lhotka nad Labem, Litoméfice District (CZ);
Lovosice, Litoméfice District (CZ); Ludice, Klatovy District (CZ); Ludwigsburg,
Ludwigsburg District (D); Lupburg-Gottesberg, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz
District (D); Manétin-Hradek, Plzefi-North District (CZ); March-Buchheim,
Biirgl, Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald District (D); March-Buchheim, kleiner Hiigel,
Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald District (D); MefSkirch-Langenhart, Sigmaringen
District (D); Mefkirch-Ringgenbach, Sigmaringen District (D); Mefstetten-
-Hossingen, Zollernalb District (D); Mindelheim, Mindelheim District (D);
Mirkovice, Domazlice District (CZ); Miskovice, Kolin District (CZ); Mitter-
kirchen, Perg District (A); Modtice, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Miinsing-Buchsee,
Bad Tolz-Wolfratshausen District (D); Nehvizdy-Nehvizdky, Prague-East Dis-
trict (CZ); Nennslingen-Wengen, Weiflenburg-Gunzenhausen District (D);
Neuhausen ob Eck, Tuttlingen District (D); Neukirchen bei Sulzbach-Rosenberg-
-Gaisheim, Amberg-Sulzbach District (D); Nevézice, Pisek District (CZ);
Niederrieden, Unterallgdu District (D); Niederweiler, Zell District (D); Niirtin-
gen, Esslingen District (D); Nymburk - ,Habes‘, Nymburk District (CZ);
Oberlahnstein, Rhein-Lahn District (D); Offenbach-Rumpenheim, Offenbach
am Main District (D); Ohrada, Kolin District (CZ); Olching, Fiirstenfeldbruck
District (D); Opatany, Tabor District (CZ); Pagovice, Ceské Budéjovice District
(CZ); Pfullendorf, Sigmaringen District (D); Pilsach-Niederhofen, Neumarkt
in der Oberpfalz District (D); Pilsting-Oberndorf, Waibling, Dingolfing-Lan-
dau District (D); Planany, Kolin District (CZ); Platénice, Pardubice District
(CZ); Poléky, Chomutov District (CZ); Pécking-Aschering, Starnberg District
(D); Polling-Ettling, Weilheim-Schongau District (D); Prague-Bubene,
Prague-City District (CZ); Prague-Letiiany, Prague-City District (CZ); Prague-
-Vinof, Prague-City District (CZ); Pullach im Isartal, Miinchen District (D);

(D); Altdorf, okr. Landshut (D); Altheim-Heiligkreuztal, Speckau, okr.
Biberach (D); Altheim-Heiligkreuztal, Hochmichele, okr. Biberach (D);
Amstetten, Stadt Amstetten (A); Asperg, Grafenbiihl, okr. Ludwigsburg (D);
Augsburg-Kriegshaber, okr. Augsburg (D); Augsburg-Bergheim, Wellen-
burg, okr. Augsburg (D); Bad Konigshofen im Grabfeld-Merkershausen,
okr. Rhon-Grabfeld (D); Bad Urach, okr. Reutlingen (D); Bassenheim,
okr. Mayen-Koblenz (D); Beilngries Ried West, okr. Eichsttt (D); Beiln-
gries Ried Ost, okr. Eichstitt (D); Bell, okr. Rhein-Hunsriick-Kreis (D);
Beratzhausen, okr. Regensburg (D); Berghiilen, okr. Alb-Donau-Kreis
(D); Bitz, okr. Zollernalb (D); Blatec - ,,Kocanda®, okr. Olomouc (CZ);
Brat¢ice, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Breisach am Rhein-Giindlingen, okr.
Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald (D); Brno-Holasky, okr. Brno-mésto (CZ);
Buchheim, okr. Tuttlingen (D); Buchheim, Wolfegghof, okr. Tuttlingen
(D); Burladingen-Gauselfingen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Deisenhausen, okr.
Giinsburg (D); Dietfurt an der Altmiihl, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz
(D); Dillingen an der Donau-Kicklingen, okr. Dillingen an der Donau (D);
Dittenheim, okr. Weiflenburg-Gunzenhausen (D); Dolany, okr. Plzen-
-sever (CZ); Donauworth, okr. Donau-Ries (D); Diirrnberg, okr. Hallein
(A); Dysina, okr. Plzen-sever (CZ); Eberdingen-Hochdorf an der Enz,
okr. Ludwigsburg (D); Ehingen am Ries-Belzheim, okr. Donau-Ries (D);
Eichendorf-Schweig, okr. Dingolfing-Landau (D); Eichendorf-Bruck, okr.
Dingolfing-Landau (D); Emerkingen/Mundekingen, okr. Alb-Donau-Kreis
(D); Emmerting-Bruck, okr. Altétting (D); Estingen-Groflengstingen,
okr. Reutlingen (D); Erkenbrechtsweiler, okr. Esslingen (D); Farchant, okr.
Garmisch-Partenkirchen (D); Filderstadt-Plattenhardt, okr. Esslingen (D);
Furstenfeldbruck, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D); Gemeinlebarn, okr. Sankt
Polten-Land (A); Gomadingen-Steingebronn, okr. Reutlingen (D); Goma-
dingen-Sternberg, okr. Reutlingen (D); Gornja Radgona, reg. Pomursky
(SLO); Grofeibstadt, okr. Rhon-Grabfeld (D); Habriivka - ,,By¢i skala,
okr. Blansko (CZ); Haldenwang, okr. Oberallgiu (D); Hallstatt, okr.
Gmunden (A); Hanov, okr. Pisek (CZ); Harburg-Marbach, okr. Donau-
-Ries (D); Helpfau-Uttendorf, okr. Braunau am Inn (A); Hennweiler, okr.
Bad Kreuznach (D); Herbertingen-Hundersingen, okr. Sigmaringen (D);
Hermaringen, okr. Heidenheim (D); Hilpotstein-Weinsfeld, okr. Roth
(D); Hilpotstein-Kemmathen, okr. Forchheim (D); Hohenfels, okr. Neu-
markt in der Oberpfalz (D); Hohenstein-Oberstetten, okr. Reutlingen
(D); Hohenstein-Odenwaldstetten, okr. Reutlingen (D); Hofovicky, okr.
Rakovnik (CZ); Hradenin, okr. Kolin (CZ); HruSovany u Brna, okr. Brno-
-venkov (CZ); Hundheim, okr. Bernkastel-Wittlich (D); Hiigelsheim, okr.
Rastatt (D); Igersheim-Simmringen, okr. Main-Tauber-Kreis (D); Illko-
fen, okr. Regensburg (D); Illschwang-Gehrsricht, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach
(D); Immendingen-Mauenheim, okr. Tuttlingen (D); Inzigkofen-Engels-
wies, okr. Sigmaringen (D); Inzigkofen-Vilsingen, okr. Sigmaringen (D);
Jettingen-Oberjettingen, okr. Béblingen (D); Kappel-Grafenhausen, okr.
Ortenaukreis (D); Kinding, okr. Eichstitt (D); Kirchberg an der Jagst,
okr. Schwibisch Hall (D); Kissing-Bachern, okr. Aichach-Friedberg (D);
Kitzingen-Reppendorf, okr. Kitzingen (D); Kladruby, okr. Rokycany (CZ);
Klettgau-Geifllingen, okr. Waldshut (D); Kolin, okr. Kolin (CZ); Kéngen,
okr. Esslingen (D); Kosching, okr. Eichstitt (D); Leinach-Oberleinach,
okr. Wiirzburg (D); Leipheim, okr. Giinzburg (D); Lengau, okr. Braunau
am Inn (A); Lhotka nad Labem, okr. Litométice (CZ); Lovosice, okr.
Litométice (CZ); Lucice, okr. Klatovy (CZ); Ludwigsburg, okr. Ludwigs-
burg (D); Lupburg-Gottesberg, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D);
Manétin-Hradek, okr. Plzen-sever (CZ); March-Buchheim, Biirgl, okr.
Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald (D); March-Buchheim, kleiner Hiigel, okr.
Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald (D); Mef3kirch-Langenhart, okr. Sigmaringen
(D); Mef3kirch-Ringgenbach, okr. Sigmaringen (D); Mef3stetten-Hossin-
gen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Mindelheim, okr. Mindelheim (D); Mirkovice,
okr. Domazlice (CZ); Miskovice, okr. Kolin (CZ); Mitterkirchen, okr.
Perg (A); Modrice, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Miinsing-Buchsee, okr. Bad
Tolz-Wolfratshausen (D); Nehvizdy-Nehvizdky, okr. Praha-vychod
(CZ); Nennslingen-Wengen, okr. Weilenburg-Gunzenhausen (D);
Neuhausen ob Eck, okr. Tuttlingen (D); Neukirchen bei Sulzbach-Rosen-
berg-Gaisheim, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach (D); Nevézice, okr. Pisek (CZ);
Niederrieden, okr. Unterallgdu (D); Niederweiler, okr. Zell (D); Niirtingen,
okr. Esslingen (D); Nymburk - ,Habes", okr. Nymburk (CZ); Oberlahn-
stein, okr. Rhein-Lahn (D); Offenbach-Rumpenheim, okr. Offenbach am
Main (D); Ohrada, okr. Kolin (CZ); Olching, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D);
Opatany, okr. Tibor (CZ); Pasovice, okr. Ceské Budéjovice (CZ); Pfullen-
dorf, okr. Sigmaringen (D); Pilsach-Niederhofen, okr. Neumarkt in der
Oberpfalz (D); Pilsting-Oberndorf, Waibling, okr. Dingolfing-Landau
(D); Planany, okr. Kolin (CZ); Platénice, okr. Pardubice (CZ); Poléky, okr.
Chomutov (CZ); Pocking-Aschering, okr. Starnberg (D); Polling-Ettling,
okr. Weilheim-Schongau (D); Praha-Bubene¢, okr. Praha-mésto (CZ);
Praha-Letnany, okr. Praha-mésto (CZ); Praha-Vinof, okr. Praha-mésto
(CZ); Pullach im Isartal, okr. Miinchen (D); Radétice, okr. Tabor (CZ);
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Radétice, Tabor District (CZ); Raitenbuch, Weiflenburg-Gunzenhausen District
(D); Rehling-Au, Aichach-Friedberg District (D); Reichenau, Konstanz District
(D); Riedenburg-Deising, Kelheim District (D); Riedenburg-Untereggersberg,
Kelheim District (D); Riedenheim, Wiirzburg District (D); Rvenice, Louny Dis-
trict (CZ); Salem, Bodensee District (D); Salzburg-Hellbrunner Berg, Stadt
Salzburg (A); Salzburg-Taxham, Stadt Salzburg (A); Sankt Johan, Reutlingen Dis-
trict (D); Sedlec-Huirka, Plzeni-South District (CZ); Schalchen-Unterlochen,
Braunau am Inn District (A); Schesslitz-Demmelsdorf, Bamberg District (D);
Schmidmithlen-Markhof, Amberg-Sulzbach District (D); Schéffengrund, Wetz-
lar District (D); Sigmaringen, Sigmaringen District (D); Sigmaringen-Laiz,
Sigmaringen District (D); Skalice, Tabor District (CZ); Somlévasarhely, Veszprém
District (H); Starnberg-Mihltal, Starnberg District (D); Straskov-Racinéves,
Litoméfice District (CZ); Strettweg, Murtal District (A); Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt,
Stuttgart District (D); Stuttgart-Weilimdorf, Stuttgart District (D); Sulz am
Neckar, Rottweil District (D); Stahlavice, Plzen-South District (CZ); Svihov-
-Cervené Potit¢i, Klatovy District (CZ); Tannheim, Biberach District (D);
Tuchoméfice, Prague-West District (CZ); Tutzing-Traubing, Starnberg District
(D); Tiibingen-Waldhausen, Bebenhausen, Tiibingen District (D); Uffing am Staf-
felsee, Garmisch-Partenkirchen District (D); Ulm-Eggingen, Ulm District (D);
Ursensollen-Erlheim, Amberg-Sulzbach District (D); Velburg-Lengenfeld, Neu-
markt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Villingen-Schwenningen, Magdalensberg,
Schwarzwald-Baar-Kreis District (D); Vikletice, Chomutov District (CZ);
Waisenberg, Volkermarkt District (A); Waltenhausen, Giinzburg District (D);
Wehringen, Augsburg District (D); Weilerbach, Kaiserslautern District (D);
Weismain-Gorau, Lichtenfels District (D); Weilenburg-Oberhochstadt, Weiflen-
burg-Gunsenhausen District (D); Winterlingen, Zollernalb District (D); Worgl,
Kufstein District (A); Worgl-Egerndorfer Wald, Kufstein District (A); Zbislav-
-Zhot, Pisek District (CZ); Zelkovice, Beroun District (CZ) (after PARE 1992,
7-11; KOCH 2006, 313-317; supplemented by Z. Mirova).

The wagon in the grave characterizes, along with other luxury
items, the wealthiest grave wholes of the magnate class of soci-
ety. Hallstatt four-wheeled wagons have a narrow (w. 60-100 cm)
body with a low boundary, in Ha D exceptionally covered with
bronze plates with rich decoration, in East Hallstatt culture in
Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH
1995, Taf. 97:3, 111-112), in West Hallstatt culture in Hochdorf
(KOCH 2006). The width of the felloes is only around 3 cm as
in H2 (in Bohemia Hradenin, Lovosice). We lean towards the
opinion of Ch. Pare (PARE 1992, 135) that they are ceremonial
wagons, but their final deposition in graves shows that the burial
is only one of the ceremonial acts, for some wagons their last. The
funeral wagon fulfils a certain prestigious function in the world
of the magnates, it has ceremonial and ritual functions (FILIP
1963, 25). From the symbolic perspective, the wagon along with
the horse/s represent means by which the deceased arrives in the
next world (situayed for all of Hallstatt Europe to the south, where
the other world was placed). The symbolism can also lead to that,
such as on the exemplars covered in plate from Habrtivka - “By¢i
skéla” (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 97:3) with
depictions of the Sun, swastikas, a symbol in the shape of the let-
ter H (the wagon itself?) and birds - guides to the next world. The
analogy to various parts of the wagon is also worth noting. The
felloes of the wheels of the Leipheim type have their origin rather
in West Hallstatt culture, the ending of the shaft/decorative metal-
work of the hub of the wheel (exceptionally with an iron intarsia in
Brno-Holasky) then rather in East Hallstatt culture, specifically in
the North-East Pannonian group.' It thus seems that the western
and eastern influences and contacts clash on a single object -
the wagon.

Wagons with metal components can be identified based on the
existence of metalwork of the hubs of the wheels/endings of the
shafts, metalwork of the felloes, wheel fasteners, reinforcement of
the axle, metalwork of the body, ends of the hubs, linchpins, iron
rims of the wheels and long nails.

11 The term is not generally used, it can be used here according to EGG -
KRAMER 2005, Abb. 2.
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Raitenbuch, okr. Weilenburg-Gunzenhausen (D); Rehling-Au, okr.
Aichach-Friedberg (D); Reichenau, okr. Konstanz (D); Riedenburg-
-Deising, okr. Kelheim (D); Riedenburg-Untereggersberg, okr. Kelheim
(D); Riedenheim, okr. Wiirzburg (D); Rvenice, okr. Louny (CZ); Salem,
okr. Bodensee (D); Salzburg-Hellbrunner Berg, Stadt Salzburg (A);
Salzburg-Taxham, Stadt Salzburg (A); Sankt Johan, okr. Reutlingen (D);
Sedlec-Hurka, okr. Plzen-jih (CZ); Schalchen-Unterlochen, okr. Braunau
am Inn (A); Schesslitz-Demmelsdorf, okr. Bamberg (D); Schmidmiihlen-
-Markhof, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach (D); Schéffengrund, okr. Wetzlar (D);
Sigmaringen, okr. Sigmaringen (D); Sigmaringen-Laiz, okr. Sigmarin-
gen (D); Skalice, okr. Tabor (CZ); Somlévasarhely, Zupa Veszprém (H);
Starnberg-Miihltal, okr. Starnberg (D); Straskov-Racinéves, okr. Lito-
métice (CZ); Strettweg, okr. Murtal (A); Stuttgart-Bad Cannstatt, okr.
Stuttgart (D); Stuttgart-Weilimdorf, okr. Stuttgart (D); Sulz am Neckar,
okr. Rottweil (D); Stahlavice, okr. Plzeni-jih (CZ); Svihov-Cervené Potici,
okr. Klatovy (CZ); Tannheim, okr. Biberach (D); Tuchoméfice, okr.
Praha-zapad (CZ); Tutzing-Traubing, okr. Starnberg (D); Tiibingen-
-Waldhausen, Bebenhausen, okr. Tiibingen (D); Uffing am Staffelsee, okr.
Garmisch-Partenkirchen (D); Ulm-Eggingen, okr. Ulm (D); Ursensollen-
-Erlheim, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach (D); Velburg-Lengenfeld, okr. Neumarkt
in der Oberpfalz (D); Villingen-Schwenningen, Magdalensberg, okr.
Schwarzwald-Baar-Kreis (D); Vikletice, okr. Chomutov (CZ); Waisenberg,
okr. Vélkermarkt (A); Waltenhausen, okr. Giinzburg (D); Wehringen, okr.
Augsburg (D); Weilerbach, okr. Kaiserslautern (D); Weismain-Gorau, okr.
Lichtenfels (D); Weiflenburg-Oberhochstadt, okr. Weilenburg-Gunsen-
hausen (D); Winterlingen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Worgl, okr. Kufstein (A);
Worgl-Egerndorfer Wald, okr. Kufstein (A); Zbislav-Zhof, okr. Pisek (CZ);
Zelkovice, okr. Beroun (CZ) (podle PARE 1992, 7-11; KOCH 2006, 313-
317; doplnila Z. Mirova).

Viiz v hrobé charakterizuje, spolu s dal$imi luxusnimi
predméty, nejbohatsi hrobové celky velmozské vrstvy spo-
le¢nosti. Halstatské ¢tyrkolové vozy maji izkou (. 60-100
cm) korbu s nizkym ohrani¢enim, v Ha D vyjimecné
pokrytou bronzovymi plechy s bohatou vyzdobou, ve
vychodohalstatské kulture v Habrtivce - ,,By¢i skale® (PAR-
ZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 97:3, 111-112),
v zapadohalstatské kultuie v Hochdorfu (KOCH 2006). Site
rafkd kol se pohybuje jen do 3 cm jako v H2 (v Cechach
Hradenin, Lovosice). Pfiklanime se k ndzoru Ch. Pareho
(PARE 1992, 135), Ze jde o vozy ceremonidlni, avsak jejich
koneéné deponovani v hrobech ukazuje, Ze pohteb je pouze
jednim z ceremonidlnich, pro nékteré vozy vibec posled-
nich, aktd. Pohtebni viiz plni ve svété velmozi urcité funkei
prestizni, ma slavnostni a ritudlni funkci (FILIP 1963, 25).
Ze symbolického hlediska viiz spole¢né s koném/konmi
predstavuje prostiedek, s jehoZ pomoci se zemfely/zemrela
dostava na onen svét (situovany po celé halstatské Evropé
k J, kam bylo kladeno zéhrobi). K tomu muze sméfovat
také symbolika, jako napf. na plechem pobitém exemplafi
z Habrivky — ,By&i skaly“ (PARZINGER — NEKVASIL —
BARTH 1995, Taf. 97:3) s vyobrazenim slunci, svastik,
symbolu tvaru pismene H (samotného vozu?) a ptakt - pru-
vodcti do onoho svéta. Za pov§imnuti stoji rovnéz analogie
k raznym soucastem vozu. Rafky kol typu Leipheim maji
svij pivod spiSe v zapadohalstatské kulture, zakonceni oje/
ozdobné kovani naboje kol (vyjimecné se zeleznou intarzii
v Brné-Holaskach) pak spiSe ve vychodohalstatské kulture,
konkrétné v severovychodopanonské skupiné.! Zda se
tedy, Ze na jediném predmétu - voze - se stietavaji zapadni
i vychodni vlivy a kontakty.

Vozy s kovovymi soucastmi lze identifikovat na zakladé
existence kovani naboji kol/zakonceni oje, kovani loukoti,
spon kol, vyztuh naprav, kovani korby, koncovek naboju,
zékolnikd, zeleznych rafkt kol a dlouhych hiebi.

11 Termin neni obecné pouzivan, zde je pouzit podle EGG - KRAMER 2005,

Abb. 2.
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4.1.1 Iron felloes (tyres) of the wheels

The remnants were found in H2 (Tab. 21:30,32-37) and we
record other fragments from H1 or H2 (Tab. 24:41-44, 25:7-15,
78-88,90). No specimen can be safely included in H1, so it is likely
that all of them belong to H2 (Fig. 10:1). Due to the poor state of
the preservation of the iron objects, this type of artifact has not
been able to be identified in the H2 for a long time, and none of the
numerous scholars citing this set have expressed themselves on
the number of iron fragments. Iron fragments of a width of 2 cm
with clearly visible relicts of wood and especially sharp breaks
in the shape of a V, the remains of the perforation for iron nails,
clearly prove the presence of a wagon (e.g. Tab. 25:8,81). Felloes of
the wheels of wagons have been found in Moravia in Habrtivka -
“By¢i skdla” (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf.
96), in Bohemia in Hradenin 24 and 46 (GERDSEN 1986, Taf.
25-26), Lhotka, Prague-Bubenec, Straskov (KOUTECKY 1978,
478), Dolany, Radétice, Pasovice (MICHALEK - CHYTRACEK
2008, 73) and Prague-Letfany (FROLIKOVA 2015, 18; TREFNY
2017, Fig. 2:1)."2 Ha C2 is characteristic for the appearance of fel-
loes of the wheels of the Leipheim type - RDR 04a, and Polaky
type — RDR 04b (TRACHSEL 2004, 519). Felloes of the wheels of
the Leipheim type are in the cross-section flattened with slightly
curved edges, nailed by smaller semi-circular or triangular nails.
The focus of their appearance is in Bavaria, Baden-Wiirttemberg
and Switzerland (TRACHSEL 2004, 519). We know this type from
Bohemia only from Dolany and Stragkov-Racinéves, from Mora-
via then from Habrtivka - “By¢i skala”. H2 is one of the Leipheim
type and is also, along with the site Habrtivka - “By¢i skala’, the
easternmost appearance of this type.

4.1.2 Iron nails - fragments of nails longer
than 5 cm and the heads of these nails

Are found in H2 (Tab. 21:31), and H1 or H2 (Fig. 10:1, Tab.
25:16-26,28,32-33,41-42,44-45,48,50-62,69,72). The nails served
to attach the felloe of the wheels to the wooden wheels and iron
rims. They are clear evidence of the presence of a wagon. They were
found along with felloes at the sites listed in chap. 4.1.1.

4.1.3 Wooden fragments with relicts of iron
or leather

More than 200 pcs from H1 or H2 (mixed). They have been
preserved thanks to the deposition of the graves in damp sand.
The fragments of woods of various shapes and sizes are often cor-
roded to the iron nails or iron felloes, sometimes to the leather.
The wood with iron felloes (Tab. 21:30,32-37), nails of the wheels
with relicts of woods (Tab. 21:31) and wood encompassed small
rivets (Tab. 21:44) were safely recognized only in H2, the remnant
of the inventory list is mixed and no fragment can be safely clas-
sified in HI. These relicts could show the presence not only of
a wagon but also a shaft which is usually found in similar contexts
on the sites listed in chap. 4.1.1. and 4.2.

4.1.4 Bronze ending of the shaft/decorative metal-
work of the hub of the wheels with an iron intarsia

H1 or H2 (Fig. 9:1, 10:1-2, Tab. 20:33). This type of item is not
widely distributed. In the area of West Hallstatt culture, another
higher type' appears (see DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, 119-120,
Abb. 42), the focus of the appearance of the item of the flat
type from Brno-Holasky is in East Hallstatt culture, specifically

12 The latest in Lovosice from May 2018, research by M. Piilpan.

13 The typology of the mounting of the hubs of the wheels has not been
elaborated.

4.1.1 Zelezné rdfky (obruce) kol

Zlomky byly nalezeny v H2 (tab. 21:30,32-37) a dalsi
fragmenty evidujeme z H1 nebo H2 (tab. 24:41-44, 25:7-15,
78-88,90). Do H1 nelze bezpe¢né zaradit Zadny exempldf, je
tedy pravdépodobné, ze vSechny patiido H2 (obr. 10:1). Kvtili
$patnému stavu dochovani Zeleznych predméta se v H2 tento
druh artefaktu dlouho nedatilo identifikovat a nikdo z cet-
nych badatelt citujicich tento soubor se k mnozstvi Zelez-
nych fragmentl nevyjadtil. Zelezné zlomky Siroké 2 cm
s jasné viditelnymi relikty dfev a zejména ostrymi lomy
ve tvaru V, pozustatky perforaci pro Zelezné hreby, jasné
dokladaji pritomnost vozu (napf. tab. 25:8,81). Ratky kol
vozil byly nalezeny na Moravé v Habrtivce - ,,By¢i skdle®
(PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 96),
v Cechich v Hradeniné 24 a 46 (GERDSEN 1986, Taf.
25-26), Lhotce, Praze-Bubendi, Straskové (KOUTECKY
1978,478), Dolanech, Radéticich, Pasovicich (MICHALEK -
CHYTRACEK 2008, 73) a Praze-Letiianech (FROLIKOVA
2015, 18; TREENY 2017, Fig. 2:1)."? Ha C2 je charakteris-
ticky vyskytem rafkd kol typu Leipheim — RDR 04a, a typu
Polaky - RDR 04b (TRACHSEL 2004, 519). Rafky kol typu
Leipheim jsou v priifezu zplostélé s mirné ohnutymi okraji,
pribité mensimi polokulovitymi ¢i trojuhelnikovymi hieby.
sku a Svycarsku (TRACHSEL 2004, 519). Z Cech tento typ
zname pouze z Dolan a Stragkova-Racinévsi, z Moravy pak
z Habravky - ,,By¢i skaly. H2 patfi k typu Leipheim a je
zaroven, spole¢né s lokalitou Habrtivka — ,,By¢i skala®, nej-
vychodnéj$im vyskytem tohoto typu.

4.1.2 Zelezné hieby - zlomky hiebii delsich
nezZ 5 cm a hlavice téchto hiebii

Nachazeji se v H2 (tab. 21:31), a H1 nebo H2 (obr. 10:1, tab.
25:16-26,28,32-33,41-42,44-45,48,50-62,69,72). Hieby slou-
zily k pfichyceni loukoti kol k dfevénym koltim a Zeleznym
rafkim. Jsou zfejmym dokladem ptitomnosti vozu. Spolu
s rafky byly nalezeny na lokalitach uvedenych v kap. 4.1.1.

4.1.3 Drevéné fragmenty s relikty Zeleza
nebo kizi

Vice nez 200 ks z H1 nebo H2 (smichano). Zachovaly
se diky uloZeni hrobt do vlhkého pisku. Fragmenty dfev
riiznych tvari a velikosti jsou ¢asto ptikorodovany k Zelez-
nym hiebim ¢i Zeleznym rafkiim, nékdy ke kazim. Dievo
s zeleznymi rafky (tab. 21:30,32-37), hieby kol s relikty
drev (tab. 21:31) a dfevem obaleny nytek (tab. 21:44) byly
bezpelné rozpoznany pouze v H2, zbytek inventare je smi-
chén a do H1 nelze bezpe¢né zatadit Zadny fragment. Tyto
relikty mohou poukazovat na pfitomnost nejen vozu, ale
i jha, které byvé nalezeno v podobnych kontextech na loka-
litach uvedenych v kap. 4.1.1. a 4.2.

4.1.4 Bronzové zakonceni oje/ozdobné kovdni
ndboje kol se Zeleznou intarzii

H1 nebo H2 (obr. 9:1, 10:1-2, tab. 20:33). Tento typ pred-
métu je velice malo rozdifeny. V oblasti zdpadohalstatské
kultury se vyskytuje jiny, vyssi typ" (viz DEHN - EGG -
LEHNERT 2005, 119-120, Abb. 42), t&Zisté vyskytu ped-
métu plochého typu z Brna-Holasek je ve vychodohalstatské

12 Nejnovéji v Lovosicich z kvétna 2018, vyzkum M. Pulpéna.
13 Typologie kovani néaboji kol doposud nebyla vyhotovena.
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in the area of the Northeastern Pannonia group. Identical items of
larger sizes were found here (external diameter from 8 to 10 cm),
nevertheless the inner diameter is identical and remains the
same as on the item from Brno-Holasky, hence 4 cm. They are
interpreted here as the decorative metalwork of the hub of the
wheels (TERZAN 1990, 231, karta 26B). It is necessary to note
that although the diameter of 4 cm seems insufficient, the met-
alwork of the hub of the wheels were adjacent to a turning of the
narrowed part of the half-axle that no longer carried the weight
of the hull, with the half-axle itself having a larger diameter. The
item appears either independently, in the form of a simple dec-
orative circle, or a second sheet-shaped member in the form of
a segmented cylinder is attached to it vertically. We believe that
the item could have served as the decorative ending of the wagon
shaft, because it often does not appear in an even number of 4 or
2 pieces, as we would expect, but also in other (odd) numbers
(see below). It could hypothetically serve also as a decoration of
a horse’s harness, because it always appears in the context with
horses’ bridle bits. The item appears in various numbers especially
in the wealthiest West Hungarian grave wholes: Somlévasarhely
1, 2 pcs (PATEK 1993, Abb. 57:10-11; EGG 1996b, Abb. 4:2-3),
Vaszar 5, 6 pcs (PATEK 1993, Abb. 75:12-14, 82:7-9), Vaszar 7,
2 pes (PATEK 1993, Abb. 84:13), Gyorujbarat-Nagybarat I, 8 pcs
(PATEK 1993, Abb. 90:10-14, 92:8), Boba, 2 pcs (PATEK 1993,
Abb. 100:13-14); it sporadically also appears in Austria - in Hel-
pfau-Uttendorf, and in Croatia - in Kaptol (TERZAN 1990, karta
26B). In Moravia, the same type was found in Habravka - “Byci
skala’, 9 pcs (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf.
88:7-9,90,91:1-2), and in the settlement milieu, likely a hoard, in
Blatec - “Kocanda’, 1 pc (PARE 1992, Fig. 155:4).

The intarsia with iron triangles seems noteworthy. The tech-
nique was not in anyway widespread in the Hallstatt period in
comparison with the bronze damascening of iron objects (DEHN -
EGG - LEHNERT 2005, 116-125, Abb. 53). It is a technique
spread mainly at the end of the Bronze Age in Ha B3 and less
also in Ha C1 especially in South Germany, West Austria or Swit-
zerland (BERGER 2014, Fig. 2). Iron intarsia is in the sphere of
damascening techniques and its origin is sought in connection
with the migrating Cimmerians from the east to Central Europe.
It appears on the handles of swords, the douille of spears, hatch-
ets, bracelets, foot muffs, the heads of pins or the cheek-pieces
of horses’ bridle bits (BERGER 2014, Tab. 1-2). The technique is
also known from the Glasinac culture on swords of the Glasinac
type - grave 1 in mound II from Ilijak (BIH) dated to Glasinac
IVb = Ha C1 (BENAC - COVIC 1957, tab. XX:8). In the Hall-
statt period, it did not entirely disappear, we find it on the handles
of cleavers (variant Neuenegg according to SIEVERS 1982) from
Neuenegg, Switzerland from Ha D and from Bellun, Italy from
Ha C-D (SIEVERS 1982, 34-35, Taf. 22:119, 23:121). The place-
ment of iron triangles was recognized on the head, on both sides
and in the thin pass on the spine of the votively sacrificed bronze
sculpture of a bull from Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” (Fig. 9:2; PAR-
ZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 41:369).

4.2 Horse’s yoke

A horse’s yoke can be classified to H2 (Fig. 10:3), thanks for the
presence of small nails to the size of 2 cm, the fragment of a leading
circle and fragments of the woods covered with leather. The num-
ber of bronze decorations, slider buckles and circles can then prove
both the presence of a yoke and the decorated horse harness. The
horse yoke can be hypothetically placed into H1 and H3, thanks
to the finding of a so-called toggle, which can fasten the girth
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kultute, konkrétné v oblasti severovychodopanonské sku-
piny. Zde byly nalezeny identické pfedméty vétsich rozméra
(vnéjsi pramér od 8 do 10 cm), nicméné vnitfni pramér je
identicky a zlstava stejny jako na pfedmétu z Brna-Hola-
sek, tedy 4 cm. Zde jsou interpretovany jako ozdobna
kovéni naboje kol (TERZAN 1990, 231, karta 26B). Je nutné
podotknout, Ze ackoli se primér 4 cm zda nedostatecny,
kovani naboje kol priléhalo k vysoustruzenim zizené casti
poloosy, ktera jiz nenesla vahu korby, pficemz samotna
poloosa méla vétsi priameér. Predmét se vyskytuje bud’ samo-
statné, ve formé prostého ozdobného krouzku, nebo k nému
ptiléha kolmo druhy plechovy dil ve tvaru ¢lenéného valce.
Domnivame se, Ze pfedmét mohl slouzit také jako ozdobné
zakonceni oje, nebot se ¢asto nevyskytuje v sudém poctu 4 ks,
pfipadné 2 ks, jak bychom ocekavali, ale i v jinych (lichych)
poctech (viz nize). Hypoteticky mohl slouzit rovnéz jako
ozdoba konského postroje, nebot se vzdy nachazi v kontextu
s konskymi udidly. Pfedmét se vyskytuje v riznych poctech
zejména v nejbohatsich zdpadomadarskych hrobovych cel-
cich: Somlévasarhely 1, 2 ks (PATEK 1993, Abb. 57:10-11;
EGG 1996b, Abb. 4:2-3), Vaszar 5, 6 ks (PATEK 1993, Abb.
75:12-14, 82:7-9), Vaszar 7, 2 ks (PATEK 1993, Abb. 84:13),
Gyorujbarat-Nagybarat I, 8 ks (PATEK 1993, Abb. 90:10-14,
92:8), Boba, 2 ks (PATEK 1993, Abb. 100:13-14); spora-
dicky se objevuje také v Rakousku - v Helpfau-Uttendorfu,
a v Chorvatsku — v Kaptolu (TERZAN 1990, karta 26B). Na
Moravé byl stejny typ nalezen v Habrtivce — ,,By¢i skale,
9 ks (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf.
88:7-9, 90, 91:1-2), a v sidlistnim prosttedi, pravdépodobné
depotu, v Blatci - ,Kocandé®, 1 ks (PARE 1992, Fig. 155:4).

Jako pozoruhodnd se jevi intarzie zeleznymi trojuhelniky.
Technika neni v dobé halstatské nijak rozéifena v porovnani
s bronzovym tauzovanim Zeleznych predmétd (DEHN -
EGG - LEHNERT 2005, 116-125, Abb. 53). Jde o techniku
roz$ifenou hlavné na konci doby bronzové v Ha B3 a méné
také v Ha C1 zejména v ] Némecku, Z Rakousku nebo Svy-
carsku (BERGER 2014, Fig. 2). Zelezn4 intarzie nélezi do
sféry damascénské techniky a jeji ptivod je hledan v souvis-
losti s migrujicimi Kimmerii z vychodu do stfedni Evropy.
Objevuje se na rukojetich meci, tulejich kopi, sekerach,
naramcich, nanoznicich, hlavicich jehlic ¢i postranicich
konskych udidel (BERGER 2014, Tab. 1-2). Technika je
znama také z glasinacké kultury na meci glasinackého typu
- hrob 1 v mohyle II z Ilijaku (BIH) datované do Glasinac
IVb = Ha C1 (BENAC - COVIC 1957, tab. XX:8). V dobé
hal$tatské zcela nevymizela, nachdzime ji na rukojetich
sekaci (varianta Neuenegg podle SIEVERS 1982) ze $vycar-
ského Neueneggu z Ha D a z italského Belluna z Ha C-D
(SIEVERS 1982, 34-35, Taf. 22:119, 23:121). Vklddéni Zelez-
nych trojuhelniki bylo rozpoznano na cele, po obou bocich
a v tenkém pruhu na hrbetu votivné obétované bronzové
plastiky byka z Habrtivky - ,,By¢i skaly“ (obr. 9:2; PARZIN-
GER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 41:369).

4.2 Konské jho

Konské jho lze zaradit do H2 (obr. 10:3), a to diky pfitom-
nosti drobnych hfebikt do velikosti 2 cm, zlomku vodiciho
krouzku a fragmentiim drev pobitych kiizi. MnozZstvi bron-
zovych puklicek, privlecek a krouzkt pak miize dokladat jak
pritomnost jha, tak zdobeného koriského postroje. Konska
jha slouzi nejc¢astéji k zaprahu paru koni do vozu. Konské
jho lze hypoteticky zaradit i do H1 a H3, diky nélezu tzv.
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or breaststrap to the yoke (Fig. 11:4, TORBRUGGE 1979, 132).
Horses’ yokes serve most often for harnessing the pair of horses to
the wagon. They are usually either simple wooden, or richly deco-
rated, covered with leather and bronze applications. They appear
along with wagons or independently as pars pro toto for the wagon
along with the horses harness, only in the wealthiest tombs along
with other items indicating the high social position of the deceased.

List of graves with horse’s yokes in Central Europe:

Adelschlag-Moritzbrunn, WeifSekirchen, Eichsttt District (D); Albstadt-Ebingen,
Zollernalb District (D); Albstadt-Tailfingen, Zollernalb District (D); Bad Fischau,
Stadt Wiener Neustadt-Land (A); Beilngries Ried West, Eichstitt District (D);
Beratzhausen, Regensburg District (D); Brno-Holasky, Brno-City District (CZ);
Dysina, Plzen-City District (CZ); Eberdingen-Hochdorf an der Enz, Ludwigsburg
District (D); Ellingen-Stopfenheim, Weiflenburg-Gunzenhausen District (D);
Frankfurt-Stadtwald, Frankfurt District (D); Gilgenberg am Weilhart, Braunau
am Inn District (A); Hohenstein-Oberstetten, Reutlingen District (D); Horédkov -
»Hlasnica“, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Hradenin, Kolin District (CZ); HruSovany
u Brna, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Hiigelsheim, Rastatt District (D); Lhotka
nad Labem, Litoméfice District (CZ); Lovosice, Litoméfice District (CZ); Lup-
burg-Gottesberg, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Maisach-Gerlinden,
Firstenfeldbruck District (D); MefSkirch-Langenhart, Sigmaringen District (D);
Mefistetten-Hossingen, Zollernalb District (D); Mirkovice, Domazlice District
(CZ); Mitterkirchen, Perg District (A); Modtice, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Neu-
kirchen-Gaisheim, Amberg-Sulzbach District (D); Ohrada, Kolin District (CZ);
Ortlfing-Biding, Neuburg-Schrobenhausen District (D); Pilsting-Oberndorf,
Dingolfing-Landau District (D); Planany, Kolin District (CZ); Prague-Bubenec,
Prague-City District (CZ); Prague-Dolni Liboc, Prague-City District (CZ);
Prague-Letnany, Prague-City District (CZ); Prague-Vinof, Prague-City District
(CZ); Riedenburg-Haidhof, Kelheim District (D); Sedlec-Hiirka, Plzen-South
District (CZ); Schongeising, Fiirstenfeldbruck District (D); Straskov-Racinéves,
Litomeéfice District (CZ); Tannheim, Biberach District (D); Thalmassing-Alfers-
hausen, Roth District (D); Velburg-Lengenfeld, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz
District (D); Velburg-Unterwiesenacker, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D);
Villingen-Schwenningen, Magdalensberg, Schwarzwald-Baar-Kreis District (D);
Vohringen-Illerberg, Neu-Ulm District (D); Zbislav-Zhot, Pisek District (CZ)
(after KOCH 2006, 324-325; supplemented by Z. Mirova).

roubiku, ktery muize upevniovat podbfisni ¢i poprsni femen
ke jhu (obr. 11:4; TORBRUGGE 1979, 132). Byvaji bud pro-
sta drevéna, ¢i bohaté zdobend, pobitd kizi a bronzovymi
aplikacemi. Vyskytuji se spole¢né s vozy, nebo samostatné
jako pars pro toto za vz spole¢né s konskymi postroji, a to
pouze v nejbohatsich hrobech spole¢né s dal$imi predméty
indikujicimi vysoké spolecenské postaveni zemrelého.

Seznam hrobii s koriskymi jhy ve stfedni Evropé:

Adelschlag-Moritzbrunn, Weiflekirchen, okr. Eichstitt (D); Albstadt-
-Ebingen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Albstadt-Tailfingen, okr. Zollernalb (D);
Bad Fischau, Stadt Wiener Neustadt-Land (A); Beilngries Ried West, okr.
Eichstitt (D); Beratzhausen, okr. Regensburg (D); Brno-Holdsky, okr. Brno-
-mésto (CZ); Dysina, okr. Plzen-mésto (CZ); Eberdingen-Hochdorf an
der Enz, okr. Ludwigsburg (D); Ellingen-Stopfenheim, okr. Weiflenburg-
-Gunzenhausen (D); Frankfurt-Stadtwald, okr. Frankfurt (D); Gilgenberg
am Weilhart, okr. Braunau am Inn (A); Hohenstein-Oberstetten, okr. Reut-
lingen (D); Horékov - ,,Hlasnica®, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Hradenin, okr.
Kolin (CZ); Hru$ovany u Brna, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Hiigelsheim, okr.
Rastatt (D); Lhotka nad Labem, okr. Litoméfice (CZ); Lovosice, okr. Lito-
métice (CZ); Lupburg-Gottesberg, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D);
Maisach-Gerlinden, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D); Mef3kirch-Langenhart, okr.
Sigmaringen (D); Mef3stetten-Hossingen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Mirkovice,
okr. Domazlice (CZ); Mitterkirchen, okr. Perg (A); Modfice, okr. Brno-
-venkov (CZ); Neukirchen-Gaisheim, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach (D); Ohrada,
okr. Kolin (CZ); Ortlfing-Biding, okr. Neuburg-Schrobenhausen (D); Pil-
sting-Oberndorf, okr. Dingolfing-Landau (D); Planany, okr. Kolin (CZ);
Praha-Bubeneé, okr. Praha-mésto (CZ); Praha-Dolni Liboc, okr. Praha-
-mésto (CZ); Praha-Letniany, okr. Praha-mésto (CZ); Praha-Vinof, okr.
Praha-mésto (CZ); Riedenburg-Haidhof, okr. Kelheim (D); Sedlec-Huir-
ka, okr. Plzen-jih (CZ); Schongeising, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D); Stras-
kov-Racinéves, okr. Litoméfice (CZ); Tannheim, okr. Biberach (D);
Thalméssing-Alfershausen, okr. Roth (D); Velburg-Lengenfeld, okr. Neu-
markt in der Oberpfalz (D); Velburg-Unterwiesenacker, okr. Neumarkt in
der Oberpfalz (D); Villingen-Schwenningen, Magdalensberg, okr. Schwarz-
wald-Baar-Kreis (D); Vohringen-Illerberg, okr. Neu-Ulm (D); Zbislav-Zhot,
okr. Pisek (CZ) (podle KOCH 2006, 324-325; doplnila Z. Mirov4).
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Fig. 9: Iron intarsia in bronze in the Hallstatt period in Moravia: 1 - ending of the wagon shaft/decoration of the hub of the wheel from Brno-
-Holasky H1 or H2 (photo Z. Mirova); 2 - bronze sculpture of a bull from Habruvka - “By¢i skala” (photo M. Golec).

Obr. 9: Zelezné intarzie v bronzu v dobé halstatské na Moravé: 1 - zakonéeni oje/ozdoba niboje kola z Brna-Holasek H1 nebo H2 (foto Z. Mirova);

2 - bronzova plastika byka z Habriivky - ,,By¢i skaly“ (foto M. Golec).
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4.2.1 Iron nails

In H2, 27 pes found (Fig. 10:3, Tab. 21:1-27). We record nails
ca 2 cm in size mainly in connection with a yoke, where they likely
served for attaching the leather to the wooden base, but they could
also have been components of the body of the wagon or the metal-
work of the wheels. From Moravia, we record them from HruSovany
u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 3:41); from Bohemia we know them e.g.
from Hradenin, Lovosice, Prague-Dolni Liboc (KOUTECKY 1978,
478), further from sites with a yoke (see chap. 4.2).

4.2.2 Bronze leading (?) circle

In H2, 1 pc found, fragmentary (Fig. 10:3, Tab. 16:13). Lead-
ing circles are attached either in the centre of the yoke or on its
edges, they serve for rectifying the belts of the reins. Every piece
is constructed differently in the Hallstatt period, but is essentially
possible to say that the larger circle rests on a surface that is either
flat or curled/convex. Their appearance is exceptional in the Hall-
statt period; the focus of their appearance is rather in the La Téne
period, when their look is unified; in Central Europe, they appear
sporadically.

List of graves with leading circles in Central Europe:

Breisach am Rhein-Giindlingen, Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald District (D); Brno-
-Holasky, Brno-City District (CZ); Eberdingen-Hochdorf an der Enz, Ludwigsburg
District (D); Maisach-Gerlinden, Fiirstenfeldbruck District (D); Mindelheim,
Unterallgdu District (D); Thalmaéssing-Alfershausen, Roth District (D); Wehrin-
gen, Augsburg District (D) (after KOCH 2006, 325; supplemented by Z. Mirova).

4.3 Horse’s harness

The horse’s harness served for controlling the horse both
during riding and during draught work. The appearance of the
individual elements of the horse’s harness (bridle bits, cheek-
-pieces of the bridle bits, breaststraps, phalerae, studs, buttons and
others) in comparison with the Late Bronze Age rapidly grows
along with the expansion of horses in the Hallstatt period. The
horse’s harness appears in wealthy chamber graves of the high-
est magnate social class along with other luxury items, but it can
also appear in less equipped or cremation graves of the middle
class. It is worth noticing the territorial expansion of some ele-
ments, which were likely found on one harness - the bridle bits
from Brno-Holasky have their focus of appearance in Bavaria; on
the contrary, some breaststraps have their focus of appearance in
the Carpathian Basin; other items do not have an analogy at all.

In the issue of the horse’s harness and methods of bridling
a horse, there are some mistakes in the terminology. No unified
nomenclature has been established and not only different terms
appear but even incorrect terms. By horse’s harness, we mean both
the riding harness serving to control the horse during the ride and
the components of the horse’s jib (thus the strap to the yoke). The
riding harness in the Hallstatt period comprises a simple bridle
(Fig. 12), not a full bridle, as is incorrectly presented in the lit-
erature, oftentimes only the metal bridle bit is even mistakenly
considered as the full bridle.

The bridle (Fig. 11:1-3) is formed by the halter (Fig. 11:1),
only one piece of a bridle bit (Fig. 11:2) and a single pair of reins
(Fig. 11:3), which are connected to the bit. If a full bridle appeared
in the Hallstatt contexts, it must have been in the framework of one
rider’s harness with one horse to contain two bridle bits and two
pair of reins, which has not been proved and it is thus necessary
to speak of a simple bridle. Another important element is the dis-
tinction in the typology of the bridle bits. In the Hallstatt period,
thin bits, which are created by two middle parts (so-called jointed
mouthpiece), were the most widespread that are ended on each
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4.2.1 Zelezné hiebiky

V H2 zjisténo 27 ks (obr. 10:3, tab. 21:1-27). Hiebiky
o velikosti cca 2 cm zaznamendavame vét§inou v souvislosti
se jhem, kde pravdépodobné slouzily k ptichyceni kize na
drevény podklad, mohly byt ovSem také soucasti korby
vozu ¢i kovani kol. Z Moravy je evidujeme z Hru$ovan
u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 3:41), z Cech je zndme napft.
z Hradenina, Lovosic, Prahy-Dolni Liboce (KOUTECKY
1978, 478), dale z lokalit se jhem (viz kap. 4.2).

4.2.2 Bronzovy vodici (?) krouzek

V H2 zjistén 1 ks, fragmentdrni (obr. 10:3, tab. 16:13).
Vodici krouzky jsou ptipevnény bud ve sttedu jha, nebo
na jeho okrajich, slouzi k usmérnéni femeni otézi. Kazdy
kus je v dobé halstatské konstruovany odli$né, ale v zasadé
lze konstatovat, ze vét$i kruh doseda na plosku, ktera je
bud rovna, nebo zohnutd/vypoukla. Jejich vyskyt je v dobé
hal$tatské vyjimecny, tézisté vyskytu maji spise az v dobé
laténské, kdy se jejich vzhled sjednocuje; ve stiedni Evropé
se vyskytuji ojedinéle.

Seznam hrobii s vodicimi krouzky ve stfedni Evropé:

Breisach am Rhein-Giindlingen, okr. Breisgau-Hochschwarzwald (D);
Brno-Holésky, okr. Brno-mésto (CZ); Eberdingen-Hochdorf an der Enz,
okr. Ludwigsburg (D); Maisach-Gerlinden, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D); Min-
delheim, okr. Unterallgiu (D); Thalméssing-Alfershausen, okr. Roth (D);
Wehringen, okr. Augsburg (D) (podle KOCH 2006, 325; doplnila Z. Mirova).

4.3 Konsky postroj

Konsky postrojslouzik ovladanikoné,atojakbéhemjizdy,
tak pti tahu. Vyskyt jednotlivych prvka kornského postroje
(udidla, postranice udidel, privlecky, faléry, puklicky, knof-
liky a dalsi) v porovnani s pozdni dobou bronzovou rapidné
narusta spolu s rozsifenim koné v dobé halstatské. Kon-
sky postroj se vyskytuje v bohatych komorovych hrobech
nejvyssi velmozské spole¢enské vrstvy spole¢né s dal$imi
luxusnimi pfedméty, ovSem miize se objevit i v méné vyba-
venych ¢i zarovych hrobech stredni vrstvy. Za pov§imnuti
stoji izemni rozsifeni nékterych prvki, které se nachdazely
pravdépodobné na jediném postroji — udidla z Brna-Hola-
sek maji tézisté vyskytu v Bavorsku, nékteré privlecky maji
naopak tézisté vyskytu v Karpatské kotliné, jiné predméty
nemaji analogie viibec. V problematice konského postroje
a zptisobtl uzdéni koné dochazi k nékterym chybam v ter-
minologii. V literatufe neni ustéleno jednotné nazvoslovi
a vyskytuji se nejen odlisné pojmy, ale i chybné terminy.
Konskym postrojem je myslen jak jezdecky postroj slouzici
k ovladani koné pti jizdé, tak i soucasti zaprahu koné (tedy
fementi ke jhu). Jezdecky postroj v dobé halstatské tvoii jed-
noduchd uzdecka (obr. 12), nikoli uzda, jak je v literatufe
mylné uvddéno, mnohdy je za uzdu mylné povazovano
dokonce pouhé kovové udidlo. Uzdecka (obr. 11:1-3) je
tvofena ohlavkou (obr. 11:1), pouze jednim kusem udi-
dla (obr. 11:2) a jednim parem otézi (obr. 11:3), ktery je
ptipojen k udidlu. Pokud by se v halstatskych kontextech
objevilauzda, muselabyvramcijednohojezdeckého postroje
u jednoho koné obsahovat dvé udidla a dva pary otézi, coz
neni prokazano, a je tedy nutné mluvit o uzdecce. Dal$im
dalezitym prvkem je rozliSovani typologie udidel. V dobé
halstatské jsou nejvice rozsifena udidla stihlovd, ktera jsou
tvorena dvéma stfedovymi ¢astmi (tzv. uditky), jez jsou na
kazdé strané zakonc¢eny drobnymi kruhy o velikosti cca 2 cm
a jsou spojeny ve stfedu udidla. Ke kazdému vnéj$imu
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Fig. 10: Reconstruction of a wheel with metal parts and a yoke from H2. 1 - graphic reconstruction of parts of the wheel - fragments of iron felloes
of the wheels with relicts of woods and fractures of nails, fragments of nails, possible placement of a bronze circle with an iron intarsia (here as
decorative metalwork of the hub of the wheel); 2 - possible placement of the bronze circle with an iron intarsia (here as an end metalwork of the
yoke); 3 - yoke - left: bronze leading (?) circle, wooden fragment covered with leather with a braied strap, slider buckle, wooden rivet, iron nail,
stud, toggle, bronze circle (photo and graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Obr. 10: Rekonstrukce kola s kovovymi dily a jha z H2. 1 - graficka rekonstrukce ¢asti kola - fragmenty Zeleznych rafki kol s relikty dfev a lomy po
hiebech, fragmenty hiebli, moZné umisténi bronzového krouzku se zeleznou intarzii (zde jako ozdobné kovani naboje kola); 2 - mozné umisténi
bronzového krouzku se Zeleznou intarzii (zde jako koncové kovani oje;) 3 - jho - zleva: bronzovy vodici (?) krouzek, dievény fragment potazeny

o N

kuzi s pletenym feminkem, privlecka, dfevény nytek, Zelezny hiebik, puklicka, roubik, bronzovy krouzek (foto a graficka uprava Z. Mirova).

65



Typological and chronological assessment of the mobile inventory list of HI and H2

side by a small circle with a size of ca 2 cm and are connected in the
middle by the bit's mouthpiece. On each outer circle, a larger circle
is attached of ca 5 cm in size, to which the rein is then connected.
The cheek-piece of the bridle bit can be attached to the thin bit
(TRACHSEL 2004, 539-541) and hinders the movement of the bit
in the mouth. This connection is called a gag bridle bit, where the
rein is still attached to the larger circle of the bridle bit. If the rein
is attached to the cheek-piece of the bit, then the bridle bit can act
with pressure on the mouth of the horse and it is a snaffle (direct
pressure) bridle bit. Its use is not excluded in the Hallstatt period.
Currently, also the so-called bitless war bridle is used, when the
reins are connected directly to the halter and the horse’s mouth
remains free. The appearance of this method of harnessing is
likely in the Hallstatt period as well as the appearance of bits from
organic materials that have not been preserved. The horse’s harness
could also comprise other pieces - various straps led under the
tail, on the shoulders or around the neck (breaststrap; Fig. 11:5),
straps run from the simple bridle to the saddle etc. These compo-
nents either serve to improve the stability of the saddle, to ensure
greater control of the horse or to reinforce the horse’s harness. The
breaststrap was likely used to reinforce the horse’s yoke (Fig. 11:7;
in other historical periods alternated with the collar) and also the
girth billet (Fig. 11:6, probably attached with a toggle which has
been threaded through a simple ring, Fig. 11: 4).

The horse’s harness can be identified based on the presence
of iron and bronze bits, iron, bronze and bone/horn cheek-pieces
of the bit, iron, bronze and bone/horn toggles, iron and bronze
decorations of the harness - slider buckles, decorations, buttons,
circles and fragments of leather.

4.3.1 Iron horse bridle bits with twisted central
part and with elongated clamps or seal-like
hanging weights

3 pes from HI, 1 pc complete and fragments 2 pcs from H2
(Tab. 12-13). Bridle bits are unmistakeable and the easiest to iden-
tify parts of a horse’s harness, simple bridle. The twisted bridle
bits correspond typologically to category D, where the majority of
the Moravian finds belong -~ Bosovice 2 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 93:1-2), Dobelice (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 100:2-3), Horakov - “Hlasnica” (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 18:4), Hru$ovany u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, Fig. 3:32-33),
Kfenovice - “Hradisko” (HLAVA 2002, Fig. 2:1), Modfice 3815
(KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, Fig. on p. 83), Stupesice (POD-
BORSKY 1970, obr. 37:27); exceptionally bridle bits of type
A appear (according to PARE 1991, Fig. 9) - Dobr¢ice
(NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 246:5), Hordkov - “Hlasnica” (STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 18:5-6), HruSovany u Brna 1
(KOS 2011, obr. 3:39), Hru$ovany u Brna 2 (KOS 2011, obr.
4:15m-o0), Ndmést na Hané - “Biskupstvi” (CERVINKA
1902, obr. 122:1,3), Seloutky 2 (KONECNA 2005, tab. 3:1-3),
Seloutky RD Trneckovd - Bardk 4/2017 (GOLEC - FOJTIK
in press). We include the exemplars from Brno-Holdsky H1
and H2 generally to Ha C (PARE 1991, 10). According to the
typology of M. Trachsel then bridle bits from Brno-Holasky
belong to Ha CI and the Thalmissing type MST 09b (iron
bridle bits with central parts of the circular cross-section deco-
rated by twisting), which has its focus of appearance in Bavaria
(TRACHSEL 2004, 486-487) and it is known in Bohemia only
from three sites — Klasterni Skalice (KOUTECKY 2013, tab.
14:3-4), Plafiany 5 (KOUTECKY 2014, tab. 81:5-6) and Prague-
-Stieovice XI (FRIDRICHOVA - KOUTECKY - SLABINA
1999, Abb. 23:37). The bridle bits are most often found either in
pairs or in three exemplars, exceptionally with only one piece.
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kruhu se pripojuje vétsi kruh o velikosti cca 5 cm, k nému
je pak napojena otéz. Ke stihlovému udidlu mtize byt pfi-
pojena postranice udidla (TRACHSEL 2004, 539-541),
ktera zabranuje pohybu udidla v tlamé. Toto spojeni se
nazyva roubikové udidlo, pricemz otéZ je stile piipo-
jena k vétsimu krouzku udidla. Pokud je otéz pripevnéna
k postranici udidla, pak na tlamu koné udidlo pusobi
tlakem a jde o udidlo pdkové. Jeho pouziti v dobé hal-
Statské neni vylouceno. V soucasnosti je vyuzivano i tzv.
bezudidlové uzdéni, kdy se otéze pripoji primo k ohlévce
a konska tlama zistava volna. Vyskyt tohoto zptisobu uzdéni
v dobé halstatské je pravdépodobny, stejné jako vyskyt udi-
del z organickych materiald, kterd se nedochovala. Konsky
postroj mohou tvorit také dal$i soucasti — rtizné femeny
vedené pod ocasem, na plecich ¢i okolo krku (poprsni
femen; obr. 11:5), femeny vedené od uzdecky k sedlu apod.
Tyto soucasti slouzi bud ke zlep$eni stability sedla, k zaji$-
téni vétsi ovladatelnosti koné, ¢i k upevnéni konského
zaptahu. K upevnéni konského jha (obr. 11:7) byl pak prav-
dépodobné pouzit poprsni femen (v dalSich historickych
obdobich vysttidany chomoutem) a také podbfisni femen
(obr. 11:6; pravdépodobné pripevnény roubikem, ktery byl
provlecen jednoduchym krouzkem, obr. 11:4).

Konsky postroj lze identifikovat na zdkladé pritomnosti
zeleznych a bronzovych udidel, Zeleznych, bronzovych
akosténych/parohovych postranicudidel, Zeleznychabron-
zovych ozdob postroje — priwvlecek, puklicek, knoflikd,
krouzku a fragmenta kazi.

4.3.1 Zeleznd koriskd udidla s tordovanou
stredovou ¢dsti a s omegovitymi svorkami
¢i pecetitkovymi zdvésky

3 ks z HI, 1 ks cely a fragmenty 2 ks z H2 (tab. 12-13).
Udidla jsou nezaménitelnou a nejsnaze identifikovatelnou
soucasti konského postroje, uzdec¢ky. Tordovana udidla
typologicky odpovidaji kategorii D, kam patfi vétSina
moravskych nélezti - Bo$ovice 2 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 93:1-2), Dobelice (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 100:2-3), Horakov - ,,Hl4dsnica“ (STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 18:4), Hru$ovany u Brna 1 (KOS 2011,
obr. 3:32-33), Kifenovice — ,,Hradisko“ (HLAVA 2002, obr.
2:1), Modtice 3815 (KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, obr. na str.
83), Stupesice (PODBORSKY 1970, obr. 37:27); vyjimecné
se objevuji udidla typu A (dle PARE 1991, Fig. 9) - Dobr¢ice
(NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 246:5), Hordkov - ,,Hlasnica“ (STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 18:5-6), Hrugovany u Brna 1
(KOS 2011, obr. 3:39), Hru$ovany u Brna 2 (KOS 2011, obr.
4:15m-0), Ndmést na Hané - ,Biskupstvi (CERVINKA
1902, obr. 122:1,3), Seloutky 2 (KONECNA 2005, tab. 3:1-3),
Seloutky RD Trne¢kova — Barék 4/2017 (GOLEC - FOJTIK
v tisku). Exemplare z Brna-Holasek H1 i H2 fadime obecné
do Ha C (PARE 1991, 10). Dle typologie M. Trachsela pak
udidla z Brna-Holasek nalezeji Ha C1 a typu Thalméssing
MST 09b (Zelezna udidla se sttedovymi ¢astmi kruhového
priifezu zdobenymi tordovanim), ktery ma tézisté vyskytu
v Bavorsku (TRACHSEL 2004, 486-487) a v Cechach je
znam pouze ze 3 lokalit - Klasterni Skalice (KOUTECKY
2013, tab. 14:3-4), Platian 5 (KOUTECKY 2014, tab. 81:5-6)
a Prahy-Stfesovic XI (FRIDRICHOVA - KOUTECKY -
SLABINA 1999, Abb. 23:37). Udidla se nejcastéji vyskytuji
bud v parech, nebo ve tfech exemplatich, vyjimecné po jed-
nom kuse.
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List of horse bits in Moravia:

Bosovice 2, Vyskov District (2 pcs); Brno-Holasky 1, Brno-City District (3 pcs);
Brno-Holasky 2, Brno-City District (3 pcs); Brno-Horni Herspice 3, Brno-City
District (? pcs); Dobelice, Znojmo District (2 pcs); Dobréice, Prerov District
(1 pc); Horakov - “Hl4snica’, Brno-Rural District (5 pes); HruSovany u Brna 1,
Brno-Rural District (3 pcs); HruSovany u Brna 2, Brno-Rural District (3 pcs);
Kfenovice - “Hradisko’, Pferov District (1 pc); ModFice 3815, Brno-Rural Dis-
trict (2 pes); Namést na Hané - “Biskupstvi”, Olomouc District (2 pcs); Seloutky
2, Prostéjov District (3 pcs); Seloutky RD Trneckova — Barak 4/2017, Prostéjov
District (1 pc); Slavkov u Brna 2, Vyskov District (1 pc); Stupesice, Znojmo Dis-
trict (1 pc) (composed by Z. Mirova).

It is likely that one bridle bit served for a riding horse, two bri-
dle bits then for the harness of two horses to the wagon and finally
three bridle bits for one riding horse and two horses harnessed to
a wagon. Thus, the appearance of two or three bits can be one of
the indications of the original presense of a wagon or a yoke.

4.3.2 Iron toggle with an oval opening in the
middle and two lenticular buttons on the end

Found in HI (Tab. 11:2). Toggles were used to switch the
straps of the harness (DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, 84, 232).
A belt passed through the central rectangular or circular gap,
the toggle was then threaded through a simple ring and flexibly
connected two straps. W. Torbriigge (TORBRUGGE 1979, 132)
even puts the toggles in connection with the yoke straps.
According to the typology by M. Trachsel, the piece from Brno-
Holasky 1 is the type Annelév KNE 05b and is classified in the
middle to late phase of Ha C1 (TRACHSEL 2004, 466), it has
an analogy only in Hru$ovany u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 3:2).
The same type of toggle appears abundantly in Hungarian sites -
e.g. Gyorujbarat-Nagybarat 1 and Vaszar 7 (PATEK 1993, Abb.
83:19, 90:5, 92:1-2). Toggles of bits are proved only sporadically
from Moravia.

List of horse’s toggles in Moravia:

Brno-Holasky 1, Brno-City District (1 pc iron); Brno-Holasky 3, Brno-City Dis-
trict (1 pc bronze); Habrtivka - “By¢i skala”, Blansko District (2 pcs horn, 4 pcs of
semi-finished products of horns); Hru$ovany u Brna 1, Brno-Rural District (2 pcs
iron); Podivice, Vyskov District (1 pc iron) (composed by Z. Mirova).

4.3.3 Bronze button-like slider buckle
with cup-like ending

At H1, 1 pc was found (Tab. 14:1). The slider buckle apparently
served as the decoration of a horse’s yoke or halter. It is unique in
Central Europe.

4.3.4 Bronze tube-like narrowing slider buckle

Comes from H1 or H2 (Tab. 16:12). In shape and size, it is
analogic to the cast bronze and bone items are rearely demon-
strable in Southeast Pannonia in sites from the Late Bronze and
Early Hallstatt periods. C. Metzner-Nebelsick classified them
with the cylindrical beads with seal-like shaping of the lower
part, to which it is probably possible to categorize the exemplar
from Brno-Holdsky (METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 459-461,
542, Abb. 204). It is possible to judge the possible functional clas-
sification of this item based on the find context from the males
grave 71 from the site Mezdcsat-Horcsogos (Mezdcsat culture),
where it was likely a pendant/slider buckle on the belt. A similar
situation is known from grave 39 from the site Stillfried, where
a male was also buried (KAUS 1984, Taf. 39b; PATEK 1993, Abb.
31:27). The item rarely occurs in the eastern regions of Europe
and the Caucasian Mountains, i.e. on a distinctly extensive terri-
tory (METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 542).

Seznam koriskych udidel na Moravé:

Bosovice 2, okr. Vyskov (2 ks); Brno-Holdsky 1, okr. Brno-mésto (3 ks);
Brno-Holasky 2, okr. Brno-mésto (3 ks); Brno-Horni Herspice 3, okr.
Brno-mésto (? ks); Dobelice, okr. Znojmo (2 ks); Dobr¢ice, okr. Prerov
(1 ks); Horakov - ,,Hlasnica®, okr. Brno-venkov (5 ks); Hrugovany u Brna
1, okr. Brno-venkov (3 ks); HruSovany u Brna 2, okr. Brno-venkov (3 ks);
Ktenovice - ,,Hradisko®, okr. Prerov (1 ks); Modfice 3815, okr. Brno-ven-
kov (2 ks); Namést na Hané - ,, Biskupstvi®, okr. Olomouc (2 ks); Seloutky 2,
okr. Prostéjov (3 ks); Seloutky RD Trneckova — Bardk 4/2017, okr. Prostéjov
(1 ks); Slavkov u Brna 2, okr. Vyskov (1 ks); Stupesice, okr. Znojmo (1 ks)
(sestavila Z. Mirova).

Je pravdépodobné, Ze jedno udidlo slouzilo pro jezdec-
kého koné, dvé udidla potom pro zaprah dvou koni do vozu
a kone¢né tfi udidla pro jednoho jezdeckého koné a dva
koné v zaprahu vozu. Vyskyt dvou ¢i téi udidel tedy mtize
byt jednou z indicii pivodni pfitomnosti vozu ¢i jha.

4.3.2 Zelezny roubik s ovdlnym otvorem upro-
stred a dvéma cockovitymi knofliky na konci

Nalezen v H1 (tab. 11:2). Roubiky slouzily ke spinani
femeni ohlavky koiiského postroje (DEHN - EGG - LEH-
NERT 2005, 84, 232). Sttedovym obdélnym nebo kruhovym
otvorem prochdzel femen, roubik byl pak provlecen jed-
noduchym krouzkem a pruzné tak spojoval dvé femeny.
W. Torbriigge (TORBRUGGE 1979, 132) dokonce dava
roubiky do souvislosti s popruhy drzicimi jho. Dle typologie
M. Trachsela je kus z Brna-Holasek 1 typ Annelév KNE 05b
aje fazen do stfedni a pozdni faze Ha C1 (TRACHSEL 2004,
466), analogii ma pouze v Hru$ovanech u Brna 1 (KOS 2011,
obr. 3:2). Stejny typ postranice se hojné vyskytuje na madar-
skych lokalitdach - napf. Gyo6rujbarat-Nagybarat 1 a Vaszar
7 (PATEK 1993, Abb. 83:19, 90:5, 92:1-2). Roubiky jsou
z Moravy doloZeny jen ojedinéle.

Seznam kotiskych roubikit na Morave:

Brno-Holasky 1, okr. Brno-mésto (1 ks Zelezny); Brno-Holasky 3, okr.
Brno-mésto (1 ks bronzovy); Habriivka — ,,By¢i skala®, okr. Blansko (2 ks
parohové, 4 ks polotovart parohovych); Hrusovany u Brna 1, okr. Brno-ven-
kov (2 ks zelezné); Podivice, okr. Vyskov (1 ks Zelezny) (sestavila Z. Mirova).

4.3.3 Bronzova knoflikovitd privlecka
s pohdrkovitym ukoncenim

V HI byl nalezen 1 ks (tab. 14:1). Privlecka slouzila
zfejmé jako ozdoba konského jha ¢i postroje. Ve stfedni
Evropé je unikatni.

4.3.4 Bronzovd rourkovitd trubkovité
se zuZujici privlecka

Pochézi z H1 nebo H2 (tab. 16:12). Tvarové a rozmérové
analogické lité bronzové a kosténé predméty jsou vzacné
dolozeny v jihovychodni Panonii na lokalitich z pozdni
doby bronzové a ¢asné doby halstatské. C. Metzner-Nebel-
sick je fadi k valcovitym koralkim s pecetitkovité tvarovanou
spodni ¢asti, k nimz lze pravdépodobné zaradit exemplaf
z Brna-Holasek (METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 459-461,
542, Abb. 204). Na mozné funkéni zafazeni tohoto predmétu
lze usuzovat na zdkladé nédlezového kontextu z muzského
hrobu 71 z lokality Mez6csat-Horesogos (kultura Mezdcsat),
kde byl pravdépodobné zavéskem/privleckou na opasku.
Obdobna situace je znama z hrobu 39 z lokality Stillfried, kde
byl pohiben taktéz muz (KAUS 1984, Taf. 39b; PATEK 1993,
Abb. 31:27). Predmét se vzacné vyskytuje ve vychodnich
regionech Evropy a na Kavkazu, a to na zna¢né rozsahlém
uzemi (METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 542).

67



Typological and chronological assessment of the mobile inventory list of HI and H2

4.3.5 Bronze tutuli-like button
with one threading circle

In Brno-Holdsky it was found in the number of 13 pcs in H1
or H2 (Tab. 15), it is the TUT 02¢ type according to M. Trachsel
(TRACHSEL 2004, Abb. 24). In Moravia, this type was discovered
in Morasice 1 (2 pcs; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 106:15).
From Bohemia, this type is known only from Polaky, Prague-
-Stresovice (KOUTECKY 2008, obr. 21:34) and from Rvenice near
Louny (KOUTECKY 1978, 475).

4.3.6 Bronze tutuli-like buttons
with open threading circle and cross

4 pcs, 2 of which can be classified to H2 (Tab. 16:2-3,10-11).
They are the RFK 07 type according to M. Trachsel (TRACHSEL
2004, Abb. 24). It is possible to thread two straps through the open
circle, which is suitable for their crossing. The leather straps were

even preserved in Brno-Holasky. This type of button is unique in
the Czech lands.

4.3.7 Bronze tutuli-like button
with five spikes with an open circle and cross

5 pes from H1 or H2 (Tab. 16:5-9), it is a type similar to Trach-
sel's RFK 08 type (TRACHSEL 2004, Abb. 24). This button appears
sporadically, it is possible to find its parallel in Hordkov - “Hlés-
nica” (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 19:1,5), in Bohemia in
Dysina (KOUTECKY 2008, obr. 21:33) and further in Hungary in
Somlévasarhely 1 (EGG 1996b, Abb. 4:8-9).

4.3.8 Bronze cross breaststraps

4 pcs from H1 or H2 (Tab. 17), of which 1 pc with an apper-
ture in the shape of a diamond and 3 pcs of reconstructable full
slider buckles. The full cross breaststraps correspond to Trach-
sel's KZR 02 type (TRACHSEL 2004, Abb. 24). These items
are rare in the Moravian milieu, two more subtile exemplars
appeared in Habriivka - “Byc¢i skala” (2 pcs; PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 31:323-324a), in the Bohemian
milieu then only in Hradenin XX (4 pcs; DVORAK 1936-38, 79,
obr. 9-10).

List of bronze cross slider buckles in Central Europe:

Brno-Holasky, Brno-City District - 4 pcs (CZ); Dobrni¢-Reva, Trebnje District
- 4 pes (SLO); Habriivka - “By¢i skala’, Blansko District - 2 pes (CZ); Hallstatt,
Gmunden District - 1 pc (A); Hradenin, Kolin District - 4 pcs (CZ); Mit-
terkirchen, Perg District - 4 pcs (A); Oss, North Brabant District - 1 pc (NL);
Pullach-Siid, Miinchen District- 8 pcs (D); Rosegg-Frog, Villach-Land District -
1 pc (A); Somlo-Berg-Séd, Veszprém District - 2 pes (H); Somlohegy, Veszprém
District - 3 pes (H) (after PATEK 1993, 67; BRATTINGA 2012, Tab. 1; supple-
mented by Z. Mirova).

4.3.9 Bronze (?) tube-like breaststraps
with a boring

2 pes from H1 (Tab. 16:14-15). They likely served as a deco-
rative part of the horse’s halter. Lost. The items do not have an
analogy.

4.3.10 Bronze breaststraps forming
two connected circles

11 pcs of wholes and 17 pcs of fragments from H1 or H2 (Tab.
14:2-27). A more subtile circle sits on the wider circle; the item
likely served for the crossing of the straps and could be found
both on the yoke and on the bridle. Breaststraps are unique in the
Czech lands.
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4.3.5 Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik
s jednim provlékacim krouzZkem

V Brné-Holaskach byl nalezen v po¢tu 13 ks v H1 nebo H2
(tab. 15), jde o typ TUT 02c dle M. Trachsela (TRACHSEL
2004, Abb. 24). Na Moravé byl tento typ objeven v Mora-
Sicich 1 (2 ks; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 106:15).
Z Cech je tento typ zndm pouze z Polakii, Prahy-Stresovic
(KOUTECKY 2008, obr. 21:34) a ze Rvenic u Loun (KOU-
TECKY 1978, 475).

4.3.6 Bronzové tutulovité knofliky
s otevienym provlékacim kruhem a kiiZem

4 ks, 2 z nich Ize zafadit do H2 (tab. 16:2-3,10-11). Typ
RFK 07 dle M. Trachsela (TRACHSEL 2004, Abb. 24). Otevie-
nym kruhem Ize provléknout dva feminky, je vhodny k jejich
prekiizeni. Kozené feminky se v Brné-Holaskach dokonce
dochovaly. Tento typ knofliku je v éeskych zemich unikatem.

4.3.7 Bronzovy tutulovity knoflik
s péti trny s otevienym kruhem a ki'izem

5 ks z H1 nebo H2 (tab. 16:5-9), jde o typ podobny
Trachselové typu RFK 08 (TRACHSEL 2004, Abb. 24).
Tento knoflik se vyskytuje ojedinéle, paralelu lze nalézt
v Horakové - ,Hlasnici (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 19:1,5), v Cechach v Dysiné¢ (KOUTECKY 2008, obr.
21:33) a dale az v Madarsku v Somlévésarhely 1 (EGG
1996b, Abb. 4:8-9).

4.3.8 Bronzové kiizové privlecky

4 ks z H1 nebo H2 (tab. 17), z toho 1 ks s otvorem ve
tvaru kosoctverce a 3 ks rekonstruovatelnych plnych pra-
vlecek. Plné ki{zové privlecky odpovidaji Trachselové typu
KZR 02 (TRACHSEL 2004, Abb. 24). Tyto pfedméty jsou
v moravském prostfedi vzacné, dva subtilnéjsi exemplare
se vyskytly v Habruvce - ,,By¢i skdle® (2 ks; PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 31:323-324a), v ¢eském
prosttedi pak pouze v Hradeniné XX (4 ks; DVORAK
1936-38, 79, obr. 9-10).

Seznam bronzovych kiiZovych priwlecek ve stiedni Evropé:

Brno-Holésky, okr. Brno-mésto — 4 ks (CZ); Dobrni¢-Reva, reg. Trebnje
- 4 ks (SLO); Habrtivka - ,,By¢i skala®, okr. Blansko - 2 ks (CZ); Hallstatt,
okr. Gmunden - 1 ks (A); Hradenin, okr. Kolin - 4 ks (CZ); Mitterkir-
chen, okr. Perg - 4 ks (A); Oss, provincie Severni Brabantsko - 1 ks (NL);
Pullach-Siid, okr. Miinchen - 8 ks (D); Rosegg-Frog, okr. Villach-Land
- 1ks (A); Somlo-Berg-Séd, zupa Veszprém - 2 ks (H); Somlohegy, Zupa
Veszprém - 3 ks (H) (podle PATEK 1993, 67; BRATTINGA 2012, Tab. 1;
doplnila Z. Mirova).

4.3.9 Bronzové (?) rourkovité privlecky
s provrtem

2 ks z HI (tab. 16:14-15). Slouzily pravdépodobné jako
ozdobna soucast konského postroje. Ztraceny. Pfedméty
nemaji analogie.

4.3.10 Bronzové priivlecky tvorené
dvéma spojenymi krouzky

11 ks celych a 17 ks fragmentti z H1 nebo H2 (tab. 14:2-
27). Na sirsi krouzek dosedd subtilngjsi krouzek, predmét
pravdépodobné slouzil ke kiiZzeni feminkd a mohl nalezet
jak ke jhu, tak k uzdecce. Pruvlecky jsou v éeskych zemich
unikatem.
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4.3.11 Bronze semi-circular-like breaststraps
with one threading eye

9 pes from H1, 7 pes from H2, 1 pc from HI or H2, 1 pc with
a perforation in the centre from H1 or H2 (Tab. 18, 24:25-26,28-
31). It appears in combination with the bridle or belongs to the
yoke, hypothetically also to the costume or belt. In Moravia they
were found in Dobelice (1 pc; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf.
100:1), in Horakov - “Hlasnica” (min. 30 pcs, as many as 80 pcs are
listed; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 19:9-10), in Hru$ovany
u Brna 1 (several tens of pcs; KOS 2011, obr. 3:46), in Hruovany
u Brna 2 (KOS 2011, obr. 4:15h-i), in Modfice 3815 (several pcs,
part of the decorated yoke; KOS 2013, 85-86, Fig. on p. 82), in
Morasice (35 pcs; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 106:9) and
in Seloutky (2 pcs; KONECNA 2005, tab. 3:10-11).

4.3.12 Bronze studs

A total of 16 pcs, of which 15 pcs from H1 and 1 pc from H2
(Tab. 19, 24:31). In Moravia, they appear in connection with the
horse’s harness - bridle or yoke, namely in Brno-Horni Her$pice 3
(?ks), Habravka - “By¢i skdla” (1 pc; PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 31:328), Horakov - “Hlasnica” (17 pcs larger,
tens of pcs of smaller studs; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf.
19:8,11-14), Hru$ovany u Brna 1 (tens of pcs, part of the yoke;
KOS 2011, obr. 3:24,43,45) or Modfice 3815 (dozens of pcs, part
of the yoke; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 85-86).

4.3.13 Bronze and iron circles

Various sizes, 32 pcs of wholes and 17 pcs of fragments,
most smooth with multi-sided slit, 17 pcs can be assigned to
H1, the rest to H1 or H2, a two-part chain to H2 (Tab. 20:1-32,
21:28,71-74). In two cases, they are circles connected in two-
(Tab. 21:28) or three-member (Tab. 21:73) chains. The circles
are, like the phalaeras and studs, hard-to-assign items. The
could come from the wagon, the yoke or the horse’s halter, or
from clothing as part of the belt. From Moravia, the circles
are (in the contexts and in combination with other safely rec-
ognized items from the horse’s halter) from Brno-Holasky 3
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:6), Bosovice 2 (STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 93:3-7), Habriivka - “By¢f skéla”
(PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 21:232-244),
Hordkov - “Hlasnica” (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf.
19:18-25), HruSovany u Brna 1 and 2 (KOS 2011, obr. 3:35,
4:14), Modfice 3815 (KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, Fig. on p. 83),
Morasice 1 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 107:1-4,6-9)
and Seloutky 2 (simple circles and circles joined in a chain;
KONECNA 2005, tab. 3:6-8,12).

4.3.14 Leather straps and fragments of leather

A total of 26 pcs (Tab. 18:13, 24:1-25), of which 23 pcs quite
clearly from H2 (Tab. 24:1-21,23-24), none belong clearly to H1;
it is thus likely that also the remnant of leather (Tab. 24:22,25)
belongs to H2. The fragments have imprints of bronze slider buck-
les, on some the breaststraps are still dressed (Tab. 18:13, 24:25).
The leather straps like belong to the horse’s harness, also the yoke
could be decorated with them.

4.4 Bronze plate-like bowls
Were found in H1 and H2, in both cases in a pair next to one

another (Fig. 4-7, Tab. 1-4). One whole very well-preserved bowl
(H1 - ¢ 45 cm, H2 - ¢ 30 cm; Tab. 1, 3) and one very fragmentary

4.3.11 Bronzové polokulovité privlecky
s jednim provlékacim ockem

9ksz HI,7kszH2,1ks zHI nebo H2, 1 ks s perforaci
uprostied z H1 nebo H2 (tab. 18, 24:25-26,28-31). Vyskytuji
se v kombinaci s uzde¢kou, nebo nalezeji ke jhu, hypoteticky
takeé ke kroji nebo opasku. Na Moravé byly nalezeny v Dobe-
licich (1 ks; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 100:1), v Hora-
kové - ,Hlasnici“ (min. 30 ks, uvadéno je az 80 ks; STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 19924, Taf. 19:9-10), v HruSovanech u Brna
1 (nékolik desitek ks; KOS 2011, obr. 3:46), v Hrusovanech
u Brna 2 (KOS 2011, obr. 4:15h-i), v Modficich 3815 (nékolik
ks, soucast zdobeného jha; KOS 2013, 85-86, obr. na str. 82),
v Morasicich (35 ks; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 106:9)
av Seloutkach (2 ks; KONECNA 2005, tab. 3:10-11).

4.3.12 Bronzové puklicky

Celkem 16 ks, z toho 15 ks z H1 a 1 ks z H2 (tab. 19, 24:31).
Na Moravé se vyskytuji v souvislosti s konskym postrojem -
uzdeckou ¢i jhem, a to v Brné-Hornich Her$picich 3 (? ks),
Habrtivee - ,,By¢i skale® (1 ks; PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 31:328), Horakové - ,,Hldsnici (17 ks vét-
$ich, desitky ks drobnych puklicek; STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 19:8,11-14), Hrusovanech u Brna 1 (desitky ks,
soucast jha; KOS 2011, obr. 3:24,43,45) nebo Modficich 3815
(desitky ks, sou¢ast jha; KOS — PRICHYSTAL 2013, 85-86).

4.3.13 Bronzové a Zelezné krouzky

Rutizné velikosti, 32 ks celych a 17 ks fragmentt, véts§inou
hladké s vicehrannym prifezem, 17 ks Ize pritadit k H1, zby-
tek k H1 nebo H2, dvouclankovy fetizek k H2 (tab. 20:1-32,
21:28,71-74). Ve 2 ptipadech jsou krouzky spojeny ve dvou-
(tab. 21:28) ¢i troj¢lankovy (tab. 21:73) fetizek. Krouzky jsou,
podobné jako falérky a puklicky, problematicky zaraditel-
nym predmétem. Mohou pochazet z vozu, jha ¢i konského
postroje, nebo zkroje jako soucast opasku. Z Moravy krouzky
pochazeji (v kontextech a v kombinaci s jinymi bezpecné
rozpoznanymi pfedméty z konského postroje) z Brna-Hold-
sek 3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:6), Bosovic 2
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 93:3-7), Habrtvky -
»By¢i skaly“ (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995,
Taf. 21:232-244), Hordkova - ,,Hlasnice“ (STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 19:18-25), Hru$ovan u Brna 1 a 2 (KOS
2011, obr. 3:35, 4:14), Modfic 3815 (KOS - PRICHYSTAL
2013, obr. na str. 83), Morasic 1 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 107:1-4,6-9) a Seloutek 2 (jednoduché krouzky
akrouzky spojené v fetizek; KONECNA 2005, tab. 3:6-8,12).

4.3.14 KozZené reminky a fragmenty kiizi

Celkem 26 ks (tab. 18:13, 24:1-25), z toho 23 ks zcela jisté
z H2 (tab. 24:1-21,23-24), k H1 bezpe¢né nendlezi Zadny, je
tedy pravdépodobné, ze rovnéz zbytek kuzi (tab. 24:22,25)
nélezi do H2. Fragmenty nesou otisky bronzovych pruvle-
¢ek, na nékterych jsou pruvlecky doposud navleceny (tab.
18:13, 24:25). Kozené feminky pravdépodobné nalezeji ke
konskému postroji, mohlo jimi byt zdobeno i jho.

4.4 Bronzové talifovité misy
Byly nalezeny v H1 a H2, v obou ptipadech v paru vedle

sebe (obr. 4-7, tab. 1-4). Z kazdého hrobu se dochovala jedna
celd velmi zachovald misa (H1 o o 45 cm, H2 0 ¢ 30 cm;
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bowl (unrestored; Tab. 2, 4) has been preserved from each grave.
Bronze bowls are not the only one of the most beautiful items in
the Hordkov graves, but they also prove as luxuries/imports the
status of the buried magnates. The hammered bronze plate-like
bowls are known from Europe only from magnate graves and
identify them by their presence (Fig. 13, 20), they have various
decoration and only some are decorated with the Sun and water-
fowl (Tab. 1:4, 3:3-4, 4:3c). The solar and bird/horse symbolism
itself shows the existence of the Sun cult and has deep roots in
the Bronze Age, and its occurrence can then be traced across
Europe (see, for example, EGG 2013, 450; SMEJTEK - SVEDOVA
2016, 246-256). Some have pearl-like depletion on the edges and
others are undecorated: from Moravia, one undecorated bowl
comes from Brat¢ice (PODBORSKY 2002, obr. 2b:33; GOLEC
2005, tab. 54), two bowls decorated with the Sun and waterfowl
from Hordkov - “Hlasnica” (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991,
Taf. 5:30, 6:31) and fragments of two bowls from Morasice 1
(NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 7:33-34) (Fig. 20,22). We
further monitor their appearance from Bohemia, Austria, Ger-
many and Hungary.

List of bronze plate-like bowls in Central Europe (Fig. 13):

Bittelbrunn, Konstanz District (D); Braté¢ice, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Brno-
-Holasky, Brno-City District (CZ); Buchheim, Tuttlingen District (D); Doba,
Veszprém District (H); Donauwérth, Donau-Ries District (D); Dysina, Plzen-
City District (CZ); Grofieibstadt, Rhon-Grabfeld District (D); Hallstatt, Gmunden
District (A); Horakov - “Hlasnica’, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Kleinklein, Leib-
nitz District (A); Kéngen, Esslingen District (D); Lengenfeld, Neumarkt in der
Oberpfalz District (D); Mef3stetten-Hossingen, Zollernalb District (D); Moragice,
Znojmo District (CZ); Nagyberki-Szalacska, Somogy District (H); Oberwie-
senacker, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Salzburg-Taxham, Stadt
Salzburg (A); Schandorf, Oberwart District (A); Slatina, Litoméfice District (CZ);
Strettweg, Murtal District (A); Tannheim, Biberach District (D); Vaskerestes, Vas
District (H); Wehringen, Augsburg District (D) (after DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT
2005, Abb. 80; supplemented by M. Golec).

The fact that the bowls were most often placed in a pair is
important (EGG 1996a, 124), as in the case of the two graves H1
and H2, they were also found in pairs in Bittelbronn, Buchheim,
GrofSeibstadt, Hallstatt (graves Nos. 504 and 507), Hordkov -
“Hlasnica’, Oberwiesenacker and Tannheim. The finding that
poorer graves very often have two large decorated ceramic
bowls and the placement of a bronze pair is only a luxurious
reflection of the society-wide funeral custom is also important.
With the bronze bowls, there was often reparation, this case
also applies for the bowl from H1 (Tab. 1:2-3) and for the exem-
plar from Bratc¢ice (GOLEC 2005, tab. 54). The plate-like bowls
have the edge ended with curling and inside of them there is
a massive wire as a brace (Tab. 4:1-2). The edge is decorated
with moulded motifs of the Sun and waterfowl. The established
term waterfowl is debatable, based on analyses of the motifs of
the situla art and other sources of the Greek Mediterranean we
believe that they do not have to be real animals (waterfowl),
but unreal, hybrid or fantastic animals, so-called hippokampoi,
a cross between a fish and a horse or seahorse, which appears
also in a winged form, or again in a combination with a bird
(MIROVA 2017, 35-38). Plate-like bowls appear in Moravian
graves in Ha C2 and Ha D1.

Bowls from H1 and H2 are typical for the earlier Ha C2, where
they are included along with exemplars from Horédkov - “Hls-
nica” (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 5:30, 6:31) and
Moragice 1 (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 7:33-34), or
e.g. from Dysina (SIEGFRIED-WEISS 1991, Taf. 14:72), Doba
(PATAY 1990, Taf. 63:143) and graves Nos. 253, 260, 273, 507,
600, 605, 607 and 789 from Hallstatt (PRUSSING 1991, Taf.
82-96). The later Ha D1 is characterised in Moravia by the exem-
plar from Bratcice and in Austria the well-dated magnate’s graves
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tab. 1, 3) a jedna misa velmi fragmentdrni (nerestaurovany;
tab. 2, 4). Bronzové misy jsou nejen jednim z nejkrasnéj-
$ich predmétti v horakovskych hrobech, ale dokladaji jako
luxus/importy také status pohfbenych velmozt. Vytepavané
bronzové talifovité misy jsou z Evropy znamy pouze z vel-
mozskych hrobti a svoji pfitomnosti je identifikuji (obr. 13,
20), maji raznou vyzdobu a jen nékteré jsou zdobeny slunci
a vodnimi ptaky (tab. 1:4, 3:3-4, 4:3c). Samotna solarni
a ptaci/konska symbolika poukazuje na existenci Slune¢niho
kultu a méd hluboké koreny jiz v dobé bronzové, jeji vyskyt
pak Ize sledovat napti¢ Evropou (podrobnéji viz napt. EGG
2013, 450; SMEJTEK - SVEDOVA 2016, 246-256). Nékteré
maji perlickové vybijeni na okraji a jiné jsou nezdobeny:
z Moravy pochdzi 1 nezdobena misa z Brat¢ic (POD-
BORSKY 2002, obr. 2b:33; GOLEC 2005, tab. 54), 2 misy
z Horakova - ,Hlasnice“ zdobené slunci a vodnimi ptaky
(NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 5:30, 6:31) a frag-
menty 2 mis z Morasic 1 (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991,
Taf. 7:33-34) (obr. 20, 22). Jejich vyskyt dale monitorujeme
z Cech, Rakouska, Némecka a Madarska.

Seznam bronzovych talifovitych mis ve stfedni Evropé (obr. 13):
Bittelbrunn, okr. Konstanz (D); Bratcice, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Brno-
-Holasky, okr. Brno-mésto (CZ); Buchheim, okr. Tuttlingen (D); Doba,
zupa Veszprém (H); Donauworth, okr. Donau-Ries (D); Dysina, okr.
Plzen-mésto (CZ); Grofleibstadt, okr. Rhon-Grabfeld (D); Hallstatt, okr.
Gmunden (A); Hordkov - ,,Hlasnica®“, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Kleinklein,
okr. Leibnitz (A); Kongen, okr. Esslingen (D); Lengenfeld, okr. Neu-
markt in der Oberpfalz (D); Mef3stetten-Hossingen, okr. Zollernalb (D);
Morasice, okr. Znojmo (CZ); Nagyberki-Szalacska, Zupa Somogy (H);
Oberwiesenacker, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Salzburg-Taxham,
Stadt Salzburg (A); Schandorf, okr. Oberwart (A); Slatina, okr. Litométice
(CZ); Strettweg, okr. Murtal (A); Tannheim, okr. Biberach (D); Vaskerestes,
zupa Vas (H); Wehringen, okr. Augsburg (D) (podle DEHN - EGG -
LEHNERT 2005, Abb. 80; doplnil M. Golec).

Dulezity je fakt, Ze misy byly uklddany nejcastéji v paru
(EGG 19964, 124), stejné jako v ptipadé obou hrobti H1 a H2,
ve dvojicich byly nalezeny také v Bittelbronnu, Buchheimu,
Grofleibstadtu, Hallstattu (hroby ¢. 504 a 507), Horakové
- »Hlasnici®, Oberwiesenackeru a Tannheimu. Dtlezité
je také zjisténi, Ze chudsi hroby velmi ¢asto obsahuji dvé
velké zdobené keramické misy a ulozeni bronzového paru
je jen luxusnim odrazem celospolecenského funeralniho
zvyku. U bronzovych mis dochdzelo ¢asto k reparacim,
tento pripad plati také pro misu z H1 (tab. 1:2-3) a rovnéz
pro exemplat z Brat¢ic (GOLEC 2005, tab. 54). Talifovité
misy maji okraj zakonceny svinutim a uvnitf néj se nachazi
masivni drat jako vystuha (tab. 4:1-2). Okraj je zdoben
vlisovanymi motivy slunce a vodnich ptaka. Ustaleny ter-
min vodni ptdk je diskutabilni, na zakladé rozborti motivii
situlového uméni a dalsich prament feckého Sttedomoti se
domnivame, Ze nemusi jit o redlna zvifata (vodni ptéky), ale
o zvifata neredlna, hybridni nebo fantaskni, tzv. hyppokam-
poi, kiizence mezi rybou a koném ¢i motskym konikem,
ktefi se vyskytuji i v okfidlené formé, ¢ili opét v kombi-
naci s ptékem (MIROVA 2017, 35-38). Talifovité misy se
v moravskych hrobech vyskytuji v Ha C2 a Ha D1. Misy
zH1aH2 jsou typické pro star$i Ha C2, kam se fadi spole¢né
s exemplari z Horakova - ,Hlasnice“ (NEKVASIL - POD-
BORSKY 1991, Taf. 5:30, 6:31) a Morasic 1 (NEKVASIL -
PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 7:33-34), nebo napf. z Dysiny
(SIEGFRIED-WEISS 1991, Taf. 14:72), Doby (PATAY 1990,
Taf. 63:143) a hrobu ¢. 253, 260, 273, 507, 600, 605, 607
a 789 z Hallstattu (PRUSSING 1991, Taf. 82-96). Mladsi
Ha D1 charakterizuje na Moravé exemplar z Brat¢ic a v Ra-
kousku dobre datované velmozské hroby z Kleinkleinu —
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Fig. 11. Possible reconstruction of the horse harness from Ha C2 based on the finds from Brno-Holasky 1 and 2 - variant A with breaststrap (5),
girth (6), yoke (7), straps attachment - ring and toggle (4), with the bridle (1-3). The bridle is comprised of the halter (1), bridle bits (2) and reins
(3) (graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Obr. 11. Mozna rekonstrukce koniského postroje z Ha C2 na zédkladé nalezt z Brna-Holasek 1 a 2 - varianta A s poprsnim femenem (5), podbiisnim
femenem (6), jhem (7), zapinanim femeni - krouzkem a roubikem (4), s uzdeckou (1-3). Uzdecka se skladd z ohlavky (1), udidla (2) a otézi (3)
(graficka uprava Z. Mirova).
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Fig. 12. Possible reconstruction of the horse harness from Ha C2 based on the finds from Brno-Holasky 1 and 2 - variant B without the breatplate,

with simple bridle (graphic modification Z. Mirova).

Obr. 12. Mozna rekonstrukce konského postroje z Ha C2 na zakladé nalezii z Brna-Holasek 1 a 2 - varianta B bez poprsniho femene, s jednodu-

chou uzdeckou (graficka uprava Z. Mirova).

from Kleinklein - “Pommerkogel” or Strettweg (EGG 1996a, Abb.
141). This type of toreutics ends in Ha D1 and they are replaced by
new types of toreutics, with which they are placed together.

4.5 Bronze ladle with levered handle of the
type Holasky

Comes from H2 (Fig. 6-7, Tab. 5). It has a small oval bowl,
on which the fork-like expanded handle is attached, held by two
rivets. At the end, it has a hammered triangular ending with an
engraved decoration of two letters “V”. The little bowl is deco-
rated under the edge with small engravings of hatched triangles
(NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 8:35). Bronze ladles with
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»~Pommerkogelu“ nebo Strettwegu (EGG 1996a, Abb. 141).
Tento typ toreutiky v Ha D1 kon¢i a je nahrazen novymi
typy toreutiky, s nimiz je jesté uklddan spole¢né.

4.5 Bronzova nabéracka s pakovitou rukojeti

typu Holasky

Pochazi z H2 (obr. 6-7, tab. 5). M4 ovalnou misku, na niz
je nasazena vidlicovité roz$itena rukojet, prichycend dvéma
nyty. Na konci ma roztepané trojihelnikovité zakonceni
s rytou vyzdobou dvou pismen ,V* Miska je pod okra-
jem zdobena drobnymi rytymi $rafovanymi trojahelniky
(NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, Taf. 8:35). Bronzové
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levered handles (Fig. 13) are rearely recorded in Moravia - 1 pc
in Brattice (PODBORSKY 2002, obr. 2b:la-c; GOLEC 2005,
tab. 56:22) and 3 pcs in a hoard in Kralice na Hané 1 (GOLEC -
FOJTIK - SMID in press). Others come from Bohemia, Poland,
Austria, Germany and Hungary.

List of bronze ladles with a levered handle in Central Europe (Fig. 13):

Aalen-Ebnat, Ostalb District (D); Borek Strzelinski, Strzelin District (PL);
Brat¢ice, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Brno-Holasky, Brno-City District (CZ);
Doba, Veszprém District (H); Gilgenberg, Braunau am Inn District (A); Hallstatt,
Gmunden District (A); Kietrz, Glubczyce District (PL); Kleinklein, Leibnitz Dis-
trict (A); Kleinleslau, Bayreuth District (D); Kralice na Hané, Prostéjov District
(CZ); Mindelheim, Unterallgiu District (D); Morasice, Znojmo District (CZ);
Oberwiesenacker, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Prague-Letilany,
Prague-City District (CZ); Stillfried, Ganserndorf District (A); Tannheim, Bibe-
rach District (D) (after CLAUSING 2001, Abb. 8; supplemented by M. Golec).

The bronze ladle from H2 helps date the grave to Ha C2 and
is the earliest in Moravia. The magnate’s grave from Bratcice and
hoard from Kralice na Hané 1 are dated to Ha D1. The focus
of the appearance of ladles with a levered handle lies in Ha C2
and Ha D1. Their usual decoration is schematized bull’s horns
on some of the ends of the handle. It is obvious that the ladles
served for ritual purposes, as if proved by their capture on the
decoration of the box and lids from Kleinklein - “Krollkogel”
in religious rites (PRUSSING 1991, Taf. 120-121, 131) and it is
also indicated by the hoard from Kralice na Hané 1 (GOLEC -
FOJTIK - SMID in press).

4.6 Iron spits with circular head

3 pes were found in H2 (Fig. 6-7). In total, 20 fragments
of spits from three exemplars have been preserved. One spit is
ended with twisting and a round head with a wrapped circle
(Tab. 6:1a-d), one spit is without twisting (or with unrecognized
twisting) ended with a circular head (Tab. 6:2), now without a cir-
cle (Tab. 7:16) and one spit can no longer be identified according
to the circular heads. The spits in H2 lay parallel to one another,
between them there were to be fragments of long animal bones
(CERVINKA 1948, 17). The fragments have been dislocated into
regular sections and it has not been ruled out that they were
originally deliberately damaged/destroyed by cutting into equal
parts (Tab. 7). The ends of these spits were mistakenly inter-
preted as parts of the wagon - linchpins, they were first correctly
determined by M. Egg (EGG 19962, 141, Abb. 82-83)" based on
the publication of S. Stegmann-Rajtar (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, 10, Taf. 4:1-2). Iron spits were luxury items in the Hall-
statt period and we record them only in magnates’ graves. In one
case, they come from the hoard in Kralice na Hané 1. In Moravia
we know of one entire pc in Bratéice, one pc of a spit without
ahead in Hordkov - “Hlasnica” and 2 pcs with heads in Kralice na
Hané 1 (GOLEC 2003-2004, obr. 1; GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID
in press). In Bohemia, three entire spits surrounded by bones
from cattle, pigs and sheep/goats were found in a grave with
a four-wheeled wagon in Prague-Letfiany (FROLIKOVA 2015,
18; KOZAKOVA et al. 2017). This find is a significant analogy to
H2. The Czech Republic is the northern boundary of the appear-
ance of spits in Central Europe (Fig. 13), where they spread with
the terriory of the East Hallstatt culture from the south. They
did not penetrate to the graves of the West Hallstatt culture; they
are known from the settlement in Heuneburg. We record them
particularly from Austria, Hungary and Slovenia (EGG 1996a,
141, Abb. 82-83; GOLEC 2003-2004, obr. 1).

14 M. Egg mistakenly placed the site Brno-Holdsky in Slovakia.

nabéracky s pakovitou rukojeti (obr. 13) jsou vzacné evido-
vany na Moravé - 1 ks v Brat¢icich (PODBORSKY 2002, obr.
2b:1a-c; GOLEC 2005, tab. 56:22) a 3 ks v depotu v Krali-
cich na Hané 1 (GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID in press). Dalsi
pochazeji z Cech, Polska, Rakouska, Némecka a Madarska.

Seznam bronzovychnabéracek s pdkovitourukojetive stfedni Evropé (obr. 13):
Aalen-Ebnat, okr. Ostalb (D); Borek Strzelinski, okr. Strzelin (PL); Brat-
Cice, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Brno-Holasky, okr. Brno-mésto (CZ); Doba,
zupa Veszprém (H); Gilgenberg, okr. Braunau am Inn (A); Hallstatt, okr.
Gmunden (A); Kietrz, okr. Glubczyce (PL); Kleinklein, okr. Leibnitz (A);
Kleinleslau, okr. Bayreuth (D); Kralice na Hané, okr. Prostéjov (CZ);
Mindelheim, okr. Unterallgdu (D); Morasice, okr. Znojmo (CZ); Ober-
wiesenacker, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Praha-Letiiany, okr.
Praha-mésto (CZ); Stillfried, okr. Ganserndorf (A); Tannheim, okr. Bibe-
rach (D) (podle CLAUSING 2001, Abb. 8; doplnil M. Golec).

Bronzova nabéracka z H2 pomahd datovat hrob do Ha C2
a je nejstar$i na Moravé. Do Ha D1 je datovany velmozsky
nabéradek s pakovitou rukojeti lezi v Ha C2 a Ha D1. Jejich
obvyklou vyzdobou jsou schematizované by¢i rohy na
nékterém z koncu rukojeti. Je zfejmé, ze nabéracky slou-
zily k ritudlnim uceltim, jak doklddd jejich zachyceni na
vyzdobé cisty a poklicky z Kleinkleinu - ,,Krollkogelu®
pfi ndbozenském obfadu (PRUSSING 1991, Taf. 120-121,
131) a naznacuje to i depot z Kralic na Hané 1 (GOLEC -
FOJTIK - SMID in press).

4.6 Zelezné rozné s kruhovou hlavici

V H2 byly nalezeny 3 ks (obr. 6-7). Celkem se dochovalo
20 fragmentl roziu ze tfi exemplafi. 1 rozen je zakonéeny
tordovanim a kruhovou hlavici s navle¢enym krouzkem
(tab. 6:1a-d), 1 rozen je bez tordovani (¢i s nerozpozna-
nym tordovanim) zakonceny kruhovou hlavici (tab. 6:2),
nyni bez krouzku (tab. 7:16), a 1 rozen jiz nelze podle
kruhové hlavice identifikovat. Rozné v H2 lezely rovno-
bézné vedle sebe, mezi nimi mély byt fragmenty dlouhych
zvitecich kosti (CERVINKA 1948, 17). Fragmenty jsou
rozpadlé na pravidelné ¢asti a neni vylouceno, ze byly
pivodné zdmérné poskozeny/zni¢eny rozsekdnim na
stejné dlouhé dily (tab. 7). Nakon¢i téchto rozit byla
mylné interpretovana jako ¢asti vozu - zakolniky; spravné
je urdil teprve M. Egg (EGG 1996a, 141, Abb. 82-83)"
na zakladé publikace S. Stegmann-Rajtar (STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992a, 10, Taf. 4:1-2). Zelezné rozné byly v dobé
halstatské luxusnimi predméty, které evidujeme pouze
ve velmozskych hrobech, v jednom pripadé pochazeji
z depotu v Kralicich na Hané 1. Na Moravé zname 1 cely
ks v Bratcicich, 1 ks rozné bez hlavice v Horakové - ,,Hlas-
nici“ a 2 ks s hlavicemi v Kralicich na Hané 1 (GOLEC
2003-2004, obr. 1; GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID in press).
V Cechéch byly nalezeny 3 celé rozné obklopené kostmi
ze skotu, vepre a ovce/kozy v hrobé se ¢tyrkolovym vozem
v Praze-Lettianech (FROLIKOVA 2015, 18; KOZAKOVA
et al. 2017). Tento nalez je vyznamnou analogii k H2.
Cesk4 republika je severni hranici vyskytu rozii ve stfedni
Evropé (obr. 13), kam se rozsitily teritoriem vychodohal-
$tatské kultury z jihu. Do hrobu zapadohalstatské kultury
nepronikly, znamy jsou ze sidlisté na Heuneburgu. Evi-
dujeme je predevs$im z Rakouska, Madarska a Slovinska
(EGG 19964, 141, Abb. 82-83; GOLEC 2003-2004, obr. 1).

14 M. Egg mylné umistil lokalitu Brno-Holasky na Slovensko.
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Fig. 13. The spread of table services: bronze plate-like bowls, bronze ladles and iron spits in Central Europe (after EGG 1996a,
141, Abb. 82-83; CLAUSING 2001, Abb. 8; GOLEC 2003-2004, Fig. 1; DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, Abb. 80; lists of the sites
are presented in chap. 4.4-4.6; compiled by M. Golec).

Obr. 13. Rozsifeni jidelnich servisi: bronzovych talifovitych mis, bronzovych nabéracek a Zeleznych rozii ve stfedni Evropé
(podle EGG 19964, 141, Abb. 82-83; CLAUSING 2001, Abb. 8; GOLEC 2003-2004, obr. 1; DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, Abb.
80; seznamy lokalit jsou uvedeny v kap. 4.4-4.6; sestavil M. Golec).
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List of iron spits in Central Europe (Fig. 13):

Bratcice, Brno-Rural District (CZ); Brno-Holasky, Brno-City District (CZ); Hall-
statt, Gmunden District (A); Hordkov - “Hldsnica”, Brno-Rural District (CZ);
Kralice na Hané, Prostéjov District (CZ); Prague-Letniany, Prague-City District
(CZ); Rosegg-Frog, Villach-Land District (A); Schandorf, Oberwart District (A);
Strettweg, Murtal District (A) (after EGG 1996a, Abb. 82-83; GOLEC 2003-2004,
obr. 1; supplemented by M. Golec).

In Moravia, spits belonged chronologically both to Ha C2,
where H2 and Horakov - “Hlasnica” belong, and Ha D1, to which
the spit from Bratcice and the hoard from Kralice na Hané 1 can be
dated. The important magnate graves with spits from Kleinklein -
“Krollkogel” are also dated to Ha D1 (DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT
2005, 245) and Strettweg (EGG 1996a, 243-245).

4.7 An iron sword with tongue-like handle
of the Mindelheim type

Was deposited in H1 on the right side of a man. It was origi-
nally slid into the wooden sheath, which has been preserved on
the surface of the sword; the handle of organic matter was held by
seven bronze rivets. Swords are identifiers of the elites and belong
to the prestigious items, representing the highest social status
(Fig. 20). In Moravia, they have been found only in the magnates’
graves in the number of 6 pieces. The iron sword from the begin-
ning of the Hallstatt period (Ha Cla) comes from Brno-Obtany
169 (ADAMEK 1961, tab. CXXXIIL:1; STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1986, Taf. 2:1). A bronze sword of the Giindlingen type from
Klentnice 78 comes from the same time (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, 10, Taf. 69:1). The later Mindelheim type from Ha C2 is
in H1 and further in Brno-Horni Her$pice 3 (GOLEC 2005, tab.
228:7; CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 134, photo 76).
The fragment of the iron sword from Ha C2 might also come from
Morasice 1, but it is not certain whether it is not another object
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 107:12). An as-yet undeter-
mined type of iron sword in a sheath was found in Zlin-Louky
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 10, Taf. 85:3-4).

List of iron Hallstatt swords from Ha C in Central Europe:

AltmithImiinster, Stadt Riedenburg (D); Aschering, Starnberg District (D);
Atting, Straubing-Bogen District (D); Bad Rappenau, Heilbronn District
(D); Bamberg, Bamberg District (D); Bastheim, Rhon-Grabfeld District (D);
Beilngries, Eichstitt District (D); Beilngries-Neuhaus, Eichstitt District (D);
Beratzhausen, Regensburg District (D); Bingenheim, Wetterau District (D);
Bobingen, Augsburg District (D); Bottingen, Tuttlingen District (D); Brno-Ho-
lasky, Brno-City District (CZ); Brno-Horni Her$pice, Brno-City District (CZ);
Brno-Obtany, Brno-City District (CZ); Brasy, Rokycany District (CZ); Doba,
Veszprém District (H); Dolany, Plzen-North District (CZ); Donaueschingen-
-Griiningen, Schwarzwald-Baar-Kreis District (D); Dysina, Plzen-City District
(CZ); Ebenhofen, Ostallgdu District (D); Eberstadt, Heilbronn District (D);
Eberstal, Hohenlohe District (D); Eggolsheim, Forchheim District (D); Eglfing,
Weilheim-Schongau District (D); Elsenfeld, Miltenberg District (D); Emmerting-
-Bruck, Altétting District (D); Erbach-Ringingen, Alb-Donau-Kreis District (D);
Erlenbach am Main-Streit, Miltenberg District (D); Etting, Weilheim-Schongau
District (D); Friedberg, Aichach-Friedberg District (D); Fiirstenfeldbruck,
Fiirstenfeldbruck District (D); Gaisheim, Amberg-Sulzbach District (D); Gar-
chingan der Alz, Altétting District D); Gauting, Starnberg District (D); Gehrsricht,
Amberg-Sulzbach District (D); Gemeinlebarn, Sankt Polten-Land District (A);
Giebelstadt, Wiirzburg District (D); Gilgenberg am Weilhart, Braunau am Inn
District (A); Gomadingen, Reutlingen District (D); Gosberg, Forchheim District
(D); Gottesberg, Straubing-Bogen District (D); Grafrath-Miihlhart, Fiirstenfeld-
bruck District (D); Grofleibstadt, Rhon-Grabfeld District (D); Grofimehring,
Eichstitt District (D); Groflostheim, Aschaffenburg District (D); Giinching, Neu-
markt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Harenzhofen, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz
District (D); Hirschaid, Bamberg District (D); Hohenstein-Oberstetten, Reutlin-
gen District (D); Honstetten, Konstanz District (D); Hradenin, Kolin District
(CZ); Huglfing, Weilheim-Schongau District (D); lmmiinster, Pfaffenhofen an
der IIm District (D); Ilsfeld, Heilbronn District (D); Karlstein am Main-Dettin-
gen, Aschaffenburg District (D); Kersbach, Hersbruck District (D); Klasterni
Skalice - “Zarybnik’, Kolin District (CZ); Kleinwenkheim, Bad Kissingen District

Seznam Zeleznych roz#ii ve stredni Evropé (obr. 13):

Brat¢ice, okr. Brno-venkov (CZ); Brno-Holdsky, okr. Brno-mésto (CZ);
Hallstatt, okr. Gmunden (A); Hordkov - ,Hlésnica“, okr. Brno-venkov
(CZ); Kralice na Hané, okr. Prostéjov (CZ); Praha-Letnany, okr. Praha-
-mésto (CZ); Rosegg-Frog, okr. Villach-Land (A); Schandorf, okr.
Oberwart (A); Strettweg, okr. Murtal (A) (podle EGG 1996a, Abb. 82-83;
GOLEC 2003-2004, obr. 1; doplnil M. Golec).

Na Moravé rozné chronologicky nalezeji jak Ha C2, kam
patfi H2 a Hordkov - ,Hldsnica®, tak Ha D1, do néhoz lze
datovat rozen z Bratcic a depot z Kralic na Hané 1. DoHa D1
jsou datovany také vyznamné velmozské hroby s rozni
z Kleinkleinu - ,,Krollkogelu“ (DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT
2005, 245) a Strettwegu (EGG 1996a, 243-245).

4.7 Zelezny mec s jazykovitou rukojeti typu
Mindelheim

Byl ulozeny v H1 po pravém boku muze. Piivodné byl
zasunuty do dfevéné pochvy, ktera se dochovala na povrchu
mece; rukojet z organické hmoty drzelo sedm bronzovych
nyttl. Mece jsou identifikdtory elit a nalezeji k prestiznim
pfedmétiim, reprezentuji nejvyssi socidlni status (obr. 20).
Na Moravé byly nalezeny pouze ve velmozskych hro-
bech v poétu 6 ks. Zelezny me¢ z pocitku doby halstatské
(Ha Cla) pochdzi z Brna-Obfan 169 (ADAMEK 1961,
tab. CXXXIII:1; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1986, Taf. 2:1). Ze
stejného obdobi pochazi bronzovy me¢ typu Giindlingen
z Klentnice 78 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 10, Taf. 69:1).
Mladsi typ Mindelheim z Ha C2 jevH1 a dile vBrné-Hornich
Herspicich 3 (GOLEC 2005, tab. 228:7; CIZMAROVA -
HOLUBOVA 2011, obr. 134, foto 76). Fragment Zelezného
mece z Ha C2 mozna pochazi i z Morasic 1, ale neni jisté,
zda nejde o jiny predmét (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 107:12). Doposud neurcitelny typ Zzelezného mece
v pochvé byl nalezen ve Zliné-Loukach (STEGMANN-RAJ-
TAR 19924, 10, Taf. 85:3-4).

Seznam zeleznych halstatskych mecii z Ha C ve stfedni Evropé:

Altmithlmiinster, Stadt Riedenburg (D); Aschering, okr. Starnberg (D);
Atting, okr. Straubing-Bogen (D); Bad Rappenau, okr. Heilbronn (D);
Bamberg, okr. Bamberg (D); Bastheim, okr. Rhon-Grabfeld (D); Beilngries,
okr. Eichstitt (D); Beilngries-Neuhaus, okr. Eichstitt (D); Beratzhausen,
okr. Regensburg (D); Bingenheim, okr. Wetterau (D); Bobingen, okr.
Augsburg (D); Bottingen, okr. Tuttlingen (D); Brno-Holasky, okr. Brno-
-mésto (CZ); Brno-Horni Herspice, okr. Brno-mésto (CZ); Brno-Obtany,
okr. Brno-mésto (CZ); Bfasy, okr. Rokycany (CZ); Doba, Zupa Veszprém
(D); Dolany, okr. Plzen-sever (CZ); Donaueschingen-Griiningen, okr.
Schwarzwald-Baar-Kreis (D); Dy8ina, okr. Plzeni-mésto (CZ); Ebenhofen,
okr. Ostallgau (D); Eberstadt, okr. Heilbronn (D); Eberstal, okr. Hohenlohe
(D); Eggolsheim, okr. Forchheim (D); Eglfing, okr. Weilheim-Schongau
(D); Elsenfeld, okr. Miltenberg (D); Emmerting-Bruck, okr. Altotting (D);
Erbach-Ringingen, okr. Alb-Donau-Kreis (D); Erlenbach am Main-Streit,
okr. Miltenberg (D); Etting, okr. Weilheim-Schongau (D); Friedberg, okr.
Aichach-Friedberg (D); Firstenfeldbruck, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D);
Gaisheim, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach (D); Garching an der Alz, okr. Altétting
(D); Gauting, okr. Starnberg (D); Gehrsricht, okr. Amberg-Sulzbach (D);
Gemeinlebarn, okr. Sankt Pélten-Land (A); Giebelstadt, okr. Wiirzburg
(D); Gilgenberg am Weilhart, okr. Braunau am Inn (A); Gomadingen, okr.
Reutlingen (D); Gosberg, okr. Forchheim (D); Gottesberg, okr. Straubing-
-Bogen (D); Grafrath-Miihlhart, okr. Fiirstenfeldbruck (D); Grof3eibstadt,
okr. Rhon-Grabfeld (D); Grofimehring, okr. Eichstétt (D); Groflostheim,
okr. Aschaffenburg (D); Giinching, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D);
Harenzhofen, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Hirschaid, okr. Bam-
berg (D); Hohenstein-Oberstetten, okr. Reutlingen (D); Honstetten,
okr. Konstanz (D); Hradenin, okr. Kolin (CZ); Huglfing, okr. Weilheim-
-Schongau (D); Ilmmiinster, okr. Pfaffenhofen an der Ilm (D); Ilsfeld, okr.
Heilbronn (D); Karlstein am Main-Dettingen, okr. Aschaffenburg (D); Kers-
bach, okr. Hersbruck (D); Klasterni Skalice - ,,Zarybnik®, okr. Kolin (CZ);
Kleinwenkheim, okr. Bad Kissingen (D); Kolin, okr. Kolin (CZ); Kostelik,
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(D); Kolin, Kolin District (CZ); Kostelik, Rakovnik District (CZ); Kraichtal-
-Menzingen, Karlsruhe District (D); Kysice, Plzen-City District (CZ); Leibnitz,
Leibnitz District (A); Leinach, Wiirzburg District (D); Lengenfeld, Ansbach
District (D); Lhotka nad Labem, Litoméfice District (CZ); Lovosice, Litoméfice
District (CZ); Maiersch, Horn District (A); Maising, Starnberg District (D);
Manching, Pfaffenhofen an der Ilm District (D); Mirsdorf, Coburg District (D);
Mémlingen, Miltenberg District (D); Morasice, Znojmo District (CZ); Miinchen-
-Moosach, Miinchen District (D); Miinsing, Bad Tolz-Wolfratshausen District
(D); Miinsingen, Reutlingen District (D); Miinsingen-Bottingen, Reutlingen Dis-
trict (D); Nendingen, Tuttlingen District (D); Neudorf, Lichtenfels District (D);
Neuensee, Lichtenfels District (D); Nynice, Plzeni-North District (CZ); Oberteu-
ringen, Bodensee District (D); Oberwaldbehrungen, Rhon-Grabfeld District (D);
Oberwiesenacker, Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Opo¢nice, Nymburk
District (CZ); Ottensheim, Urfahr District (A); Parsberg-Haidensbuch, Neu-
markt in der Oberpfalz District (D); Pazderna, Jindfichiv Hradec District (CZ);
Pegnitz-Haselbrunn, Bayreuth District (D); Pilsach-Dietkirchen, Neumarkt in
der Oberpfalz District (D); Pinzberg, Forchheim District (D); Prague-Stfesovice,
Prague-City District (CZ); Protivin, Pisek District (CZ); Pronsdorf, Neumarkt in
der Oberpfalz District (D); Pullach, Miinchen District (D); Ranshofen, Braunau
am Inn District (A); Reisenburg, Giinzburg District (D); Riegsee, Garmisch-
-Partenkirchen District (D); Rottenburg-Baisingen, Tiibingen District (D); Salem,
Bodensee District (D); Schirndorf, Rems-Murr-Kreis District (D); Sindringen,
Hohenlohe District (D); Skalice, Tabor District (CZ); Somlévasarhely, Veszprém
District (H); Spatzenhausen, Garmisch-Partenkirchen District (D); Steingebron,
Reutlingen District (D); Stopfenheim, Weiflenburg-Gunzenhausen District (D);
Straubing, Straubing-Bogen District (D); Stublang, Lichtenfels District (D);
Tailfingen-Truchtelfingen, Zollernalb District (D); Tannheim, Biberach District
(D); Tauberbischofsheim, Main-Tauber-Kreis District (D); Thurnau-Berndorf,
Kulmbach District (D); Triefenstein-Trennfeld, Main-Spessart District (D); Troch-
telfingen, Reutlingen District (D); Ujezd u Chocné - “Chloumek’, Usti nad Orlici
District (CZ); Unétice, Prague-West District (CZ); Vilsingen, Sigmaringen Dis-
trict (D); Wadendorf, Bayreuth District (D); Wahlwies, Konstanz District (D);
Walldorf, Rhein-Neckar-Kreis District (D); Westheim, Neustadt an der Aisch-
-Bad Windsheim District (D); Wielenbach, Weilheim-Schongau District (D);
Wiesloch, Rhein-Neckar-Kreis District (D); Wilsingen, Reutlingen District (D);
Wroclaw-Ksieze Male, Wroctaw District (PL); Zahoti, Pisek District (CZ); Zlin-
-Louky, Zlin District (CZ) (after GERDSEN 1986; supplemented by Z. Mirova).

Hallstatt swords are characteristic for Ha C and are only quite
exceptionally deposited in Ha D (TRACHSEL 2004, 133, Abb. 71;
EGG - KRAMER 2013, 109-114, Abb. 39:1; Taf. 15:1). No Mora-
vian sword is dated to Ha D1. We find iron swords especially in
West Hallstatt culture and the same is true for daggers. From
Ha D, daggers became fashionable (SIEVERS 1982), which, how-
ever, appear only very rarely in East Hallstatt culture - the main
weapons here became axes and spears, which is proved not only
by the finds from graves but also the situla art (KERN et al. 2009,
Fig. on p. 18-19, 21, 23).

4.8 Iron spears with bushings and central rib

1 pc comes from H1, significantly damaged by corrosion (Fig.
4-5, Tab. 11:1), 2 pcs come from H2 (Fig. 6-7, Tab. 10). All of the
exemplars belong to the type of iron spears with central ribs on
the blade. A spear shows the significant position of the magnates
in HI and H2; nevertheless, it is not itself put in the category of
luxury items/imports, it is also found in the graves of the medium
wealthy. The presence of 2 pcs indicates the socially hightes placed
male, but the sites of Slavkov u Brna 2 (KOS 2016, obr. 3:11-12)
and Suchohrdly - “Stary Zamek” (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 118:21-22) prove that the parameter of the existence of 2
spears itself without other identifiers does not classify a grave
among those of the magnates (Fig. 20). Iron spears belong both
to Ha C and to Ha D. This rule applies not only for Moravia,
but also for other regions of Central Europe. From Moravia, we
record spears much more often from the Hordkov group, less so
far from the Platénice group, where they are found in only four
sites — Dobrcice (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 246:6), Jevicko B/39
(JARUSKOVA - STROF eds. a kol. 2014, obr. 62), Moravicany
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okr. Rakovnik (CZ); Kraichtal-Menzingen, okr. Karlsruhe (D); Kysice, okr.
Plzen-mésto (CZ); Leibnitz, okr. Leibnitz (A); Leinach, okr. Wiirzburg (D);
Lengenfeld, okr. Ansbach (D); Lhotka nad Labem, okr. Litoméfice (CZ);
Lovosice, okr. Litoméfice (CZ); Maiersch, okr. Horn (A); Maising, okr.
Starnberg (D); Manching, okr. Pfaffenhofen an der Ilm (D); Mirsdorf, okr.
Coburg (D); Mémlingen, okr. Miltenberg (D); Morasice, okr. Znojmo (CZ);
Miinchen-Moosach, okr. Miinchen (D); Miinsing, okr. Bad Tolz-Wolfrats-
hausen (D); Miinsingen, okr. Reutlingen (D); Miinsingen-Béttingen, okr.
Reutlingen (D); Nendingen, okr. Tuttlingen (D); Neudorf, okr. Lichtenfels
(D); Neuensee, okr. Lichtenfels (D); Nynice, okr. Plzen-sever (CZ); Ober-
teuringen, okr. Bodensee (D); Oberwaldbehrungen, okr. Rhon-Grabfeld
(D); Oberwiesenacker, okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Opocnice,
okr. Nymburk (CZ); Ottensheim, okr. Urfahr (A); Parsberg-Haidensbuch,
okr. Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Pazderna, okr. Jindfichuv Hradec
(CZ); Pegnitz-Haselbrunn, okr. Bayreuth (D); Pilsach-Dietkirchen, okr.
Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Pinzberg, okr. Forchheim (D); Praha-Stfe-
Sovice, okr. Praha-mésto (CZ); Protivin, okr. Pisek (CZ); Pronsdorf, okr.
Neumarkt in der Oberpfalz (D); Pullach, okr. Miinchen (D); Ranshofen,
okr. Braunau am Inn (A); Reisenburg, okr. Giinzburg (D); Riegsee, okr.
Garmisch-Partenkirchen (D); Rottenburg-Baisingen, okr. Tiibingen (D);
Salem, okr. Bodensee (D); Schirndorf, okr. Rems-Murr-Kreis (D); Sindrin-
gen, okr. Hohenlohe (D); Skalice, okr. Tabor (CZ); Soml6vasérhely, Zupa
Veszprém (H); Spatzenhausen, okr. Garmisch-Partenkirchen (D); Steinge-
bron, okr. Reutlingen (D); Stopfenheim, okr. WeiSenburg-Gunzenhausen
(D); Straubing, okr. Straubing-Bogen (D); Stublang, okr. Lichtenfels (D);
Tailfingen-Truchtelfingen, okr. Zollernalb (D); Tannheim, okr. Biberach
(D); Tauberbischofsheim, okr. Main-Tauber-Kreis (D); Thurnau-Berndorf,
okr. Kulmbach (D); Triefenstein-Trennfeld, okr. Main-Spessart (D); Troch-
telfingen, okr. Reutlingen (D); Ujezd u Chocné - ,,Chloumek; okr. Usti nad
Orlici (CZ); Unétice, okr. Praha-zapad (CZ); Vilsingen, okr. Sigmaringen
(D); Wadendorf, okr. Bayreuth (D); Wahlwies, okr. Konstanz (D); Walldorf,
okr. Rhein-Neckar-Kreis (D); Westheim, okr. Neustadt an der Aisch-Bad
Windsheim (D); Wielenbach, okr. Weilheim-Schongau (D); Wiesloch, okr.
Rhein-Neckar-Kreis (D); Wilsingen, okr. Reutlingen (D); Wroclaw-Ksi¢ze
Mate, okr. Wroctaw (PL); Zahoti, okr. Pisek (CZ); Zlin-Louky, okr. Zlin
(CZ) (podle GERDSEN 1986; doplnila Z. Mirova).

Hal$tatské mece jsou charakteristické pro HaCav HaD
jsou ukladany jiz jen zcela vyjime¢né (TRACHSEL 2004,
133, Abb. 71; EGG - KRAMER 2013, 109-114, Abb. 39:1,
Taf. 15:1). Zadny moravsky me¢ neni datovdn do Ha D1.
Zelezné mece nalezneme zejména v zépadohalstatské kul-
tufe a totéz plati o dykach. Od Ha D se staly médnimi
dyky (SIEVERS 1982), které se vSak ve vychodohalstatské
kultute vyskytuji jen velmi vzacné — hlavnimi zbranémi
se zde staly sekery a kopi, coz doklidaji nejen nalezy
z hrobd, ale také situlové uméni (KERN et al. 2009, obr. na
str. 18-19, 21, 23).

4.8 Zelezna kopi s tuleji a sttedovym zebrem

Z H1 pochazi 1 ks, zna¢né poniceny korozi (obr. 4-5, tab.
11:1), z H2 pochdzeji 2 ks (obr. 6-7, tab. 10). VSechny exem-
plare naleZeji k typu Zeleznych kopi se sttedovymi zebry na
listu. Kopi poukazuje na vyznamné postaveni velmozii v H1
a H2, nicméné samo o sobé neni razeno do kategorie luxus-
nich pfedmétil/importt, nachazi se také ve sttedné bohatych
hrobech. Pfitomnost 2 ks indikuje spole¢ensky nejvyse
postavené muze, avsak lokality Slavkov u Brna 2 (KOS 2016,
obr. 3:11-12) a Suchohrdly - ,,Stary Zamek“ (STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 118:21-22) doklddaji, Zze samotny
parametr existence 2 kopi bez jinych identifikatorti neradi
hroby mezi velmozské (obr. 20). Zeleznd kopi naleZeji jak do
Ha C, tak i do Ha D. Toto pravidlo plati nejen pro Moravu,
ale i pro dalsi regiony stfedni Evropy. Z Moravy kopi evi-
dujeme mnohem castéji z hordkovské skupiny, méné zatim
z platénické skupiny, kam nélezeji jen ¢tyfilokality - Dobr¢ice
(NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 246:6), Jevicko B/39 (JARUSKOVA -
STROF eds. a kol. 2014, obr. 62), Moravi¢any 1100 a 1146
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1100 and 1146 (MAKAROVA 2017, 89) and Namést na Hané -
“Biskupstvi” (CERVINKA 1902, obr. 122:2).

List of iron spears with bushings and central rib in Moravia:

Bogovice 2, Vyskov District (1 pc); Bratcice, Brno-Rural District (2 pcs); Brno-
Holasky 1, Brno-City District (1 pc), Brno-Holasky 2, Brno-City District (2 pcs);
Brno-Obtany 169, Brno-City District (1 pc); Brno-Zidenice, Brno-City District
(1 ks); Divdky - “Burberk’, Bieclav District (1 pc); Dobréice, Perov District
(1 pc + spike); Habrtivka — “By¢i skéla’, Blansko District (various contexts 3 pcs);
Horakov - “Hlasnica’, Brno-Rural District (2 pcs + tip); Jevitko B/39, Svitavy
District (1 pc); Modtice 3815, Brno-Rural District (1 ks); Moravi¢any 1100,
Sumperk District (1 pc); Moravi¢any 1146, Sumperk District (3 pes); Namést
na Hané - “Biskupstvi”, Olomouc District (1 pc); Oslavany, Brno-Rural District
(1 pc); Slavkov u Brna 2, Vyskov District (2 pcs + tip); Suchohrdly 1, Znojmo
District (2 pcs), Trsténice 3, Znojmo District (1 pc); Vedrovice 1, Znojmo Dis-
trict (1 pc); Zlin-Louky, Zlin District (? pcs); Znojmo 17, Znojmo District (1 pc)
(compiled by M. Golec).

4.9 Iron knives with a tang

2 whole knives come from H1 (Tab. 9:1-2), large fragments
of 3 knives from H3 (Tab. 9:3-5) and 1 knife from H4 (Fig. 8).
The place of the knives is not known in any of the graves. Iron
knives with a bent blade and tang are widespread in Moravia
in the Hordkov and Platénice groups. According to the attach-
ment to the handle, we divide them into knives with a tang and
knives with a plate (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995,
81). Iron knives with a tang can be divided futher according to
the shape of the blade into subtypes (PODBORSKY 1972, 12;
MAKAROVA 2017, 72-75). Their shape builds on the bronze
knives of the Late Bronze Age, which exceptionally survive to the
Hallstatt period Ha C1, further already completely dominated by
iron. We find them most often in graves, both in magnates’ graves
and in the graves of the middle class. They also come often from
flat settlements and hillforts - e.g. from Jarometice nad Rokyt-
nou, Kfenovice, Oslavany and Podivice. We classify this universal
item in the category of tools, although it is clear that it could serve
many other purposes, e.g. as a weapon or razor. Larger knives
typologically cover with sickles and the boundary is not visible
(NOVAK 2017, tab. 4:6). It has not been ruled out that the knives
also served as sharpening steels for starting a fire, which we can-
not confirm as yet; stone chips often appear in graves, but their
function as flint stones has not yet been confirmed. The knives in
the graves regularly appear next to the meat food, and thus belong
to the dinner service. They are typical for the graves of men and
women. A whetstone was used for their sharpening. A knife and
whetstone were likely carried in the belts (Fig. 24), as confirmed
by the find from Slavkov u Brna 2 (KOS 2016, obr. 3:15). From
Moravia, a bone knife handle with a tang is also proved from
Habriivka - “By¢i skala” (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH
1995, Taf. 45:405).

4.10 Gold hairring/earring from wound
wire without decoration

The exemplare from a subtile wire was found in H1 at the
right temple of the additional burial of a woman (Tab. 22:25). The
gold indicates a magnate grave of women (Fig. 19-20). Earring/
hairring with three windings come from a cremation additional
grave from Horakov - “Hldsnica” (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
17). Both graves belong to Ha C2. Two spiral-like rings come
from magnate graves Jevicko A/39 and B/39 from Ha C2-DI
(JARUSKOVA - STROF eds. a kol. 2014, 162, obr. 62). From
Habrtivka - “By¢i skdla” from Ha D1-D2-early, we know of two
pairs of band earrings/hairrings deposited next to the skull of the

(MAKAROVA 2017, 89) a Namést na Hané - ,,Biskupstvi
(CERVINKA 1902, obr. 122:2).

Seznam zeleznych kopi s tuleji a stredovym Zebrem na Morave:

Bosovice 2, okr. Vyskov (1 ks); Bratcice, okr. Brno-venkov (2 ks); Brno-
-Holésky 1, okr. Brno-mésto (1 ks), Brno-Holasky 2, okr. Brno-mésto
(2 ks); Brno-Obtany 169, okr. Brno-mésto (1 ks); Brno-Zidenice, okr.
Brno-mésto (1 ks); Divaky - ,,Burberk®, okr. Bfeclav (1 ks); Dobr¢ice,
okr. Prerov (1 ks + botka); Habrtivka — ,,By¢i skdla®, okr. Blansko (rtizné
kontexty 3 ks); Horakov - ,,Hlasnica®, okr. Brno-venkov (2 ks + botka);
Jevicko B/39, okr. Svitavy (1 ks); Modfice 3815, okr. Brno-venkov (1 ks);
Moravi¢any 1100, okr. Sumperk (1 ks); Moravi¢any 1146, okr. Sumperk
(3 ks); Namést na Hané - ,,Biskupstvi‘, okr. Olomouc (1 ks); Oslavany, okr.
Brno-venkov (1 ks); Slavkov u Brna 2, okr. Vyskov (2 ks + botka); Sucho-
hrdly 1, okr. Znojmo (2 ks), Trsténice 3, okr. Znojmo (1 ks); Vedrovice 1,
okr. Znojmo (1 ks); Zlin-Louky, okr. Zlin (? ks); Znojmo 17, okr. Znojmo
(1 ks) (sestavil M. Golec).

4.9 Zelezné noze s trnem

2 celé noze pochazeji z H1 (tab. 9:1-2), velké fragmenty
3 nozti z H3 (tab. 9:3-5) a 1 niiZ z H4 (obr. 8). Poloha nozt
v zadném z hrobt neni zndmd. Zelezné noze s prohnu-
tou Cepeli a trnem jsou na Moravé rozsiteny v hordkovské
i platénické skupiné. Dle nasazeni k rukojeti je délime na
noze s trnem a noze s destickou (PARZINGER - NEKVA-
SIL - BARTH 1995, 81). Zelezné noZe s trnem lze ¢lenit
déle podle tvaru éepele na podtypy (PODBORSKY 1972,
12; MAKAROVA 2017, 72-75). Svym tvarem navazuji na
bronzové noze pozdni doby bronzové, jez vyjimecné pre-
zivaji do doby halstatské Ha C1, dale jiz zcela prevazilo
zelezo. Nachdzime je nejcastéji v hrobech, a to jak ve vel-
mozskych hrobech, tak i v hrobech stfedni vrstvy. Pochazeji
téZ casto z rovinnych sidlist a hradi$t - napt. z Jarometic
nad Rokytnou, Kfenovic, Oslavan a Podivic. Tento uni-
verzalni pfedmét fadime do kategorie nastroji, i kdyz je
zfejmé, ze mohl slouzit k mnoha jinym uceléim, napt. jako
zbran nebo britva. Vétsi noze se typologicky prekryvaji se
srpy a hranice neni zietelnd (NOVAK 2017, tab. 4:6). Neni
vylouceno, ze noze slouzily téz jako ocilky pro rozdélavani
ohné, coz nemtizeme zatim potvrdit; v hrobech se sice ¢asto
objevuji kamenné astépy, avsak jejich funkce jako kresa-
dlovych kament nebyla zatim potvrzena. Noze v hrobech
se pravidelné nachdzeji vedle masité potravy, a nalezeji tedy
k jidelnimu servisu. Jsou typické jak pro hroby muzi, tak
izen. Pro jejich brous$eni bylo uzivano brouski. Niiz a brou-
sek byly pravdépodobné noseny na opascich (obr. 24), jak
potvrdil nalez ze Slavkova u Brna 2 (KOS 2016, obr. 3:15).
Z Moravy je dolozena také kosténa stfenka noze s trnem
z Habruavky - ,By¢i skaly“ (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 45:405).

4.10 Zlata zausnice/nausnice ze svinutého
dratku bez vyzdoby

Exemplér ze subtilniho dratku byl nalezen v H1 u pra-
vého spanku pridavného pohibu Zeny (tab. 22:25). Zlato
indikuje velmozské hroby Zen (obr. 19-20). Nau$nice/
zdusnice se tfemi vinutimi pochdzi ze zarového pridavného
hrobu z Hordkova - ,Hlasnice* (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, 17). Oba hroby nalezeji do Ha C2. Z velmozskych
hrobt Jevicko A/39 a B/39 z Ha C2-D1 pochazeji 2 spi-
ralovité prsteny (JARUSKOVA - STROF eds. a kol. 2014,
162, obr. 62). Z Habrtvky - ,By¢i skaly“ z Ha D1-D2-stary
zname 2 pary pasovych nausnic/zausnic ulozenych u lebek
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skeleton (Fig. 20; Habrivka - “By¢i skdla” 3 and 4) and two pairs
without a context (previously mistakenly judged to be diadems),
two rings on the hand of the skeleton (Fig. 20; Habrtivka - “Byci
skdla” 2) and 6 rings without a context as well as 2 bracelets
without a context (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 68, 90). In West Hallstatt
culture, golden jewellery is relatively numerous, variously shaped
(ring and sheet) gold earrings/hairrings are typical for female
and male clothing. They found usage in Ha C only sporadically
(HANSEN 2010, 119-123). Their popularity increases from Ha D1
and lasts until the Early La Tene period. One of the centres of
the appearance of golden items of the East Hallstatt culture is the
Dolenjsko group, where a few sheet gold earrings/hairrings were
components of women’s clothing mainly in the layers Ha D2-D3
(TERZAN 1976, 384, 388).

4.11 Bronze hairring/earring from wound wire
with finely engraved (spiral) decoration

Were found in H1 at the left templ of the buried woman
(Tab. 22:24). It can be said overall that it is a typical woman’s
jewellery and we regularly find them with the magnate layer.
One exemplar without a spiral comes from Horakov - “Hlas-
nica” (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 19:26). It was likely
a pair with a gold piece as with the woman in H1. The spiral
type earrings/hairrings comes from the magnates grave of
a woman Brno-Zidenice 1."" Two spiral exemplars come from
the magnate’s hoard of a woman from Bénov from Ha DI
(GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID in press). A spiral-like untwisted
hair decoration with five curls comes from the temple of the
skull from a magnate’s grave of a woman from Vojkovice 111
from Ha D1 (GOLEC 2005, tab. 88:17, 105:17). The grooved/
twisted type has a number of analogies e.g. at a burial ground
in Hallstatt from Ha C2 (KROMER 1959, Taf. 17:24, 22:10,16)
but also in the Vekerzug culture in the Carpathian Basin from
Ha D1 (KOZUBOVA 2018, 16).

4.12 Bronze pins with multiple head

Three pieces come from graves 1 and 2 (Tab. 22:1-2,4). L. L.
Cervinka does not mention the need at all. 2 pcs of pins have
already not been found at the MM Brno (Tab. 22:1-2), because
they are known just from the earliest works of some others.
The exemplar of the pin with multiple head was only published
in the 1990s (Tab. 22:1; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf.
5:6; NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 230:3). The exemplars with inter-
rolls and without backing was already published earlier (Tab.
22:2; NEKVASIL 1966, obr. 4:8; 1993, obr. 230:2; RIHOVSKY
1979, Taf. 67:1866), but J. Rihovsky hesitated with its classi-
fication to Brno-Holasky (RTHOVSKY 1979, 229) and stated
that it might come from Habrivka - “By¢i skéla’, which was
manifested in subsequent works (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 240:7;
PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 2:26; TREFNY
2002, 368, Abb. 6:1). The head of the third pin with multiple
heads remained unnoticed (Tab. 22:4), which proves that this
type of pins was there in Brno-Holasky. These three pins cor-
respond in their typology to Ha C(2), we do not record them
in any grave in Moravia in Ha D1. We believe that the exemplar

15 A bronze twisted earring/hairring is recorded in the grave Brno-Zidenice
1 in the unpublished documentation of I. L. Cervinka, who investigated it.
In the catalogue S. Stegmann-Rajtér is not listed (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, 14, Taf. 13-15).
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koster (obr. 20; Habrtvka - ,,By¢i skala“ 3 a 4) a 2 pary bez
kontextu (dfive mylné posuzované jako diadémy), 2 prs-
teny na rukou kostry (obr. 20; Habrtivka - ,,By¢i skéla“ 2)
a 6 prstentl bez kontextu, jakoz i 2 naramky bez kontextu
(GOLEC 2017, Fig. 68, 90). V zapadohalstatské kultufe jsou
zlaté Sperky relativné pocetné, rtizné tvarované (krouzkové
a plechové) zlaté nausnice/zausnice jsou typické pro Zen-
sky a muzsky kroj. V Ha C naély uplatnéni jen sporadicky
(HANSEN 2010, 119-123). Jejich obliba nartista od Ha D1
a pretrvava az do ¢asné laténskeho obdobi. Jednim z center
vyskytuzlatych pedméta vychodohalstské kulturyje dolen;j-
skd skupina, kde byly nepocetné plechové zlaté naus-
nice/zausnice soucasti zenskych krojui hlavné ve stupnich
Ha D2-D3 (TERZAN 1976, 384, 388).

4.11 Bronzova zausnice/nausnice ze svinutého
dratku s jemné rytou (tordovanou) vyzdobou

Byla nalezena v H1 u levého spanku pohtbené Zeny
(tab. 22:24). Celkov¢ Ize konstatovat, Ze jde o typicky Zen-
sky $perk a pravidelné jej nachazime u velmozské vrstvy.
Jeden exemplat bez tordovani pochazi z Hordkova -
»Hlasnice* (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 19:26).
Tvoril pravdépodobné péar se zlatym kusem, obdobné
jako tomu bylo u Zeny v H1. Tordovany typ nau$nice/
zdu$nice pochdzi z velmozského hrobu Zeny Brno-Zide-
nice 1. Z velmozského depotu Zeny z Banova z Ha D1
pochézeji 2 tordované exemplate (GOLEC - FOJTIK -
SMID in press). Spirdlovita netordovand vlasovd ozdoba
s péti vinutimi pochdzi z temena lebky z velmozského
hrobu Zeny z Vojkovic 111 z Ha D1 (GOLEC 2005,
tab. 88:17, 105:17). Ryhovany/tordovany typ ma radu ana-
logiii napf. na pohfebisti v Hallstattu od Ha C2 (KROMER
1959, Taf. 17:24, 22:10,16), ale také ve vekerzugské kulture
v Karpatské kotliné od Ha D1 (KOZUBOVA 2018, 16).

4.12 Bronzové jehlice s vicenasobnou hlavici

Z hrobti 1 a 2 pochézeji 3 ks (tab. 22:1-2,4). L. L. Cer-
vinka jehlice viibec neuvadél. 2 ks jehlic jiz nebyly v MZM
Brno nalezeny (tab. 22:1-2), jsou tudiZ znamy pouze ze
starSich praci nékterych autort. Exemplaf jehlice s vice-
nasobnou hlavici byl publikovan az v 90. letech 20. sto-
leti (tab. 22:1; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 5:6;
NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 230:3). Exemplai s mezivyvalky
a bez zalozky byl publikovan jiz dfive (tab. 22:2; NEKVA-
SIL 1966, obr. 4:8; 1993, obr. 230:2; RIHOVSKY 1979,
Taf. 67:1866), J. Rihovsky vsak véhal s jeho zafazenim
do Brna-Holasek (RIHOVSKY 1979, 229) a uvedl, Ze
mozna pochazi z Habravky - ,,By¢i skdly®, coz se projevilo
v naslednych pracich (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 240:7; PAR-
ZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 2:26; TREFNY
2002, 368, Abb. 6:1). Nepovsimnuta ziistala hlavice treti
jehlice s vicenasobnou hlavici (tab. 22:4), ktera doklada, ze
v Brné-Holaskach tento typ jehlic byl. Tyto tfi jehlice svym
typologickym zafazenim odpovidaji Ha C(2),vHaD1 jena
Moravé v zadném hrobé neevidujeme. Domnivame se, Ze

15 Bronzové tordovand ndusnice/zusnice je evidovana v hrobu Brno-Zidenice
1 v nepublikované dokumentaci I. L. Cervinky, ktery jej prozkoumal.
V katalogu S. Stegmann-Rajtar neni uvedena (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, 14, Taf. 13-15).
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placed into Habriivka - “By¢i skala” (Tab. 22:2), thus to the
collection from Ha D1-D2-later, does not fit chronologically
at all in this group - in comparison with the collection Brno-
-Holasky from Ha C(2).

4.13 Bronze pins with an amber head

Three pieces were found, of which 2 pcs belong to H1 (Tab.
22:19-20)" and 1 pc to H2 (Tab. 22:3). The pin with an amber head
is one of the products combining bronze and amber, it is the B2
type (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, obr. 5). In Moravia, they appear
seldom and only in the Horakov group; besides H1 and H2, we also
know them from BlaZovice, Hordkov - “Hl4snica” and Morasice 1
(CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, 154, obr. 8:1-5,8, 14:18-22). They are
jewellery of the elites; after all, with the exception of the grave from
Blazovice they are graves falling precisely in the category of the
burials of elites. This appearance is confirmed by the finds in West
Hallstatt and East Hallstatt cultures (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b,
184). We anticipate their use by women, although their precise
deposition in the graves has not yet been documented. Chrono-
logically, they belong to Ha C(2) along with compound belts, they
do not appear in Ha D1 (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 81).

4.14 Bronze balls with a boring hole

6 pcs smaller than a ¢ of up to 2 cm (Tab. 23:2-7) come from
H1 or H2 and 1 pc large with a ¢ of 4 cm with the remnant of dark
organic material (Tab. 23:1b) is from H1. We do not know the pre-
cise function of these items to this day. They appear in magnates’
graves from Ha C(2). From Moravia, they come from Hordkov
- “Hlasnica” (1 pc from bronze), HruSovany u Brna 1 (1 pc from
bronze) and from Morasice 1 (1 pc from bronze and 1 pc from
iron). The items will likely belong to men, after all in Hrugovany
u Brna 1 a massive iron ball was in the waist of the skeleton of
aman (KOS 2011, 173, obr. 1:11), which proves that it might have
been a decoration on the belt. These items (spherical or biconical
in shape), produced especially from iron, are found particularly in
magnates’ graves not only in all of the East Hallstatt culture, but
also in the space of the Central Balkans (METZNER-NEBELSICK
2002, 402-408).

4.15 Amber circle

Comes from H1 (Tab. 22:18).”7 Beside the much more wide-
spread beads of various sizes, it is a little represented item. The
circles belong to the larger amber pieces and are rare. We classify
them to type A4 (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, tab. 4:A, obr. 8:9).
From Moravia we know already only 3 pcs from Velké Hostéradky
12 and 5 pcs from Habriivka - “Byc¢i skala” (CHYTRACEK et al.
2017b, obr. 7:85-87, 14:8-12). They belong to the graves of mag-
nates and the upper middle class (see chap. 10, Fig. 23). Their use
with graves investigated earlier is debatable; in Modiice 1801 the
amber circle was hung on the neck (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b,
149-150), similarly in Hru$ovany u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, 173).

16 In the study by CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, obr. 8:2, 14:20 the pin (Tab.
22:20) is classified as H1 or H2 but belongs to H1.

17 Inthe study by CHYTRACEK et. al. 2017b, obr. 8:9 is incorrectly classified as H2.

exempldt kladeny do Habravky - ,,By¢i skaly® (tab. 22:2),
tedy k souboru z Ha D1-D2-stars$i, do tohoto souboru
- v porovnani se souborem Brno-Holasky z Ha C(2) -
chronologicky viibec nezapada.

4.13 Bronzové jehlice s jantarovou hlavici

Byly nalezeny 3 ks, z toho 2 ks patii do H1 (tab. 22:19-
20)'S a 1 ks do H2 (tab. 22:3). Jehlice s jantarovou hlavici
nélezi k vyrobkiim kombinujicim bronz a jantar, jde o typ
B2 (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, obr. 5). Na Moravé se vysky-
tuji zfidka a jen v horakovské skupiné, zname je kromé H1
a H2 také z Blazovic, Hordkova - ,,Hldsnice“ a Morasic 1
(CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, 154, obr. 8:1-5,8, 14:18-22).
Jde o $perk elit, ostatné vyjma hrobu z Blazovic jde o hroby
spadajici pravé do kategorie pohibt elit. Tento vyskyt
potvrzuji nélezy v zdpadohal$tatské i vychodohalstatské
kultute (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, 184). Ptedpokladdme
jejich uziti Zenami, avSak presné uloZeni v hrobech nebylo
zatim zdokumentovano. Chronologicky nélezeji k Ha C(2),
v Ha D1 se spole¢né se skladanymi opasky nevyskytuji
(GOLEC 2017, Fig. 81).

4.14 Bronzové koule s provrtem

6 ks mensich o @ do 2 cm (tab. 23:2-7) pochdzi z H1 nebo
H2 a 1 ks velky o ¢ 4 cm se zbytkem tmavé organické hmoty
(tab.23:1b) jez H1. U téchto predméti dodnes nezname pres-
nou funkci. Objevuji se ve velmozskych hrobech z Ha C(2).
Z Moravy pochézeji z Horakova — ,,Hlasnice® (1 ks z bronzu),
HruSovan u Brna 1 (1 ks z bronzu) a z Morasic 1 (1 ks
z bronzu a 1 ks ze Zeleza). Pfedméty budou pravdépodobné
nalezet muztim, ostatné v Hruovanech u Brna 1 se masivni
zelezna koule nachdzela v pase kostry muze (KOS 2011,
173, obr. 1:11), coz doklad4, Ze $lo asi o ozdobu opasku.
Tyto pfedméty (kulovitého nebo dvojkoénického tvaru),
vyrobené zejména ze Zeleza, se nachdzeji zejména ve vel-
mozskych hrobech nejen v celé vychodohalstatské kultute,
ale i v prostoru centralniho Balkdnu (METZNER-NEBEL-
SICK 2002, 402-408).

4.15 Jantarovy krouzek

PochazizH1 (tab.22:18).”Jde, vedle mnohem roz$ifenéjsich
koralka riznych velikosti, o mélo zastoupeny predmét. Krouzky
nélezeji k vétsim jantarovym kusiim a jsou vzécnéjsi. Radime
je k typu A4 (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, tab. 4:A, obr. 8:9).
Z Moravy zname jiz jen 3 ks z Velkych Hostéradek 12 a 5 ks
z Habrtivky — ,,Byc¢i skaly“ (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, obr.
7:85-87,14:8-12). NaleZeji k hrobiim velmozské a vys$si sttedni
vrstvy (viz kap. 10, obr. 23). Jejich pouziti u dfive prozkouma-
nych hrobu je diskutabilni, v Modricich 1801 byl jantarovy
krouzek zavésen na krku (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, 149-
150), obdobné v Hru$ovanech u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, 173).

16 Ve studii CHYTRACEK et al. 2017b, obr. 8:2, 14:20 je jehlice (tab. 22:20)
fazena do H1 nebo H2, nalezi vsak do H1.

17 Ve studii CHYTRACEK et. al. 2017b, obr. 8:9 je nespravné fazen do H2.
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4.16 Stone whetstone

According to the petrographic determination of J. Petfik, the
raw material of the whetstone from Brno-Holasky (Tab. 26:1) is
noncalcic dustlike claystone likely of palacogenic origin, its possi-
ble source is the Flysch Nappe of the Western Carpathians. It thus
came to the site from the east. Whetstones comprised a functional
set with knives, possibly swords/daggers and served for sharpening.

In Moravia, they are found only in some graves and are not
widely spread. In Brno-Holasky, it is so-far the only case in the
context of the elites.

4.17 Stone chert chip

The appearance of small chips in the graves of the Hordkov
group is a common phenomenon. It is not yet clear what function
the chips had, nor has their appearance been investigated consid-
ering sex. Their interpretation as knives for sharpening is unlikely,
iron knives were placed in H1 and H2. It is possible to discuss their
function as flint stones. On the journey to the next world, the dead
passed through darkness and it was necessary to light the path.
The iron knife could then serve as the sharpening steel for start-
ing a fire. It is also not possible to forget the symbolic value of the
chips. They are mainly cherts of the type Krumlov Forest (KL1-3;
GOLEC 2005, 296, tab. 183). The petrographic determination of J.
Pettik identified the chip’s raw material (Tab. 26:2) as spongolite,
corresponding to the KL1 type according to A. Pfichystal. In the
area of the Krumlov Forest, M. Oliva proved the extraction of raw
materials in the Hallstatt period, their treatment and the religious
practices in the form of the throwing of chopped industry into
deep shafts, which indicates the possible invocation of a chthonic
deity. It was a religiously used landscape (OLIVA 2010, 310-311;
GOLEC 2017, 96-98). The chip from Brno-Holasky is a valuable
example of the relationship of the elites from the centre of the Brno
District to the area of Krumlov Forest.

4.18 Ceramic elbow-shaped drinking horn
with painted decoration

It is a vessel with an areal orange base painting of the surface
with graphitized/black painted motifs (Tab. 27). We classify it to the
painting of the so-called Silesian type Ib with the epicentre of its
appearance in Central Moravia (PODBORSKY 1963, 23, tab. I11:4).
In the milieu of the Horakov group, it is an import from the Platénice
group from the Prostéjov-Olomouc Districts. From Moravia there
are 3 exemplares, besides H2 they are 2 pcs in grave 27 in Slatinky
in Central Moravia (PODBORSKY 1993, 377, obr. 248:15)."® The
appearance of elbow-shaped drinking horns in Europe copies the
course of the Amber Road through the territory of the East Hallstatt
culture from Croatia through Moravia to Poland (Fig. 14). This item
was used for drinking and religious rituals in the Bronze Age in the
East Mediterranean and we know them as a rhyton (KOEHL 2016).
We similarly record them from Central Europe in the period of the
Urnfield culture and they survive also in the Hallstatt period. The
significance of the exemplar from H2 is underlined by the painted
motifs with the symbols of eternity in the form of the tree of life and
sun discs over the hills. The motif depicted on the drinking horn
from H2 can be understood as an image of the myth of the creation
of the world with the motif of the tree of life symbolizing the axis

18 V.Podborsky on p. 377 incorrectly presented the site Seloutky instead of the
correct site Slatinky.
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4.16 Kamenny brousek

Surovinou brousku z Brna-Holések (tab. 26:1) je dle pet-
rografického urceni J. Pettika nevapnity prachovity jilovec
pravdépodobné paleogenniho ptivodu, jeho moznym zdro-
jem jsou flySové prikrovy Zapadnich Karpat. Na lokalitu se
tedy dostal z vychodu. Brousky tvotily funkéni soupravu
s nozi, poptipadé meci/dykami a slouzily k ostfeni. Na
Moravé se nachazeji pouze v nékterych hrobech a nejsou
nijak hojné rozsifeny. V Brné-Holaskach jde zatim o ojedi-
nély priklad v kontextu elit.

4.17 Kamenny rohovcovy ustép

Vyskyt drobnych astépti v hrobech horakovské skupiny je
obvyklym jevem. Doposud neni jasné, jakou funkci ustépy
mély, ani se nezkoumal jejich vyskyt vzhledem k pohlavi.
Jejich interpretace jako nozt k fezani je nepravdépodobnad,
v H1 i H2 byly Zelezné noze prilozeny. Diskutovat Ize jejich
funkci jako kresadlovych kament. Pfi cesté do zahrobi
zemfreli prochédzeli tmou a bylo nutné svitit si na cestu.
Zelezny niz pak mohl slouzit jako ocilka k rozdélavéni
ohné. Opomenout nelze také symbolickou hodnotu Gstépt.
Prevazujici jsou rohovce typu Krumlovsky les (KL1-3;
GOLEC 2005, 296, tab. 183). Petrografické urcenti J. Pettika
identifikovalo surovinu ustépu (tab. 26:2) jako spongolit,
odpovidajici typu KL1 dle A. Prichystala. V oblasti Krum-
lovského lesa prokdzal M. Oliva téZbu suroviny v dobé
halstatské, jeji zpracovani a nabozenské praktiky v podobé
vhazovani nastipané industrie do hlubokych Sachet, které
poukazuji na mozné vzyvéni chtonického bozstva. Slo
o nabozensky vyuzivanou krajinu (OLIVA 2010, 310-311;
GOLEC 2017, 96-98). Ustép z Brna-Holések je cennym
ptikladem vztahu elit z centra Brnénska k oblasti Krum-
lovského lesa.

4.18 Keramicky kolinkovity pici roh
s malovanou vyzdobou

Jde o nddobu s plo$nou oranzovou podkladovou mal-
bou povrchu s tuhovanymi/¢ernymi malovanymi motivy
(tab. 27). Radime ji k malovani tzv. slezského typu Ib
s epicentrem vyskytu na stfedni Moravé (PODBORSKY
1963, 23, tab. III:4). V prostfedi hordkovské skupiny
jde o import z platénické skupiny z Prostéjovska—Olo-
moucka. Z Moravy existuji 3 exemplare, vedle H2 jsou to
2 ks v hrobé 27 ve Slatinkdch na stfedni Moravé (POD-
BORSKY 1993, 377, obr. 248:15).!® Vyskyt kolinkovitych
picich rohit v Evropé kopiruje pribéh jantarové stezky
uzemim vychodohalstatské kultury od Chorvatska pies
Moravu do Polska (obr. 14). Tento pfedmét byl uzivan
k picim a nabozenskym ritudlim v dobé bronzové ve
vychodnim Stfedomofi a zndme jej jako rhyton (KOEHL
2016). Obdobné jej evidujeme ze stiedni Evropy v obdobi
popelnicovych poli a preziva i v dobé halstatské. Vyznam
exemplére z H2 podtrhuji malované motivy se symboly
véénosti podoby stromu Zivota a slune¢nich kotouc¢t nad
pahorky. Motiv zobrazeny na picim rohu z H2 Ize cha-
pat jako zobrazeni mytu o stvofeni svéta s motivy stromu

18 V. Podborsky na str. 377 mylné uvedl lokalitu Seloutky misto spravné
lokality Slatinky.
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Fig. 14. Finds of elbow-shaped drinking horns in East Hallstatt culture (METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, Abb. 59).
Obr. 14. Nalezy kolinkovitych picich rohii ve vychodohalstatské kultuie (METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, Abb. 59).

mundi, hence the centre of the world, and the sun appearing from
the waters of nothingness over the hills (Tab. 27:1d4-d5), which
will be settled (ELIADE 1993).

4.19 Amphorae/urns

Significantly fragmentary, 2 pcs from H1, of which 1 pc coated,
decorated with a grid (Tab. 31:1) and 1 pc without a coating,
decorated with vertical, continuous channelling and a bellybut-
ton (Tab. 31:2). The grid decoration on the amphorae/urns is
amoreadvanced decoration within Ha Cand corresponds to Ha C2.
The amphora/urn with continuous, vertical grooving is on the
contrary very untraditional in termsof the decorative style, with
a tradition in the Late Bronze Age; this decoration is already atyp-
ical for Ha C2 and represents a significant archaism.

4.20 Amphora-shaped jugs

A total of 5 pcs has been preserved. Two jugs with a coated
surface come from H1 (Tab. 32). The first jug is decorated
with circular tutuli-like protrusions and thorn-like spikes with
semi-circular fluting on the bulge and plastic spikes on the

Zivota symbolizujiciho axis mundi, tedy stfed svéta, a slun-
ce vystupujici z vod nicoty nad pahorky (tab. 27:1d4-d5),
které budou osidleny (ELIADE 1993).

4.19 Amfory/osudi

Zna¢né fragmentarni 2 ks z H1, z toho 1 ks potuhovany,
zdobeny rastrovanim (tab. 31:1) a 1 ks bez potuhovani,
zdobeny svislym souvislym kanelovanim a pupikem (tab.
31:2). Rastrovana vyzdoba na amforach/osudich je v ramci
Ha C pokro¢ilejsi vyzdobou a odpovidda Ha C2. Amfora/
osudi se souvislym svislym zlabkovanim je naopak z hle-
diska vyzdobného stylu velice netradi¢ni, s tradici v pozdni
dobé¢ bronzové; pro Ha C2 je tato vyzdoba jiz netypicka
a predstavuje zna¢ny archaismus.

4.20 Amforovité zasobnice
Celkem je dochovano 5 ks. Z H1 pochazeji 2 zasobnice
s potuhovanym povrchem (tab. 32). Prvni zasobnice je

zdobena kruhovymi tutulovitymi vypnulinami a trnovymi
vy¢nélky s piilkulatym zlabkovanim na vyduti a plastickymi
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lower part (Tab. 32:1), the second has circular tutuli-like pro-
trusions on the bulge (Tab. 32:2). Three pieces come from H2
(Tab. 33-34). The first exemplar has a grey uncoated surface
and is undecorated (Tab. 33:1), the second is coated from the
edge along the maximum bulge; the red colour on the inside
is interesting (Tab. 33:2). The most distinctive is the jug with
an orange base with graphitized/black coloured grids (Tab.
34), it is the type IIla according to V. Podborsky (PODBOR-
SKY 1963, 24, Tab. VI:2). This type of painting of the Danube
type encounters in H2 the painting of the Silesian type on the
elbow-shaped drinking horn. According to V. Podborsky, the
first has its epicentre in the Hordkov group and the second in
the Platénice group (PODBORSKY 1963, 23-24). It is a rare
example of the encounter of both groups in one magnate’s
grave. It is not possible to determine whether it is only a com-
mon, local Horakov product for the purposes of the magnate’s
grave or proof of the direct import of a ceramic drinking horn
from Central Moravia (the Prostéjov-Olomouc Districts) to
South Moravia (Brno District). The painting of jugs is typical
for Ha C(2), like the decoration with circular tutuli-like pro-
trusions (perhaps imitations of the bronze tutuli-like buttons
from the horse’s harnesses; see Tab. 15-16).

4.21 Bowls with a bent and folded edge

6 pcs with bent edge (Tab. 28, 29:1-3, 30:1) and 1 pc with
a folded edge (Tab. 29:4) come from H1 or H2. The bowls with
a closed edge are graphitized on the outside and inside, on
the inner side there are also shined tipsand in the innerspaces
engraved hatching or a grid is placed. There are engraved lines on
the edge of one bowl with a folded edge, graphitized inside and
out. Large bowls with a bent edge with shined tips and hatching
are typical for Ha C(2). The bowls with a folded edge appear in
the same period.

4.22 Bowl with a closed edge

This type of bowl is the most common ceramic component of
the Horakov settlements from Ha C2-D1, but only 1 pc appears
in H1 and H2 (Tab. 30:2). Its more precise dating is not possible
because of the absence of decoration.
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vy¢nélky na spodni ¢asti (tab. 32:1), druhda ma kruhové
tutulovité vypnuliny na vyduti (tab. 32:2). Z H2 pochazeji
3 ks (tab. 33-34). Prvni exemplaf ma $edy nepotuhovany
povrch a je bez vyzdoby (tab. 33:1), druhy je potuhovany od
okraje po maximalni vydut, zajimavosti je ¢ervena barva na
zovym podkladem s tuhovanym/¢ernym malovanim mfizek
(tab. 34), jde o typ IIla dle V. Podborského (PODBORSKY
1963, 24, Tab. VI:2). Tento typ malovani podunajského typu
se setkava v H2 s malovanim slezského typu na kolinkovi-
tém picim rohu. Prvni ma dle V. Podborského epicentrum
v hordkovské a druhé v platénické skupiné (PODBORSKY
1963, 23-24). Jde o vzécny priklad setkdni obou skupin
v jednom velmozském hrobé. Nelze stanovit, zda jde jen
o spole¢nou mistni horakovskou vyrobu pro ucely velmoz-
ského pohtbu, nebo o doklad ptimého importu keramického
piciho rohu ze sttedni Moravy (Prostéjovsko—Olomoucko)
na jizni Moravu (Brnénsko). Malovana zasobnice je typicka
pro Ha C(2), obdobné jako vyzdoba kruhovych tutulovitych
vypnulin (asi napodobenin bronzovych tutulovitych knof-
lika z konskych postroji; viz tab. 15-16).

4.21 Misy s prohnutym a prehnutym okrajem

Z H1 nebo H2 pochazi 6 ks s prohnutym okrajem (tab. 28,
29:1-3, 30:1) a 1 ks s pfehnutym okrajem (tab. 29:4). Misy
potuhované, na vnitini strané jsou jesté vlestované cipy
a v meziprostorech je umisténo ryté $rafovani nebo mfiz-
kovani. Na okraji jediné misy s pfehnutym okrajem,
okraji. Rozmérné misy s pfehnutym okrajem s vlesténymi
cipy a $rafovanim jsou typické pro Ha C(2). Misy s prehnu-
tym okrajem se vyskytuji ve stejném obdobi.

4.22 Misa se zataZzenym okrajem

Tento typ mis je nejbéznéjsi keramickou slozkou hora-
kovskych sidlist z Ha C2-D1, v H1 a H2 se v3ak vyskytl
jen 1 ks (tab. 30:2). Jeho presnéjsi datovani, kvili absenci
vyzdoby, neni mozné.
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5. THE MIXED INVENTORY
IN H1 AND H2

Over time, some items were classified in the inventories of H1
and H2, examined in 1925, which do not belong there, because
they come from other sites or graves. With some of them it was
possible to determin their correct find site (or grave), with others
not (Tab. 26:3-10).

5.1 Iron fragment of (perhaps) a spear (Tab. 26:3)

It was not published with the collection from Brno-Holasky,
but it was deposited along with it in the MM Brno.

5.2 Bronze toggle (Tab. 26:4)

Was mistakenly classified to the inventory H1 or H2 (NEKVA-
SIL 1993, obr. 230:20), but comes from H3 (CERVINKA 1948,
17). S. Stegmann-Rajtar categorized it to a non-existent grave
from 1955 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:7).

5.3 Bronze fin-like ending of the sheath of
a sword (Tab. 26:5)

Was classified to H1 by J. Nekvasil (NEKVASIL 1993, obr.
230:25), but L. L. Cervinka does not mention them. It does not
belong chronologically to a sword of the type Mindelheim,
because it is older; in Moravia, an analogical exemplar comes
from the grave Ha Cla Brno-Obfany 169 (ADAMEK 1961, tab.
CXXXIIL:5; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1986, Taf. 2:6).

5.4 Iron open bracelet (Tab. 26:6)
Comes from an unknown site and was mistakenly classified

to the collection from Brno-Holasky in the inventory book of
the MM Brno.

5.5 Bronze open bracelet with seal-like ending
(Tab. 26:7)

According to the inventory book of the MM Brno, it belonged
to a grave from Breclav-Stara Breclav.
5.6 Bronze melon-shaped bracelet (Tab. 26:8)
At the MM Brno it is found along with H1 and H2, but it comes
from Habriivka - “By¢i skala® (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 3:35), where a greater number of them were
found. It is later in time and belongs to Ha D1.

5.7 Bronze breaststraps (Tab. 26:9-10)

Come from Hordkov - “Hlasnica” and were mixed in the col-
lection from Brno-Holasky in the depository of the MM Brno.

5. PRIMICHANY INVENTAR
V H1 A H2

Do inventaitt H1 a H2, prozkoumanych v roce 1925, byly
v priibéhu casu zarazeny nékteré predméty, jez do nich
nepatti, nebot pochazeji z jinych lokalit ¢i hrobt. U nékte-
rych se podatilo ur¢it jejich spravné nalezisté (resp. hrob),
u jinych nikoliv (tab. 26:3-10).

5.1 Zelezny fragment (asi) kopi (tab. 26:3)

Se souborem z Brna-Holasek sice nebyl publikovén, ale
byl s nim uloZen spole¢né v MZM Brno.

5.2 Bronzovy roubik (tab. 26:4)

Byl chybné fazen k inventari H1 ¢i H2 (NEKVASIL 1993,
obr. 230:20), pochézi viak z H3 (CERVINKA 1948, 17).
S. Stegmann-Rajtar jej zaradila do neexistujictho hrobu
z roku 1955 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 4:7).

5.3 Bronzové ploutvovité nakon¢i pochvy
mece (tab. 26:5)

Bylo pritazeno k H1 J. Nekvasilem (NEKVASIL 1993,
obr. 230:25), oviem I. L. Cervinka jej nezmitiuje. Chrono-
logicky k me¢i typu Mindelheim nendleZi, nebof je starsi;
na Moravé pochdzi analogicky exemplaf z hrobu Ha Cla
Brno-Obtany 169 (ADAMEK 1961, tab. CXXXIII:5; STEG-
MANN-RAJTAR 1986, Taf. 2:6).

5.4 Zelezny otevieny naramek (tab. 26:6)
Pochézi z neznamé lokality a k souboru z Brna-Holasek

byl chybné pritazen v inventarni knize MZM Brno.

5.5 Bronzovy otevieny naramek s pecetitko-
vymi konci (tab. 26:7)

Dle inventarni knihy MZM Brno nalezi do hrobu z Brec-
lavi-Staré Breclavi.
5.6 Bronzovy melounovity naramek (tab. 26:8)
V MZM Brno se nachazel spole¢né s H1 a H2, avSak
pochazi z Habrtvky - ,By¢i skaly (PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 3:35), kde jich bylo nale-
zeno vét$i mnozstvi. Casové je mladsi a nalezi az do Ha D1.

5.7 Bronzové pruavlecky (tab. 26:9-10)

Pochézeji z Hordkova - ,,Hlasnice“ a k souboru z Brna-
-Holasek byly primichany v depozitati MZM Brno.
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6. TYPOLOGICAL AND
CHRONOLOGICAL ASSESS-
MENT OF THE MOVEABLE
INVENTORIES OF H3 AND H4

6.1 Iron knife with bent blade

Heavily corroded exemplar from H4 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 7:5). The knife lay roughly in the middle of the grave
chamber at vessel No. 4 (Fig. 8). It is a very common metal item
of magnates’ graves and the graves of the middle class, both with
men and women.

6.2 Bronze toggle

Comes from H3 (Tab. 26:4; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf.
4:7). It is an exemplar with an expanded central part, rectangular
central opening, two buttons on the end, decoration in the shape of
an “x” on the central part and four lines engraved around on both
ends of the toggle. This type corresponds by its construction to the
type KNE 05b (type Annelov; TRACHSEL 2004, 466, Abb. 23), just
like the exemplar from H1 and two pairs in HruSovany u Brna 1
(KOS 2011, obr. 3:2), but its decoration is completely unique and
does not have an analogy in the Czech Republic. The only similarly
decorated piece, hence with a cross on the central part, is known
from the Hungarian site Somlohégy (PATEK 1993, Abb. 50:9,14).
The toggle corresponds to Ha C(2).

6.3 Bronze circle

The profiling circle comes from H3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 4:6). Thanks to the existence of the bronze toggle in
H3, it can likely be connected with a horse’s harness. Bronze cir-
cles regularly appear in these contexts.

6.4 Amphora-shaped jug/amphora

2 fragments come from H3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 4:4-5). It is likely a remnant of the same equipment with
amphora-like jugs as in H1 and H2.

6.5 Bowl with roof-like folded edge

The entire piece comes from H3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 4:8). This bowl does not commonly appear in the
Horakov group, but we find it frequently in the Bylany culture in
Bohemia. It can be considered an atypical shape. The presence in
a magnate’s grave refers to a superregional long-distance contact
with this social class. We remind the reader that a ceramic drink-
ing horn comes from H2 (Tab. 27), with which we suppose its
origin in Central Moravia in the Platénice group.

6.6 Amphora-shaped jugs
2 amphora-shaped jugs with graphitized upper part and

without decoration from H4 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf.
6:1-2).
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6. TYPOLOGICKE A CHRO-
NOLOGICKE ZHODNOCENI
MOBILNIHO INVENTARE
H3 A H4

6.1 Zelezny niiz s prohnutou ¢epeli

Silné zkorodovany exemplai z H4 (STEGMANN-RA]J-
TAR 1992a, Taf. 7:5). Nz lezel zhruba uprostied hrobové
komory pfi nadobé ¢. 4 (obr. 8). Je velmi béznym kovovym
predmétem velmozskych hrobti a hrobi stfedni vrstvy, a to
umuzliZen.

6.2 Bronzovy roubik

Pochézi z H3 (tab. 26:4; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 4:7). Jde o exempladf s rozsifenou stiedovou dasti,
obdélnikovym stfedovym otvorem, dvéma knofliky na
konci, vyzdobou ve tvaru ,x“ na stfedové casti a Ctyfmi
dokola rytymi pruhy na obou koncich roubiku. Tento
typ odpovida svou stavbou typu KNE 05b (typ Annel6v;
TRACHSEL 2004, 466, Abb. 23), stejné jako exemplat z H1
a dva pary v Hrusovanech u Brna 1 (KOS 2011, obr. 3:2).
Jeho vyzdoba je véak naprosto unikatni a v Ceské republice
nema analogie. Jediny stejné zdobeny kus, tedy s kfizem na
stiedové Césti, je znam az z madarské lokality Somlohégy
(PATEK 1993, Abb. 50:9,14). Roubik odpovida Ha C(2).

6.3 Bronzovy krouzek

Profilovanykrouzek pochdzizH3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 4:6). Lze jej, diky existenci bronzového roubiku
v H3, pravdépodobné spojovat s koriskym postrojem. V téch-
to kontextech se bronzové krouzky pravidelné nachazeji.

6.4 Amforovita zasobnice/amfora

2 fragmenty pochazeji z H3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR
1992a, Taf. 4:4-5). Jde asi o pozistatek identické vybavy s
amforovitymi zdsobnicemi jako v H1 a H2.

6.5 Misa se stiechovité pfehnutym okrajem

Cely kus pochazi z H3 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 4:8). Tato misa se béZné v horakovské skupiné nevysky-
tuje, zato ji ¢asto nalezneme v bylanské kultute v Cechach.
Lze ji povazovat za tvar netypicky. Pritomnost ve velmoz-
ském hrobé odkazuje na nadregionalni dalkové kontakty
u této spolecenské vrstvy. Pfipomenme, Zze z H2 pochazi
keramicky pici roh (tab. 27), u néhoz predpokladame
ptivod na stfedni Moravé v platénické skupiné.

6.6 Amforovité zasobnice
Z H4 pochézeji 2 amforovité zasobnice s potuhovanou

horni &sti a bez vyzdoby (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
Taf. 6:1-2).
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6.7 Amphora/urn

A fragment amphora or urn without decoration comes from
H4 (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:1).

6.8 Bowls with bent edge

We record 3 pcs without decoration from H4; with 1 exemplar,
the edge is almost folded (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:2-4).

6.9 Vessel

3 fragments (possible amphora/urn) with engraving and
stamped decoration (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:6-8).

The graves H3 and H4 do not contain a chronologically sensitive
inventory. According to the size of the mound, we classify grave H3
with graves H1 and H2, hence to Ha C2. This dating is indicated by
the bronze toggle. According to the inventory, grave H4 can only
be classified in the broader time bracket of Ha C2-D1. It dating in
Ha C2 is rather allowed by the combination of two parameters -
the grave is already a chamber, but it is not yet skeletal, because
this rite with chamber graves entirely dominated in the Brno Dis-
trict only in Ha D1-D2-earlier, as was proved at the burial grounds
in Vojkovice with the development from Ha C2 to Ha D2-earlier
(GOLEC 2005, tab. 101-102, 169).

6.7 Amfora/osudi

Z H4 pochazi fragment amfory nebo osudi bez vyzdoby
(STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:1).

6.8 Misy s prohnutym okrajem

Z H4 evidujeme 3 ks bez vyzdoby, u 1 exemplate je okraj
az piehnuty (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:2-4).

6.9 Nadoba

3 fragmenty (moznd amfory/osudi) s rytou a kolkova-
nou vyzdobou (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 7:6-8).

Hroby H3 a H4 neobsahuji chronologicky citlivy inven-
taf. Hrob H3 dle velikosti mohyly pfifazujeme k hrobum
H1 a H2, tedy do Ha C2. Toto datovani naznacuje bron-
zovy roubik. Hrob H4 Ize zafadit podle inventafe pouze do
Sirstho ¢asového rozmezi Ha C2-D1. Jeho dataci spiSe do
Ha C2 umoznuje kombinace dvou parametrii — hrob je jiz
komorovy, ale neni jesté kostrovy. Tento ritus u komoro-
vych hrobii na Brnénsku totiz zcela prevladl teprve v Ha
D1-D2-starsi, jak bylo doloZeno na pohftebisti ve Vojkovi-
cich s vyvojem od Ha C2 do Ha D2-stars$i (GOLEC 2005,
tab. 101-102, 169).
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7.2D AND 3D RECONSTRUC-
TION OF H1 AND H2

Archaeology should not serve only for answering typologi-
cal and chronological questions, its aim is the reconstruction of
the life of dead societies. In order to create a complex image, it is
necessary to “immobilize” contemporary knowledge through the
form of reconstruction. That serves not only for presentation in
scientific discussions but also for its popularization for the public.

Reconstructive archaeology of the Hallstatt period has a long
tradition in Moravia. The cave Habrtvka - “By¢i skala’, investi-
gated in 1872, became a significant Hallstatt site, which was at the
very birth of Moravian archaeology. Its first drawing reconstruc-
tion as the “grave of a Germanic magnate” comes from 1877 from
the sisters M. and S. Gérlich (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 113). This site
recorded intensive interest later thanks to the reconstruction of
the “founder of Czech reconstructive archaeology” Z. Burian; the
most famous painting is Burial of a Hallstatt magnate in the cave
Byi¢i skdla, on which he worked with the archaeologist K. Abso-
lon at the end of WWII (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 119). Z. Burian is
the author of the first drawing reconstructions from the life of the
people of the Hallstatt period on the territory of the Czech Repub-
lic; they were book illustrations, which presented general themes
from life rather than specific find contexts (POULIK 1956, Fig. on
p- 125,127, 134, 136). The drawing reconstructions of specific find
sites came only with V. Podborsky and the painter S. Sev¢ik at the
sunken house from Tésetice (PODBORSKY 1965, Abb. 21:1b,2b).
The development of reconstruction initially came in the 1990s
thanks to the works by P. Kos, who first combined the profession-
alism of an archaeologist and an artist. He conducted a drawing
reconstruction of the homestead in Kufim, the sunken house in
Mokrd, the grave of the male-magnate in Bratcice and female-
-magnate in Modfice 818. He worked from the situation, which
he he knew from his own researches (STROF 2000, obr. 37, 39, 42;
PRICHYSTAL - KOS 2006, Fig. on p. 52; GOLEC 2017, Fig. 79:b).
In the same period, M. Golec presented a reconstruction of the
settlement in TéSetice in cooperation with M. Strakova (GOLEC
2003, Fig. on p. 242) and the magnates’ graves from Vojkovice
111, Brno-Horni Herspice 3 and the rondeloid in Modfice thanks
to the drawing by L. Baldk (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 78:b, 80:b, 88:b).
Most recently, L. Baldk and M. Golec presented a trilogy of paint-
ings Burial of a Magnate, Burial of a Princess and Blacksmith’s
Workshop, discussing three supposed functions - burials of the
elites and production activity - in the famous cave sanctuary in
Habriivka - “By¢i skdla” (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 48, 132, 134).

Contemporary computer technologies offer completely new
visualization capabilities. For the reconstruction of graves HI
and H2 M. Golec and Z. Mirova invited I. Furugld$ (Dwarf
archeology) to cooperate with them, who performed them using
3D hand modelling (in 2D, see Fig. 15-16). It is the first case
of a 3D visualization of magnates’ mounds in the Czech lands.
The authors worked in the fundamentals of the reconstructive
archaeology/ethnography. Using analogies and a degree of sober
estimation, they tried to complement the extensive chamber
graves with the unpreserved components from organic mate-
rial, especially wood: the parts of the wagon, the furniture, the
organic parts of the metal items, cloths, foodstuffs etc., so the
overall impression of the reconstruction presented the supposed
original context. The computer result was then supplemented by
elements, which significantly surpass a rigid drawing or painting;
it is movement, sound, the capture of time sequences or luminos-
ity during the day or year.
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7.2D A 3D REKONSTRUKCE
H1 A H2

Archeologie by neméla slouzit pouze k zodpovidani ty-
pologickych a chronologickych otézek, jejim cilem je re-
konstrukce zivota mrtvych spole¢nosti. Abychom vytvorili
komplexni obraz, je tfeba soudobé poznatky ,znehyb-
nit“ formou rekonstrukce. Ta slouZzi nejen k prezentaci ve
védecké diskusi, ale také k popularizaci pfed verejnosti.

Rekonstrukéni archeologie doby halstatské ma na Mo-
ravé dlouhou tradici. Vyznamnou hal$tatskou lokalitou se
stala jeskyné Habruvka - ,,By¢i skala®, prozkoumand v roce
1872, ktera stdla u samého zrodu moravské archeologie.
Jeji prvni kresebna rekonstrukce jako ,hrobu (german-
ského) velmoze® pochazi z roku 1877 od sester M. a S.
Gorlichovych (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 113). Intenzivni zdjem
tato lokalita zaznamenala pozdéji diky rekonstrukcim
»zakladatele ceské rekonstrukéni archeologie® Z. Buriana,
By¢i skdla, na které spolupracoval s archeologem K. Abso-
lonem na sklonku 2. svétové valky (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 119).
Z. Burian je autorem prvnich kresebnych rekonstrukei ze
zivota lidi doby halstatské na izemi Ceské republiky, $lo
o knizni ilustrace, které spise nez konkrétni nalezové situa-
ce prezentovaly obecné naméty ze Zivota (POULIK 1956,
obr. na str. 125, 127, 134, 136). Ke kresebné rekonstrukci
konkrétni nalezové situace presel az V. Podborsky s mali-
fem S. Sevéikem u zemnice z Té$etic (PODBORSKY 1965,
Abb. 21:1b,2b). Rozvoj rekonstrukce nastal teprve v 90.
letech 20. stoleti diky pracim P. Kose, ktery poprvé slu-
¢uje odbornost archeologa a umélce. Provedl kresebnou
rekonstrukci dvorce v Kufimi, zemnice v Mokré, hrobu
muze-velmoze v Bratcicich a zeny-velmozky v ModFicich
818. Vychazel ze situaci, které poznal pfi svych vlastnich
vyzkumech (STROF 2000, obr. 37, 39, 42; PRICHYSTAL -
KOS 2006, obr. na str. 52; GOLEC 2017, Fig. 79:b). Ve
stejném obdobi predstavil M. Golec rekonstrukei sidli§té
v Téseticich ve spolupréci s M. Strakovou (GOLEC 2003,
obr. na str. 242) a velmozskych hrobti z Vojkovic 111,
Brna-Hornich Her$pic 3 a rondeloidu v Modficich diky
kresbam L. Baldka (GOLEC 2017, Fig. 78:b, 80:b, 88:b).
Naposledy L. Balak a M. Golec predstavili trilogii maleb
Pohteb velmoze, Pohteb princezny a Kovdrna, diskutujici
tfi predpokladané funkce — pohtby elit a vyrobni aktivitu
- ve znamé jeskynni svatyni v Habravce - ,By¢i skale®
(GOLEC 2017, Fig. 48, 132, 134).

Soudobé pocitacové technologie nabizeji zcela nové
moznosti vizualizaci. Pro rekonstrukce hroba H1 a H2
M. Golec a Z. Mirova ptizvali ke spolupraci I. Furuglase
(Dwarf archeology), ktery je provedl pomoci 3D ru¢niho
modelovani (v 2D viz obr. 15-16). Jde o prvni ptiklad 3D
vizualizace velmozskych mohyl v ¢eskych zemich. Autofi
postupovali v zasadach rekonstrukéni archeologie/etnogra-
fie. Rozmérné komorové hroby se snazili pomoci analogii
a miry sttizlivého odhadu doplnit o nedochované kompo-
nenty z organického materidlu, zejména dfeva: soucasti
vozu, nabytek, organické ¢asti kovovych predméta, latky,
potraviny ad., aby celkova imprese rekonstrukce predstavo-
vala predpokladany ptivodni kontext. Pocitacovy vysledek
je pak doplnén o prvky, které vyrazné presahuji strnulou
kresbu nebo malbu, jde o pohyb, zvuk, zachyceni ¢asovych
sekvenci ¢i svételnosti béhem dne nebo roku.



2D a 3D rekonstrukce HI a H2

Fig. 15: Visualization of the grave chamber of Brno-Holasky 1 (visualization I. Furuglas, consultation M. Golec and
Z. Mirova).

Obr. 15: Vizualizace hrobové komory Brno-Holasky 1 (vizualizace I. Furuglas, konzultace M. Golec a Z. Mirova).
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Fig. 16: Visualization of the grave chamber of Brno-Holasky 2 (visualization I. Furuglas, consultation M. Golec and
Z. Mirova).

Obr. 16: Vizualizace hrobové komory Brno-Holasky 2 (vizualizace I. Furuglas, konzultace M. Golec a Z. Mirova).



2D a 3D rekonstrukce HI a H2

Fig. 17: 1 - approximate reconstruction mounds of Brno-Holasky 1 and 2 with an estimated size of 40-50 m (visualization I. Furuglas, consultation
M. Golec and Z. Mirova); 2 - a mound of ¢ 50 m and a height of 14 m in Grof8mugl, Korneuburg District, Lower Austria (photo by Z. Mirova).

Obr. 17: 1 - priblizna rekonstrukce mohyl Brno-Holasky 1 a 2 s pfedpokladanou velikosti 40-50 m (vizualizace I. Furuglas, konzultace M. Golec
a Z. Mirova); 2 - mohyla o ¢ 50 m a vy$ce 14 m v Groimuglu, okr. Korneuburg, Dolni Rakousko (foto Z. Mirova).
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8. SYNOPSIS
OF THE HALSTATT GRAVES
OF THE ELITES IN MORAVIA

In the following overview, the Moravian Hallstatt graves are
listed, which with some of the immovable parameters reach the
status of magnate male/female or contain moveable items that
identify the elite (see Fig. 18-21). The existence of a mound is
emphasized in the survey.

In 1853, a large mound was damaged in Néklo at the church
(Olomouc District); its dating is not clear but its has not been
ruled out that it was a Hallstatt mound (Fig. 18-20; WANKEL
1889, 51). In 1872, H. (J.) Wankel examined several magnate
graves in the cave sanctuary Habrtvka - “By¢i skala’, after the
revision we record 4 women and 1 man with the items found
on the skeletons (Fig. 20; Habrtivka - “Byc¢i skala” 1-5), which
identify the status of the magnates (Fig. 18-20; GOLEC 2017,
144, Fig. 68). Between 1878 and 1898, a magnate’s mound of
unknown size was investigated on a larger mound burial in
Zlin-Louky (DOHNAL 1977, 22-23, Fig. 982-984 on p. 164;
STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 43, Taf. 85:1-4). The research
of the large mound Ustin - “Krélovsky kopec” comes from
1880, it was maybe a 5 m-high mound of a ¢ of 40 m, with two
chambers (Fig. 18-20; WANKEL 1885), the original diam-
eter and number of chambers was geophysically verified by
a measurement in 2017, conducted by A. Northe (unpub-
lished). Soon afterwards, H. (J.) Wankel opened the mound
Saratice - “Kopecek” with a o of 30 m (Fig. 18-20; WANKEL
1891). In 1895-1896, a mound of a ¢ of 30 m Horakov - “Hlas-
nica” was examined by K. J. Maska (Fig. 18-20; SKUTIL 1937).
In 1925 I. L. Cervinka (CERVINKA 1925b) investigated two
mounds of a ¢ of 70 m with large chambers of 5.3 x 5.25 m and
5 x 5 m in Brno-Holasky - H1 and H2 (Fig. 4-7, 17-19;
CERVINKA 1948, 16-17). In 1934 M. Chleborad examined
a mound of a ¢ of 70 m in Brno-Holasky - H3 (Fig. 3, 17-19;
CERVINKA 1948, 17). In 1926 I. L. Cervinka investigated the
grave Brno-Zidenice 1, a mound was not discovered (Fig. 18-20;
CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, 310, obr. 117). In 1931-1932
E. Kolibabe examined the mound Bosovice 1 with unknown
parameters (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 46, Taf. 91; CIZMAR
2014, 29, obr. 26)." In the 1930s, E. Vildomec investigated a mag-
nate’s grave of a size of 5.5 x 5.5 m under a mound of a ¢ of 22 m
on the former hillfort from the Late Bronze Age in Suchohrdly -
“Stary Zamek” (PODBORSKY 1970, obr. 22; STEGMANN-RA]J-
TAR 1992a, 57-58). In 1939, H. Freising studied two mounds of
unknown size Jevicko A/39 with a chamber and stone lining of
a size of 4.5 x 4.3 m and Jevicko B/39 with a chamber and stone
lining of a size of 3.5 x 3.5 m (Fig. 18-20; SMRZ 1975, 32-33,
tab. 1; STROF 1990, tab. 241-244; JARUSKOVA - STROF eds.
akol. 2014, 161-162). In 1943, J. Poulik investigated a magnate’s
grave of a size of the chamber of 6 x 5.5 m with a stone lining
in Velatice (POULIK 1939-46, 162-165). J. Rihovsky examined
a mound of a ¢ of 26 m (before the research 50 m) MoraSice 1
with a chamber of the size of 6.5 x 6.2 m and stone lining in 1955
(Fig. 18-20; RIHOVSKY 1956, 13-18, obr. 21-22, 24-26). After
a longer pause, J. Cizmafov4 examined only in 1987 a burial
ground with a magnate’s grave of the size of 5.5 x 4.5 m in Brno-
-Horni Herspice 3, a mound was not discovered (Fig. 18-20;
GOLEC 2005, 358, tab. 227; CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011,

19 V. Podborsky labels it as Bosovice VIII (PODBORSKY 1974, Abb. 7).

90

8. PREHLED o
HALSTATSKYCH HROBU
ELIT NA MORAVE

V nasledujicim prehledu jsou uvedeny moravské halstat-
ské hroby, jez nékterym z nemovitych parametrt dosahuji
statusu velmoze/velmozky, anebo obsahuji movité pred-
méty, jez identifikuji elity (viz obr. 18-21). V ptehledu je
zdlraznéna existence mohyly.

V roce 1853 byla v Nakle u kostela (okr. Olomouc)
zni¢ena rozmérnd mohyla, jeji datovani neni jasné, neni
vylouéeno, Ze §lo o halstatskou mohylu (obr. 18-20; WAN-
KEL 1889, 51). V roce 1872 prozkoumal H. (J.) Wankel
v jeskynni svatyni Habrtivka - ,By¢i skala“ nékolik vel-
mozskych hrobt, po revizi evidujeme 4 Zeny a 1 muze
s pfedméty nalezenymi na kostrach (obr. 20; Habrtvka -
»Byc¢i skdla“ 1-5), které identifikuji status velmozi (obr.
18-20; GOLEC 2017, 144, Fig. 68). Mezi lety 1878-1898
byla prozkoumdna na vétsim mohylniku ve Zliné-Lou-
kach velmozskd mohyla neznamé velikosti (DOHNAL
1977, 22-23, obr. 982-984 na str. 164; STEGMANN-
-RAJTAR 1992a, 43, Taf. 85:1-4). Prtizkum rozmérné
mohyly Ustin - ,,Krélovsky kopec“ pochézi z roku 1880,
$lo o asi 5 m vysokou mohylu o ¢ 40 m, se dvéma komo-
rami (obr. 18-20; WANKEL 1885), puvodni pramér
a pocet komor geofyzikalné ovétilo zaméreni v roce 2017,
provedené A. Northem (nepublikovano). Brzy na to ote-
viel H. (J.) Wankel mohylu Saratice - ,,Kopecek® 0 ¢ 30 m
(obr. 18-20; WANKEL 1891). V letech 1895-1896 byla
K. J. Maskou zkoumdana mohyla o ¢ 30 m Horakov -
»Hlasnica“ (obr. 18-20; SKUTIL 1937). V roce 1925 I. L.
Cervinka (CERVINKA 1925b) prozkoumal dvé mohyly
0 ¢ 70 m s komorami velkymi 5,3 x 5,25 ma 5 x 5 m v Brné-
-Holaskach - H1 a H2 (obr. 4-7, 17-19; CERVINKA 1948,
16-17). V roce 1934 M. Chleborad prozkoumal mohylu
0 ¢ 70 m v Brné-Holaskich - H3 (obr. 3, 17-19; CER-
VINKA 1948, 17). V roce 1926 I. L. Cervinka prozkoumal
hrob Brno-Zidenice 1, mohyla nebyla zjisténa (obr. 18-20;
CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, 310, obr. 117). V letech
1931-1932 E. Kolibabe prozkoumal mohylu Bosovice 1
s neznamymi parametry (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 46,
Taf. 91; CIZMAR 2014, 29, obr. 26)."” V 30. letech 20. sto-
leti E Vildomec prozkoumal velmozsky hrob o rozmérech
5,5 x 5,5 m pod mohylou o ¢ 22 m na byvalém hradisti
z pozdni doby bronzové v Suchohrdlech - ,,Starém Zamku*
(PODBORSKY 1970, obr. 22; STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a,
57-58). V roce 1939 prozkoumal H. Freising dvé mohyly
neznamé velikosti Jevicko A/39 s komorou a kamennym
obloZenim o rozmeérech 4,5 x 4,3 m a Jevicko B/39 s komo-
rou a kamennym oblozenim o rozmérech 3,5 x 3,5 m (obr.
18-20; SMRZ 1975, 32-33, tab. 1; STROF 1990, tab. 241-
244; JARUSKOVA - STROF eds. a kol. 2014, 161-162).
V roce 1943 prozkoumal J. Poulik ve Velaticich velmozsky
hrob o velikosti komory 6 x 5,5 m s kamennym oblozZe-
nim (POULIK 1939-46, 162-165). Mohylu o @ 26 m (pied
vyzkumem 50 m) Mora$ice 1 s komorou velikosti 6,5 x 6,2 m
a kamennym oblozenim prozkoumal J. Rihovsky v roce
1955 (obr. 18-20; RIHOVSKY 1956, 13-18, obr. 21-22,
24-26). Po del3i pauze az v roce 1987 bylo J. Cizmatovou

19 V. Podborsky ji oznacuje jako Bosovice VIII (PODBORSKY 1974, Abb. 7).
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357, obr. 134). In 1988, O. Sedo found a mound of a ¢ of 80 m
near Vyskov (Fig. 18-20; SEDO 1991, 75), in 2017 A. Northe
using geophysical measurement discovered the original size of
the mound to be a ¢ of 45 m, bounded by a moat with a ¢ of
3 m with a chamber of about 8-10 x 5-6 m (unpublished). In
1994, A. Strof studied a chamber grave of a size of 2.2 x 1.75 m
in Vojkovice 111, a mound was not discovered (Fig. 18-20;
STROF 1995, 203205, Abb. 1; GOLEC 2005, 159, tab. 88; 2017,
89, Fig. 80). In 1994 K. Geislerova and P. Vitula found a cham-
ber grave 214/19 of a size of 3.2 x 2.8 m in Brno-Zabrdovice,
a mound was not discovered (Fig. 18-20; VITULA 1999;
GOLEC 2017, 89, Fig. 81:b). In 1996, P. Kos examined a cham-
ber grave of 5.3 x 4.6 m in Brat¢ice, a mound was not dis-
covered (Fig. 18-20; PODBORSKY 2002, 167-172, obr. 1;
GOLEC 2017, 87, Fig. 79). In 2000, B. Mikulkova examined
a chamber grave of a size of 3 (estimate, grave disturbed) x 2 m in
Slavkov u Brna 1, a mound was not discovered (Fig. 18-20; KOS
2016, 73, obr. 2:1). In 2003, P. Kos studied chamber graves 818
and 827 (with supplemental burials 828 and 828a) in Modfice,
mounds were not discovered (Fig. 18-20; KOS 2004, 272, 276~
280, obr. 2, 7; PRICHYSTAL - KOS 2006, 51-52, Fig. on p. 52;
GOLEC 2017, 89, Fig. 81:c). In 2008, P. Kos examined a chamber
grave of a size of 6 x 4 m in HruSovany u Brna 1 and a smaller
grave in Hrusovany u Brna 2 of a size of 4 x 3 m (Fig. 18-20; KOS
2011, 73-77, obr. 1-4; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 88-89, Fig. on
p. 86-89). In 2009, P. Kos investigated a chamber grave of a size
of 6 x 4 m in Modrice 3815, a mound was not discovered (Fig.
18-20; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 85-86).

prozkoumdno pohrebisté s velmozskym hrobem o roz-
mérech 5,5 x 4,5 m v Brné-Hornich Her$picich 3, mohyla
nebyla zji$téna (obr. 18-20; GOLEC 2005, 358, tab. 227;
CIZMAROVA - HOLUBOVA 2011, 357, obr. 134). V roce
1988 objevil O. Sedo mohylu o0 ¢ 80 m u Vyskova (obr.
18-20; SEDO 1991, 75), v roce 2017 zde zjistil A. Northe
geofyzikalnim méfenim ptvodni rozmér mohyly o ¢ 45 m,
ohranicené prikopem o ¢ 3 m, s komorou asi 8-10 x 5-6 m
(nepublikovéno). V roce 1994 prozkoumal A. Strof komo-
rovy hrob velikosti 2,2 x 1,75 m ve Vojkovicich 111, mohyla
nebyla zjisténa (obr. 18-20; STROF 1995, 203-205, Abb. 1;
GOLEC 2005, 159, tab. 88; 2017, 89, Fig. 80). V roce 1994
nalezli K. Geislerova a P. Vitula komorovy hrob 214/19
o rozmérech 3,2 x 2,8 m v Brné-Zabrdovicich, mohyla
nebyla zji$téna (obr. 18-20; VITULA 1999; GOLEC 2017,
89, Fig. 81:b). V roce 1996 prozkoumal P. Kos komorovy
hrob velky 5,3 x 4,6 m v Bratéicich, mohyla nebyla zji$-
téna (obr. 18-20; PODBORSKY 2002, 167-172, obr. 1;
GOLEC 2017, 87, Fig. 79). V roce 2000 prozkoumala
B. Mikulkova komorovy hrob o rozmérech 3 (odhad, hrob
porusen) x 2 m ve Slavkové u Brna 1, mohyla nebyla zjis-
téna (obr. 18-20; KOS 2016, 73, obr. 2:1). V roce 2003
prozkoumal P. Kos komorové hroby 818 a 827 (s ptidav-
nymi pohtby 828 a 828a) v Modficich, mohyly zjistény
nebyly (obr. 18-20; KOS 2004, 272, 276-280, obr. 2, 7;
PRICHYSTAL - KOS 2006, 51-52, obr. na str. 52; GOLEC
2017, 89, Fig. 81:c). V roce 2008 prozkoumal P. Kos komo-
rovy hrob o rozmérech 6 x 4 m v HruSovanech u Brna 1
amensi hrob Hrusovany u Brna 2 o rozmérech 4 x 3 m (obr.
18-20; KOS 2011, 73-77, obr. 1-4; KOS - PRICHYSTAL
2013, 88-89, obr. na str. 86-89). V roce 2009 prozkoumal
P. Kos komorovy hrob o velikosti 6 x 4 m v Modficich 3815,
mohyla nebyla zjidténa (obr. 18-20; KOS — PRICHYSTAL
2013, 85-86).
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9. IDENTIFICATION OF THE
ELITES IN THE HORAKOV
AND PLATENICE GROUPS
IN MORAVIA

For understanding the significance of the grave wholes from
Brno-Holasky 1-3, it is necessary to recognize and define the
highest social unit - the elites. However, research of the society of
the Hallstatt period in Moravia has stagnated already for several
decades. For a study of the elites, it is necessary to stipulate the
theoretical starting points: 1. Social and political model - accord-
ing to E. R. Service, the Hallstatt period in the social and political
organization of society belongs to the level of chiefdom with
a privileged chief and his family (KOLAR 2002). In Ha D, it is
necessary to deal with the question of the centralization processes
in the West Hallstatt and East Hallstatt cultures. The processes of
the western part are described much better (W. Kimmig, H. Ziirn,
K. Spindler, . Biel, M. K. H. Eggert, Ch. Pare, H. Parzinger, W. Schier,
Ch. Huth et al.; most recently KRAUSSE - BEILHARZ Hrsg. 2010;
SIEVERS - SCHONFELDER Hrsg. 2012; FERNANDEZ-GOTZ -
KRAUSSE 2013; SCHUMANN 2015; FERNANDEZ-GOTZ -
RALSTON 2017; for Bohemia - the western part of the Czech
Republic - the theme is conveyed by e.g. CHY TRACEK et al. 2010;
CISTAKOVA - CHYTRACEK 2018). Centralization processes
took place not only in the western part of Hallstatt Europe; we also
observe them in the central part, in Bavaria and Bohemia. They
emerged here in parallel with lordly homesteads (German Her-
renhife; KAS - SCHUBMANN 1998; BAMBASOVA in press) and
lordly manors (German Herrensitze; Marienberg in Wiirzburg -
SCHUBMANN 2012, 156; Zavist, Vladaf and Minice - DRDA -
CHYTRACEK 2005; CHYTRACEK et al. 2010, 155-169, Abb. 1;
2012a, 57-58, Abb. 1-9; 2012b, 329, obr. 3; CHYTRACEK 2012,
209-215, Abb. 16-19). Whereas it is possible to prove lordly home-
steads in Moravia, it is not possible as yet to prove lordly manors.
2. Cultural and economic model - an economic element enters
the issue of the elites; the handling of material resources is neces-
sary to maintain the social status of the elites (POLANYI 1975;
MURPHY 2008). Societies act according to a certain system,
ensuring the operation of the economy (DALTON 1975). The
central and eastern parts of Hallstatt cultures were not so strongly
connected to the trade with the Mediterranean as the western
part was, which influenced the processes that took place in them.
3. Mediterranean model - “Homerian society” is a suitable start-
ing point for the model of Hallstatt society. We can identify
the aristocracy of the Greek basileuses and their customs with
Hallstatt elites (KOLAR 2002; BOUZEK 2011). We then record
a similar tradition also from Etruria (BOUZEK 2003) and from
the iconographic sources of the Hallstatt situla art of North Italy
and the eastern Alpine Foreland (KERN et al. 2009). Besides the
actual monitoring of the luxury/imports, it is important to set
the possible countervalues for the providers of the luxury goods/
imports and resolve the issue of long-distance trade and its agents -
merchants, crafts and craftspeople.

The initial thesis for the identification of the elites in Moravia
was presented in the 1970s (PODBORSKY 1974) and was devel-
oped also later (PODBORSKY 1993; 2006; KOLAR 2002; GOLEC
2005; 2017). The study of magnates’ manifestations serves for the
identification of the highest social units - the elites - in Hallstatt
Moravia in Ha C2-D2. These manifestations were set by the authors
and summarized in Fig. 18-20. Generally, the elites are identi-
fied based on the existence of three components: 1. settlements,

2. magnates’ graves, 3. luxury items/imports. We know of real estate
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9. IDENTIFIKACE ELIT

V HORAKOVSKE

A PLATENICKE SKUPINE
NA MORAVE

Pro pochopeni vyznamu hrobovych celkt z Brna-Hola-
sek 1-3 je nutné rozpoznat a definovat nejvyssi spolecenské
jednotky - elity. Vyzkum spole¢nosti doby hal$tatské na
Moravé vsak jiz nékolik desetileti stagnuje. Pro studium elit
je nutné stanovit teoreticka vychodiska: 1. Socidlni a poli-
ticky model - v socialni a politické organizaci spole¢nosti
dle E. R. Service nalezi doba halstatska stupni nacelnictvi
s privilegovanym nécelnikem a jeho rodinou (KOLAR
2002). V Ha D je nutné se zabyvat otdzkou centraliza¢nich
procestt v zapadohalstatské i vychodohalstatské kulture.
Mnohem Iépe jsou popsany procesy zapadni ¢asti (W. Kim-
mig, H. Ziirn, K. Spindler, J. Biel, M. K. H. Eggert, Ch. Pare,
H. Parzinger, W. Schier, Ch. Huth aj.; nejnovéji KRAUSSE -
BEILHARZ Hrsg. 2010; SIEVERS - SCHONFELDER Hrsg.
2012; FERNANDEZ-GOTZ - KRAUSSE 2013; SCHU-
MANN 2015; FERNANDEZ-GOTZ - RALSTON 2017;
pro Cechy - zdpadni &ast Ceské republiky - téma rozvadéji
napt. CHYTRACEK et al. 2010; CISTAKOVA - CHYT-
RACEK 2018). Nejen v zdpadni &asti haltatské Evropy
probihaly centraliza¢ni procesy, sledujeme je i v ¢asti stfedni,
v Bavorsku a Cechach. Zde vznikaly paralelné panské
dvorce (ném. Herrenhdfe; KAS - SCHUBSMANN 1998;
BAMBASOVA in press) i panska sidla (ném. Herrensitze;
Marienberg ve Wiirzburgu - SCHUSMANN 2012, 156;
Zavist, Vladai a Minice - DRDA - CHYTRACEK 2005;
CHYTRACEK et al. 2010, 155-169, Abb. 1; 2012a, 57-58,
Abb. 1-9; 2012b, 329, obr. 3; CHYTRACEK 2012, 209-215,
Abb. 16-19). Zatimco panské dvorce lze na Moravé dolozit,
panska sidla zatim nikoliv. 2. Kulturni a ekonomicky model -
do problematiky elit vstupuje ekonomicky prvek, nakld-
dani s materialnimi zdroji je nutné k udrzovani socialniho
statusu elit (POLANYI 1975; MURPHY 2008). Spole¢-
nosti se chovaji podle ur¢itého systému, zajistujiciho chod
hospodarstvi (DALTON 1975). Stfedni a vychodni ¢&ast
halstatskych kultur nebyla tak silné napojena na obchod se
Sttedomotim jako zdpadni ¢ast, coz ovlivnilo procesy, jez v ni
probihaly. 3. Stfedomotsky model - ,homérska spole¢nost*
je vhodnym vychodiskem pro model halstatské spole¢nosti.
Aristokracii feckych basilet a jeji zvyky miZeme ztotoznit
s halstatskymi elitami (KOLAR 2002; BOUZEK 2011).
Obdobné tradice pak evidujeme také z Etrurie (BOUZEK
2003) a z ikonografickych prament halstatského situlo-
vého uméni severni Itdlie a vychodniho Pfialpi (KERN et
al. 2009). Kromé samotného monitorovani luxusu/importd
je dtlezité stanovit mozné protihodnoty poskytovatelim
luxusniho zbozi/importii a fesit otazku dalkového obchodu
a jeho agentd — obchodnikd, femesel a femeslniki.

Vychozi teze kidentifikaci elit byly na Moravé predstaveny
v 70. letech 20. stoleti (PODBORSKY 1974) a byly rozvijeny
i pozdgji (PODBORSKY 1993; 2006; KOLAR 2002; GOLEC
2005; 2017). K identifikaci nejvyssich spoleéenskych jedno-
tek — elit — na hal$tatské Moravé v Ha C2-D2 slouzi studium
velmozskych projevil. Tyto projevy byly autory stanoveny
a shrnuty v obr. 18-20. Obecné jsou elity identifikovany na
zakladeé existence tfi slozek: 1. sidligt, 2. velmozskych hrobt,

3. luxusnich pfedméti/importi. Nemovité a movité pra-

meny zname ze 44 pripadl na 30 lokalitdch, které splnuji
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and moveable sources from 44 cases in 30 sites, which fulfil one
or more parameters of the “magnate class” We most often record
graves of male/female magnates, which identify them 1. mounds
of a @ of 20-80 m (7 cases in 5 sites), of which only 1 site, HI,
belongs to a man and woman, 2. large grave chambers of a length
of 3.5-6.5 m with men (8 cases in 7 sites), women (1 site), men and
women (2 sites) and gender uncertain (3 sites), 3. stone construc-
tion architecture of the chambers of the graves (4 cases in 3 sites),
4. luxurious items/imports (Fig. 20; 110 cases in 21 sites). In some
grave contexts, there are no luxurious moveables available, but it is
supplemented by the presence of a large mound of the geophysi-
cally determined large grave chamber. In the category of moveable
items, we find “identifiers of the elites” also in the actual hoards
(6 sites). The exceptional site Habrtivka — “By¢i skala” is absolutely
unique in the category of moveable items with a number of 44 cases
(Fig. 20). In this cave sanctuary, only a small number of the finds
belong to graves (5 cases in 1 site). The majority of their moveable
items of the elites has an unknown context and many of them likely
belonged to hoards. 44 cases in one site represents, besides the 66
cases of luxury items/imports from all the other Moravian sites,
a total of 40% of all the cases, which indicates an abnormal interest
of the elites in this sanctuary (Fig. 20). Only in the hoard in Kralice
na Hané 1 do the luxury items come from the context of a settle-
ment agglomeration from the proximity of a homestead, which
indicates that these buildings can be considered as magnate mani-
festations, and we thus classify them among the indicators of the
elites (5 sites). The identification of the elites at settlements is quite
fundamental. Luxury items/imports are essentially lacking here,
and so we monitor the signs in the actual contexts. The presence
of elites at hillforts is proved by the separation of the acropolis and
suburbium. Of the perhaps 90-100 fortified elevated settlements
known today in Moravia (CIZMAR 2004) only in Kfizanovice was
a fenced homestead found by geophysical measurement (BAARO-
VA 2005, 398-400, obr. 2); a sacral district with a circular rondel of
a ¢ of 6.5-7.1 m had been examined at the end of the spur already
earlier (STUCHLIK 2000, obr. 2, tab. 2:2). Geophysical measure-
ment discovered an inner moat separated the acropolis from the
suburbium at the hillfort Kienovice (BAMBASOVA in press). We
also identify a palisade-delimited homestead at four lowland settle-
ments (Kobylnice, Kralice na Hané 2, Kufim, Modtice), of which
only Kufim has so far been complexly evaluated (CIZMAR 1995;
ZEMAN 2017). Here, it was possible to capture the (social) house
of the owner of the homestead with adjacent production complex
and a separated sacral district with an oval rondeloid of a size of
22x17 m (CIZMAR 1995, Abb. 2:K, 10). In total, we record 17 sites
in Moravia with Hallstatt hoards (Fig. 18-20; in summary GOLEC
- FOJTIK - SMID in press), of which only 6 contain luxury items/
imports. A hoard comes from the settlement site Blatec - “Kocanda”
with an iron hub from the wheel of a wagon and 2 pcs of iron cir-
cular semi-finished products/ingots (Fig. 18-20; PARE 1992, 215,
Fig. 155). At the settlement agglomeration in Kralice na Hané 2,
ahoard was found; then 10 pcs of luxury items/imports at Kralice na
Hané 1 (Fig. 18-20; 3 bronze bowls, 3 bronze ladles, a bronze cup,
2 iron spits and an iron pot hook) in the proximity of the homestead
(GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID in press). From the context of the origi-
nally wetland terrain, a hoard comes with 9 pcs of bronze vessels
in Néklo 2 (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, 19, 23-25, Taf. 9,
13-14). From the hoard from Banov, there is a collection of wom-
ens jewellery, of which a collection stands out of about 1,500 pcs of
amber beads (unpublished, synopsis in GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID
in press). The compound belt comes from the hoard from Bohdalice-
-Pavlovice (Fig. 18-20; CIZMAR - CIZMAROVA 2014, 35-45;
GOLEC 2017, Fig. 81:d). 36 contexts of luxury items/imports come
from the cave sanctuary Habrivka - “Byc¢i skala® (Fig. 18-20) -
four-wheeled wagons (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995,

jeden ¢ivice parametri ,velmozské vrstvy. Nejcastéji evidu-
jeme hroby velmozt/velmozek, které identifikuji 1. mohyly
0 ¢ 20-80 m (7 pripadt na 5 lokalitach), z nichz pouze
1 lokalita, H1, nalezi muzi i Zené, 2. rozmérné hrobové
komory o délce 3,5-6,5 m u muzi (8 ptipadd na 7 lokali-
tach), Zen (1 lokalita), muzti i Zen (2 lokality) a genderové
neurcitelné (3 lokality), 3. kamenna stavebni architektura
komor hrobt (4 pfipady na 3 lokalitdch), 4. luxusni pred-
méty/importy (obr. 20; 110 pripadit na 21 lokalitach).
V nékterych hrobovych kontextech neni luxusni mobilid#
k dispozici, supluje jej ale pritomnost rozmérné mohyly
nebo geofyzikdlné zjisténd rozmeérna hrobova komora.
V kategorii movitych predmétti nachazime ,identifikitory
elit* také v samostatnych depotech (6 lokalit). Vyjime¢na
lokalita Habrtivka - ,,By¢i skala“ je v kategorii movitych
predméta zcela ojedinéla kvantitou 44 ptipadt (obr. 20).
V této jeskynni svatyni jen mald ¢ast nalezi k hrobtim (5 pti-
padii na 1 lokalité). Vétsina jejich movitych predméti elit ma
neznamy kontext a mnohé z nich pravdépodobné nalezely
depotiim. 44 pripadt na jedné lokalité predstavuje, vedle
66 pripadii luxusnich predméti/importt ze vSech ostatnich
moravskych lokalit, celych 40 % vsech ptipadii, coz pouka-
zuje na abnormalni zéjem elit o tuto svatyni (obr. 20). Pouze
v depotu v Kralicich na Hané 1 luxusni pfedméty pochazeji
z kontextu sidelni aglomerace z blizkosti dvorce, coz nazna-
Cuje, Ze tyto stavby za velmozské projevy povazovat lze,
a fadime je tak k identifikdtoram elit (5 lokalit). Identifi-
kace elit na sidlistich je zcela zasadni. Luxusni predméty/
importy zde v zasadé chybi, a tak sledujeme znaky na samot-
nych kontextech. Pritomnost elit na hradistich doklada
oddéleni akropole a suburbia. Z dnes znamych asi 90-100
opevnénych vysinnych hradist na Moravé (CIZMAR 2004)
byl pouze v KfiZanovicich geofyzikdlnim méfenim zjiStén
ohrazeny dvorec (BAAROVA 2005, 398-400, obr. 2); jiz
dtive zde byl na konci ostrozny prozkouman sakralni okrsek
s kruhovym rondelem o ¢ 6,5-7,1 m (STUCHLIK 2000, obr.
2, tab. 2:2). Geofyzikalnim méfenim byla zji§téna vnitfnim
ptikopem oddélend akropole od suburbia na hradisti Kre-
novice (BAMBASOVA in press). Také na ¢tyfech nizinnych
sidlistich identifikujeme palisidou vymezeny dvorec (Kobyl-
nice, Kralice na Hané 2, Kufim, Modfice), z nichZ pouze
Kutim byla dosud komplexné vyhodnocena (CIZMAR
1995; ZEMAN 2017). Zde byl zachycen (spolecensky) diim
majitele dvorce s prilehlym vyrobnim aredlem a také oddé-
leny sakralni okrsek s ovalnym rondeloidem o rozmérech
22x 17 m (CIZMAR 1995, Abb. 2:K, 10). Celkové na Moravé
evidujeme 17 lokalit s hal$tatskymi depoty (obr. 18-20; sou-
hrnné GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID in press), z nichZ pouze
6 obsahuje luxusni predméty/importy. Ze sidlistni lokality
Blatec - , Kocanda“ pochazi depot se Zeleznym nabojem
z kola vozu a 2 ks Zeleznych kruhovych polotovarii/ingoti
(obr. 18-20; PARE 1992, 215, Fig. 155). Na sidlistni aglome-
raci v Kralicich na Hané 2 byl nalezen depot 10 ks luxusnich
predmétt/importt Kralice na Hané 1 (obr. 18-20; 3 bron-
zové misky, 3 bronzové nabéracky, bronzovy $élek, 2 zelezné
rozné a zelezné zavésné zarizeni na kotel) v blizkosti dvorce
(GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID in press). Z kontextu ptivodné
bazinatého terénu pochazi depot 9 ks bronzovych nadob
Naklo 2 (NEKVASIL - PODBORSKY 1991, 19, 23-25, Taf. 9,
13-14). Z depotu z Banova pochazi soubor Zenskych $perkd,
z néhoz vynikd soubor asi 1500 ks jantarovych koralkii
(nepublikovéno, ptehled v GOLEC - FOJTIK - SMID
in press). Skladany opasek pochdzi z depotu z Pavlovic
(obr. 18-20; CIZMAR - CIZMAROVA 2014, 35-45; GO-
LEC 2017, Fig. 81:d). Z jeskynni svatyné Habrtivka - ,,By¢i
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Taf. 86-112), gold items (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH
1995, Taf. 13:121, 19, 68:210-212), bronze vessels (PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL-BARTH 1995, Taf. 32-39,40:349,365-367,41:350-351,
73-76), iron/bimetallic daggers (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 27:295-296), a bronze helm (PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 25:290), compound belts from
bronze parts (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf.
25:291, 26, 31:323-324, 69, 70:324, 71, 72:291-292), (likely origi-
nally connected) set/sets of amber beads of a total number of 1,830
pcs (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, 79:265a,266a,
80:265b-d,266b-c,267) and (likely originally connected) set/
sets of glass beads of a total number of 4,500 pcs (PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 77-78, 81-84). With these con-
texts, it is not always possible to decide whether they belonged to
the skeletons (Fig. 18-19; the contexts associated with the skeletons
are only Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” 1-5), were deposited in hoards, or
the context is unclear (Fig. 18-19; the contexts listed as Habrtivka -
“By¢i skéla” 6). From the site Doloplazy, there is an random surface
find of a copper plaque with figural (pre-situla) art of Etruscan ori-
gin (CHYTRACEK et al. in press).

With the elites, it is necessary to monitor not only the customs,
which are specific for them, namely the so-called supplemental
burials (Totenfolge or Totenopfer). Cremation supplemental burials
were recognized in the skeletal graves of the elites — men (3 sites)
and women (3 sites) — in the Horakov group in the surroundings
of Brno (Fig. 18; NEKVASIL 1963), for which birituality is typical.
The skeletal rite indicated the more important individual, in some
cases buried on a wagon. We do not consider as Totenfolge the
cases of the subsequent (secondary) skeletal burials into one grave
pit, as is the case in H1 and Modtice 3815.

An important task of the research of the elites in Moravia is to
evaluate purposefully the source basis and recognize the timeframe
of all three delimited components of the elites. The are represented
unevenly and change within the bracket of Ha C2-D2. Systematic
interest should answer the as-yet unresolved issues of the research
of the Hallstatt period in Moravia, if and in what way the centrali-
zation and decentralization processes took place in the Horakov
and Platénice groups. Two striking concentrations of the manifes-
tations of the elites in the Brno District and Prostéjov-Olomouc
Districts (Fig. 18) confirm that strong centralization processes
took place at the latest in the levels Ha D1-Ha D2-earlier, like
in some regions of the West Hallstatt and East Hallstatt cultures.
They appear distinctly in the territorial cores of the Horakov and
Platénice groups, whereas manifestations of the elites clearly dis-
appear on the margins of these groups. The central position of
the Brno subgroup on the territory of the Horakov group was
already predicted by V. Podborsky (PODBORSKY 1980b, 49);
the implication of this thesus can be fully appreciated only forty
years later, when the source fonds in Moravia had significantly
grown. We now can already prove two centralization cores. The
Moravian Hallstatt period achieved advanced forms of chiefdom
in Ha D1-D2-earlier, but not its final phase, when the social
model shifted to the level of early state. In East Hallstatt culture,
this level, accompanied by distinctive forms of centralization with
proof of residences and burials of the elites, is discussed for the
more southern regions, e.g. Sulmtal group in Styria (EGG 1996c,
83-84). These processes of centralization and subsequent decen-
tralization repeated themselves several more times in Moravia
in the La Téne period, Roman, Migration Age and in the Early
Medieval period, before society moved to the medieval state.
Perhaps the best described process of the shift from the devel-
oped to the final stage of chiefdom/early states took place in
the 8" and 9" centuries in the formation and existence of Great
Moravia and the entry of Moravia to the level of state in the 11*
century (MACHACEK 2005, 131-132). In comparison with this
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skéla“ pochazi 36 kontextd luxusnich predmétt/importi
(obr. 18-20) - ¢tytkolové vozy (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 86-112), zlaté predméty (PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 13:121, 19, 68:210-212),
bronzové nadoby (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH
1995, Taf. 32-39, 40:349,365-367, 41:350-351, 73-76),
zelezné/bimetalické dyky (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 27:295-296), bronzova helma (PARZIN-
GER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 25:290), skladané
opasky z bronzovych dili (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 25:291, 26, 31:323-324, 69, 70:324, 71,
72:291-292), (pravdépodobné pivodné souvisejici) sou-
prava/soupravy jantarovych koralkd o celkovém mnozstvi
1830 ks (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995,
79:265a,266a, 80:265b-d,266b—c,267) a (pravdépodobné
puvodné souvisejici) souprava/soupravy sklenénych koralka
o celkovém mnozstvi 4500 ks (PARZINGER - NEKVA-
SIL — BARTH 1995, Taf. 77-78, 81-84). U téchto kontextl
nelze vzdy rozhodnout, zda patfily ke kostram (obr. 19-20;
kontexty souvisejici s kostrami jsou jen Habrtvka - ,,By¢i
skala“ 1-5), byly ulozeny v depotech, nebo je kontext nejasny
(obr. 19-20; kontexty uvadény jako Habruavka - ,,By¢i skala“
6). Z lokality Doloplazy pochdzi nahodny povrchovy nalez
médéné plakety s figuralnim (predsitulovym) uménim
etruského ptivodu (CHYTRACEK et al. in press).

U elit je pottebné monitorovat nékteré zvyky, jez jsou
pro né specifické, a to napt. tzv. ptidavné pohtby (Totenfolge
nebo Totenopfer). Zarové piidavné pohiby byly rozpo-
znany v kostrovych hrobech elit - muzt (3 lokality) i Zen
(3 lokality) - v horakovské skupiné v okoli Brna (obr. 19;
NEKVASIL 1963), pro kterou je typicka biritualita. Kostrovy
ritus indikuje vyznamnéjsiho jedince, v nékterych piipa-
dech pohrbeného na voze. Za Totenfolge nepovazujeme
ptipady naslednych (sekundérnich) kostrovych pohtbt do
jedné hrobové jamy, jako je tomu v H1 a Modficich 3815.

Duilezitym tikolem vyzkumu elit na Moravé je cilené vyhod-
nocovat pramennou bazi a rozpoznat ¢asovy ramec vsech tii
vymezenych slozek elit. Ty jsou zastoupeny nerovnomérné
a v rozmezi Ha C2-D2 se proménuji. Systematicky zajem
ma odpovédét na doposud nefesené otdzky vyzkumu doby
halstatské na Moravé, zda a jakym zptsobem probihaly cent-
raliza¢ni a decentraliza¢ni procesy v hordkovské a platénické
skupiné. Dvé ndpadné koncentrace projevil elit na Brnénsku
a Prostéjovsku-Olomoucku (obr. 18) potvrzuji, Ze nejpoz-
déji ve stupnich Ha D1-D2-starsi, obdobné jako v nékterych
regionech zépadohalstatské a vychodohalstatské kultury,
probihaly silné centraliza¢ni procesy. Vyrazné se objevuji
v uzemnich jadrech horakovské i platénické skupiny, zatimco
na okrajich téchto skupin projevy elit vyrazné mizi. Centralni
postaveni brnénské podskupiny na uzemi hordkovské sku-
piny predikoval jiz V. Podborsky (PODBORSKY 1980b, 49),
vyznam této teze lze plné docenit az po 40 letech, kdy pra-
menny fond na Moravé vyrazné vzrostl. Nyni jiz dokladdme
dvé centraliza¢ni jadra. Moravska doba halstatskd dosahla
v Ha D1-D2-starsi rozvinuté formy nacelnictvi, nikoliv vsak
jejizavérecné faze, kdy spolecensky model prechazel do urovné
raného statu. Ve vychodohalstatské kultute je tento stupen,
doprovazeny vyraznymi formami centralizace s doklady sidel
a pohrbu elit, diskutovan pro jiznéji poloZené regiony, napt.
sulmtélskou skupinu ve Styrsku (EGG 1996¢, 83-84). Tyto
centraliza¢ni a ndsledné decentraliza¢ni procesy se na Moravé
jesté nekolikrat zopakovaly v dobé laténské, fimské, stéhovani
narodii a v raném stfedovéku, nez spolecnost presla ve stre-
doveky stat. Asi k nejlépe popsanému procesu prechodu od
rozvinutého do zavérecného stadia nacelnictvi/raného statu
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Fig. 18. Sites with male and female elites (graves, homesteads, hillforts with an acropolis, hoards, sanctuary and luxury items/imports) Ha C2-D2
in Moravia: 1. Banov, Uherské Hradi$té District (hoard); 2. Blatec - “Kocanda”, Olomouc District (hoard?); 3. Bohdalice-Pavlovice, Vyskov Dis-
trict (hoard); 4. Bosovice 1, Vyskov District (grave); 5. Bratcice, Brno-Rural District (grave); 6.-8. Brno-Holasky 1-3, Brno-City District (3 graves);
9. Brno-Horni Herspice 3, Brno-City District (grave); 10. Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, Brno-City District (grave); 11. Brno-Zidenice 1, Brno-City Dis-
trict (grave); 12. Doloplazy, Prostéjov District (copper plaque); 13.-18. Habrtvka - “By¢i skala” 1-6, Blansko District (5 graves and hoard/hoards
in the sanctuary); 19. Horakov - “Hlasnica”, Brno-Rural District (grave); 20.-21. Hrusovany u Brna 1 and 2, Brno-Rural District (2 graves); 22.-23.
Jevicko A/39 and B/39, Svitavy District (2 graves); 24. Kobylnice, Brno-Rural District (homestead); 25.-26. Kralice na Hané 1 and 2, Prostéjov District
(homestead and hoard); 27. K¥iZanovice, VySkov District (homestead at the hillfort); 28. Kienovice, Pferov District (acropolis and suburbium at the
hillfort); 29. Kufim, Brno-Rural District (homestead); 30.-33. Mod¥ice 818, 827, 3815, Brno-Rural District (3 graves and homestead); 34. Morasice
1, Znojmo District (grave); 35.-36. Naklo 1 and 2, Olomouc District (grave /?/ and hoard); 37. Slavkov u Brna 1, Vyskov District (grave); 38. Sucho-
hrdly - “Stary Zamek”, Znojmo District (grave); 39. Saratice - “Kopetek”, Vyskov District (grave); 40. Ustin - “Kralovsky kopec”, Olomouc District
(grave); 41. Velatice, Brno-Rural District (grave); 42. Vojkovice 111, Brno-Rural District (grave); 43. Vyskov, Vyskov District (grave); 44. Zlin-Louky,
Zlin District (grave) (compiled by M. Golec).

Obr. 18. Lokality s muzskymi a Zenskymi elitami (hroby, dvorce, hradisté s akropoli, depoty, svatyné a luxusni piedméty/importy) Ha C2-D2 na
Moravé: 1. Banov, okr. Uherské Hradisté (depot); 2. Blatec - ,,Kocanda®, okr. Olomouc (depot?); 3. Bohdalice-Pavlovice, okr. Vyskov (depot); 4. Boso-
vice 1, okr. Vyskov (hrob); 5. Bratcice, okr. Brno-venkov (hrob); 6.-8. Brno-Holasky 1-3, okr. Brno-mésto (3 hroby); 9. Brno-Horni Herspice 3, okr.
Brno-mésto (hrob); 10. Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, okr. Brno-mésto (hrob); 11. Brno-Zidenice 1, okr. Brno-mésto (hrob); 12. Doloplazy, okr. Prostéjov
(médéna plaketa); 13.-18. Habruvka - ,,By¢i skala“ 1-6, okr. Blansko (5 hrobii a depot/depoty ve svatyni); 19. Horakov - ,,Hlasnica®, okr. Brno-venkov
(hrob); 20.-21. Hru$ovany u Brna 1 a 2, okr. Brno-venkov (2 hroby); 22.-23. Jevicko A/39 a B/39, okr. Svitavy (2 hroby); 24. Kobylnice, okr. Brno-venkov
(dvorec); 25.-26. Kralice na Hané 1 a 2, okr. Prostéjov (dvorec a depot); 27. K¥izanovice, okr. Vyskov (dvorec na hradisti); 28. Kienovice, okr. Pierov
(akropole a suburbium na hradisti); 29. Kufim, okr. Brno-venkov (dvorec); 30.-33. Modfice 818, 827, 3815, okr. Brno-venkov (3 hroby a dvorec);
34. Morasice 1, okr. Znojmo (hrob); 35.-36. Néklo 1 a 2, okr. Olomouc (hrob /?/ a depot); 37. Slavkov u Brna 1, okr. Vyskov (hrob); 38. Suchohrdly -
»Stary Zamek*, okr. Znojmo (hrob); 39. Saratice - ,,Kopecek, okr. Vyskov (hrob); 40. Ustin - ,,Kralovsky kopec, okr. Olomouc (hrob); 41. Velatice, okr.
Brno-venkov (hrob); 42. Vojkovice 111, okr. Brno-venkov (hrob); 43. Vyskov, okr. Vyskov (hrob); 44. Zlin-Louky, okr. Zlin (hrob) (sestavil M. Golec).
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referential social model, the Hordkov and Platénice groups in
Ha D1-D2-earlier (conclusion of the 7" and 1* half of the 6% cen-
tury B.C.) reached the pre-Great Moravian period of the 8" and 1*
third of the 9 century, but they did not reach the Great Moravian
period from the 2™ third of the 9" century.

The violent interruption of the centralization processes in
Moravia took place approximately in the middle of the 6 cen-
tury B.C. (Ha D2-earlier, Parzinger 7a) with the penetration of
cultures, which used items of the so-called eastern type, espe-
cially Vekerzug culture (GOLEC - CERMAKOVA - FOJTIK 2016;
BARTIK et al. 2018). The crucial trade in amber fell apart because
of the disintegration of the trade network, dependent on the social
ties of the elites in Moravia, and the Amber Road from Poland
to Austria was transferred from Moravia about 200 km further
west to Bohemia in the levels Ha D2-later (Parzinger 7b/c) - LT A
(CHYTRACEK et al. 2017a, Abb. 1, 3; 2017b, obr. 12, 16).

Immovable cases of the elites Ha C2-D2 (obr. 18): 1. homestead
(Kobylnice, Kralice na Hané 2, Kutim, Modfice); 2. homestead at
the hillfort (K¥izanovice) or separated acropolis and suburbium at
the hillfort (Kfenovice); 3. large tumulus mounds of a @ of 20-80 m
(Brno-Holasky 1-3, Horakov - “Hlasnica’, Morasice 1, Suchohrdly -
“Stary Z&mek’, Saratice -~ “Kopecek’, Ustin - “Kralovsky kopec’,
Vyskov); 4. cave sanctuary (Habrivka — “By¢i skala”); 4. grave
chamber/pit of lengths from 3.5 to 6.5 m (Bratcice, Brno-Holasky 1
and 2, Brno-Horni Her$pice 3, Hrusovany u Brna 1 and 2, Jevicko
A/39, ModFice 827, 3815, Morasice 1, Suchohrdly - “Stary Zamel,
Velatice); 5. stone construction architecture with a chamber more
than 3.5 m (Jevicko A/39 and B/39, Morasice 1, Velatice).

Moveable cases of the male elites Ha C2-D2 (Fig. 20): 1. four-
-wheeled wagon (Blatec - “Kocanda’, Brat¢ice, Brno-Holasky 1 and
2, Brno-Horni Her$pice 3, Habrtivka - “By¢i skala’6, HruSovany
u Brna 1, Modtice 3815); 2. jho (Brno-Holasky 2, Hordkov -
“Hlasnica’, HruSovany u Brna 1, Modfice 3815); 3. iron sword
(Brno-Holasky 1, Brno-Horni Herspice 3, Morasice 12, Zlin-
-Louky); 4. iron/bi-metallic dagger (BoSovice, Habriivka - “Byci
skdla” 5 and unknown context); 5. bronze helm (Habrtivka - “By¢i
skala” 6); 6. bronze vessels (Brat¢ice, Brno-Holasky 1 and 2, Hora-
kov - “Hlasnica’, Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” 6, Jevicko B/39, Kralice
na Hané 1, Morasice 1, Naklo 2);* 7. iron spit (Bratéice, Brno-
-Holasky 2, Horakov - “Hldsnica’, Kralice na Hané 1); 8. iron pot
hook (Kralice na Hané 1).2!

Moveable cases of female elites Ha C2-D2 (Fig. 20): 1. four-
-wheeled wagon (Brno-Holasky 1, Modtice 3815); 2. yoke
(Brno-Holasky 1, Horakov - “Hldsnica’, Hrusovany u Brna 1,
Modfice 3815); 3. amber collection of 1,000 pcs (Banov, Hab-
rivka - “By¢i skala” unknown context); 4. glass collection of 1,000
pes (Habriivka - “By¢i skala” unknown context); 5. compound
belt (Bohdalice-Pavlovice, Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, Brno-Zide-
nice 1, Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” 1, Modfice 818, Slavkov u Brna 1,

20 From Hru$ovany u Brna 1, there is a bronze handle, originally applied on
a wooden vessel, forming a cup (KOS 2011, obr. 3:20). A wooden bowl was
decorated by an iron attaché with bulls’ horns from the grave from Bratcice
(GOLEC 2005, tab. 68:28).

Significant items of the Hallstatt period on the edge of luxury were also:
1. drinking horns - Dobr¢ice, Pierov District (NEKVASIL 1993, obr.
246:1); perhaps the so-called sceptre from Habrivka - “By¢i skala”, Blansko
District (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 21:226-227);
Popovice 1, Brno-Rural District (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 54:1);
2. bronze zoomorphic sculpture — a horse from Brno-Obtany 6, incorrectly
dated already to Ha B, Brno-City District (ADAMEK 1961, 83, tab.
CXVITIL:1; SALAS 1993, obr. 185); purposely broken bull from Habrivka —
“By¢i skala” (Fig. 9:2; NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 241:1; PODBORSKY 1993,
obr. 249:2; PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 41:369);
purposefully broken sling of a horse without a head from Modrice 1800,
Brno-Rural District (CIZMAR - GEISLEROVA eds. 2006, Fig. on p. 226);
sling of the so-called ram from Mobhelnice, in fact perhaps a bull, Sumperk
District (PODBORSKY 1993, obr. 249:1).

2

—
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doslo v 8. a 9. stoleti pti formovani a existenci Velké Moravy
a vstupu Moravy do stupné statu v 11. stoleti (MACHACEK
2005, 131-132). Horakovska a platénickd skupina v Ha D1-
D2-starsi (zavér 7. a 1. polovina 6. stoleti pt. Kr.) dospély
v porovnani s timto referenénim spole¢enskym modelem do
predvelkomoravského obdobi 8. a 1. tfetiny 9. stoleti, ale vel-
komoravského obdobi od 2. tetiny 9. stoleti jiz nedosahly.
Nasilné preruSeni centraliza¢nich procesi na Moravé
probéhlo priblizné v poloviné 6. stoleti pf. Kr. (Ha D2-starsi,
Parzinger 7a) pronikdnim kultur, které uzivaly pfedméty tzv.
vychodniho typu, zejména vekerzugské kultury (GOLEC -
CERMAKOVA - FOJTIK 2016; BARTIK et al. 2018). Kli¢ovy
obchod s jantarem se diky rozvraceni obchodni sité, zavislé na
socidlnich vztazich elit na Moravé, rozpadl a jantarové stezka
z Polska do Rakouska byla ve stupnich Ha D2-mladsi (Parzin-
ger 7b/c) - LT A preloZena z Moravy asi 200 km zapadnéji do
Cech (CHYTRACEK et al. 2017a, Abb. 1, 3; 2017b, obr. 12, 16).

Nemovité pfipady elit Ha C2-D2 (obr. 19): 1. dvorec
(Kobylnice, Kralice na Hané 2, Kufim, Modfice); 2. dvorec
na hradisti (K¥izanovice) nebo oddélena akropole a subur-
bium na hradisti (K¥enovice); 3. rozmérny tumulus mohyly
0 ¢ 20-80 m (Brno-Holasky 1-3, Hordkov - ,HldsnicaS
Morasice 1, Suchohrdly - ,,Stary Zamek*, Saratice - ,,Kope-
ek, Ustin - ,Kralovsky kopec®, Vyskov); 4. jeskynni svatyné
(Habrtivka - ,,By¢i skala®); 4. hrobova komora/jama délky
od 3,5 do 6,5 m (Brat¢ice, Brno-Holasky 1 a 2, Brno-Horni
Herspice 3, Hru$ovany u Brna 1 a 2, Jevicko A/39, Modrice
827, 3815, Morasice 1, Suchohrdly - ,,Stary Zamek®, Vela-
tice); 5. kamenna stavebni architektura u komory nad 3,5 m
(Jevicko A/39 a B/39, Morasice 1, Velatice).

Movité ptipady muzskych elit Ha C2-D2 (obr. 20):
1. ¢tytkolovy viz (Blatec — ,Kocanda®, Bratcice, Brno-
-Holasky 1 a 2, Brno-Horni Herspice 3, Habrtivka - ,,Byc¢i
skéla“ 6, HruSovany u Brna 1, Modtice 3815); 2. jho (Brno-
-Holasky 2, Hordkov - ,Hlasnica“, Hrusovany u Brna 1,
Modrice 3815); 3. zelezny me¢ (Brno-Holasky 1, Brno-Horni
Herspice 3, Morasice 1?, Zlin-Louky); 4. Zelezné/bimetalicka
dyka (BoSovice 1, Habrtvka — ,By¢i skala® 5 a neznamy
kontext); 5. bronzova helma (Habrtvka - ,,By¢i skdla® 6);
6. bronzova nadoba (Bratcice, Brno-Holasky 1 a 2, Hora-
kov - ,Hlasnica, Habrtvka - ,By¢i skala“ 6, Jevicko B/39,
Kralice na Hané 1, Morasice 1, Naklo 2);° 7. zelezny rozen
(Bratcice, Brno-Holasky 2, Hordkov - ,,Hlasnica®, Kralice na
Hané 1); 8. Zelezny zavés na kotel (Kralice na Hané 1).*!

Movité ptipady zenskych elit Ha C2-D2 (obr. 20):
1. ¢tytkolovy viiz (Brno-Holasky 1, Modtice 3815); 2. jho
(Brno-Holasky 1, Hordkov — ,,Hlasnica®, Hru$ovany u Brna 1,
Modfice3815);3.jantarovy soubor 1000 ks (Banov, Habravka -
»By¢l skala“ nezndmy kontext); 4. sklenény soubor 1000

20 Z Hrusovan u Brna 1 pochazi bronzové ucho, ptivodné aplikované
na dfevénou nddobu, tvofici dohromady $alek (KOS 2011, obr. 3:20).
Drevénou misku zdobila Zelezna atase s byc¢imi rohy z hrobu z Bratcic
(GOLEC 2005, tab. 68:28).

21 Vyznamnymi piedméty doby halstatské stojicimi na hranici luxusu byly
také: 1. pici rohy - Dobr¢ice, okr. Pferov (NEKVASIL 1993, obr. 246:1);
asi tzv. Zezlo z Habravky - ,,By¢i skély®, okr. Blansko (PARZINGER -
NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995, Taf. 21:226-227); Popovice 1, okr. Brno-
-venkov (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, Taf. 54:1); 2. bronzové zoomorfni
plastika — kil z Brna-Obtan 6, nespravné datovany jiz do Ha B, okr. Brno-
-mésto (ADAMEK 1961, 83, tab. CXVIIL:1; SALAS 1993, obr. 185); zimérné
rozlomeny byk z Habrivky - ,By¢i skdly (obr. 9:2; NEKVASIL 1993,
obr. 241:1; PODBORSKY 1993, obr. 249:2; PARZINGER — NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995, Taf. 41:369); zdmérné rozlomeny zavések koné bez hlavy
z Modi#ic 1800, okr. Brno-venkov (CIZMAR - GEISLEROVA eds. 2006,
obr. na str. 226); zavések tzv. berana z Mohelnice, ve skutecnosti asi byka,
okr. Sumperk (PODBORSKY 1993, obr. 249:1).



Identifikace elit v hordkovské a platénické skupiné na Moravé

X a| o |= '§> g % g - g -
Site £ 3| £ |E2%|Esz| 5% | %2
3 5| & |858 555 | 25 | 85| 25
4 | BoSovice 1 grave Hg| Ha D1 X
5 | Bratéice grave Hg| HaD1 5,3x4,6m| 24,38m?| oo | female
6 | Brno-Holasky 1 grave  |Hg| HaC2 | 70m |5,3x5,3m|27,83m?| "' and]
7 | Brno-Holasky 2 grave Hg| HaC2 | 70m | 5x5m | 25m* |, mae
8 | Brno-Holasky 3 grave Hg| HaC2 | 70m
9 | Brno-Horni Her$pice 3 grave Hg| HaC2 5,5x4,8m| 26,4m’ | e
10| Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19 grave  |Hg| HaD1 et | crancne
11| Brno-Zidenice 1 grave Hg| Ha D1 sheraten
13| Habrivka — "By&i skala" 1 Seea. |Hg|HaD1-2 e
14| Habrivka — "By¢i skala” 2 Seeay | Hg|HaD1-2 chemale.
15| Habriivka — "By¢i skala" 3 e |Hg|HaD1-2 i
16| Habrivka - "Byé&i skala" 4 Sromany | Hg |Ha D1-2 oot
17| Habruvka - "Byéi skala" 5 e |Hg|HaD1-2 sheloton
18| Horakov — "Hlasnica" grave Hg| HaC2 | x skoroton?] cromation
20| HruSovany u Brna 1 grave Hg |Ha C1-2 55x4m | 22m® | mde
21| Hrusovany u Brna 2 grave Hg |Ha C1-2 4x3m | 12m® | o0
22| Jevicko A/39 grave Pg| HaD1 x |4,5x4,3m|19,35m’ |cremation
23| Jevicko B/39 grave Pg| HaD2 X [3,3x3,3m| 10,89m’ |cremation
30| Modfice 818 grave Hg| HaD1 2,9x2,1m| 5,96m? | female
31| Modfice 827 grave  |Hg|HaC-D 4,2x3,8m| 15,96m’| eoeten | ind s
32| Modfice 3815 grave Hg| HacC2 6x4m 24m* ;:::I‘:"si cremation
34| Morasice 1 grave Hg| HaC2 | 50m |6,5x6,2m| 40,3m? | male? | female?
35| Naklo 1 (?) grave |Pg| =+ x
37| Slavkov u Brna 1 grave Hg| HaD1 3x1,9m | 5,5m’ sf(‘:‘,‘;ﬂfn cremation
38| Suchohrdly — "St. Zamky" 1| grave Hg| HaC2 | 22m |5,5x5,5m|30,25m*| Jmae | female
39| Saratice - "Kopedcek” grave Hg|Hac-D| x
40| Ustin — "Kralovsky kopec" grave Pg|HaC-D| 40m
41| Velatice grave Hg| Ha C-D 6x5,5m | 33m° [cremation
42| Vojkovice 111 grave Hg| HaD1 2,2x1,8m| 3,85m’ | s, | cremation
43| Vyskov grave Pg|HaC-D | 80m
44| Zlin-Louky grave Pg| HaC2 | x cremation
1| Banov hoard Pg| HaD1
2 | Blatec — "Kocanda" hoard? Pg |Ha D1-2
3 | Bohdalice-Pavlovice hoard Pg | HaD1
18| Habrivka — "By¢i skala" 6 hoard/s? |Pg|HaD1-2
25| Kralice na Hané 1 hoard Pg | HaD1
36| Naklo 2 hoard Pg | Ha D1
24| Kobylnice homestead |Hg|Ha C2/D1
26| Kralice na Hané 2 homestead |Pg |Ha C2/D1
27| Kfizanovice Moo |Hg |Ha D1-2
28| Kienovice Nonan | Pg |HaD1-2
29| Kufim homestead |Hg |Ha C2/D1
33| Modrice homestead |Hg|Ha C2/D1
|12| Doloplazy random find | Pg | 7"c. Bcl

Fig. 19: Overview of all of the manifestations of the elites in graves, hoards, at homesteades, hillforts and in random finds in the
Horakov (Hg) and Platénice (Pg) groups in Moravia in Ha C2-D2-earlier (compiled M. Golec).

Obr. 19: Piehled vSech projevi elit v hrobech, depotech, na dvorcich, hradistich a v ndhodnych nalezech v horakovské (Hg) a pla-
ténické (Pg) skupiné na Moravé v Ha C2-D2-starsi (sestavil M. Golec).
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Vojkovice 111); 6. burial shroud with bronze circles (Modtice
827); 7. gold earring/hairring (Brno-Holasky 1, Habriivka - “By¢i
skala” 3-4 and unknown contexts, Hordkov - “Hlasnica”); 8. gold
bracelet (Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” unknown context), 9. gold ring
(Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” 2 and unknown contexts, Jevicko A/39
and B/39).

Gender unclear moveable cases of the elite Ha C2-D2: 1. copper
plaque with (pre)situla art (Doloplazy).

The moveable items indicating the elites are (Fig. 20): 1. items
that are luxury, unique, little represented; 2. items indicating
import; 3. items indicating a specialized craft, combining various
materials, comprised of pieces; 4. items deposited in contexts of
other magnate indicators. Such moveable manifestations of the
elites were often deposited along with other items, which we do
not included in the category of luxury/imports (Fig. 20). We find
them also in the contexts of the higher middle class social group
(Fig. 23). They are horse’s harness, spears, axes, smaller collections
(tens to hundreds of pcs) of amber and glass beads, belts, clasps,
needles, bracelets and pendants.

ks (Habravka - ,By¢i skala“ nezndmy kontext); 5. skladany
opasek (Bohdalice-Pavlovice, Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, Brno-
-Zidenice 1, Habravka — ,By¢i skala“ 1, Modrice 818, Slavkov
u Brna 1, Vojkovice 111); 6. pohfebni rubds s bronzovymi
krouzky (Modtice 827); 7. zlatd ndusnice/zausnice (Brno-
-Holasky 1, Habriivka - ,,By¢i skdla® 3-4 a nezndmé kontexty,
Horakov - ,Hlasnica®); 8. zlaty ndaramek (Habravka - ,By¢i
skala“ neznamy kontext), 9. zlaty prsten (Habrtvka - ,,Byci
skala“ 2 a neznamé kontexty, Jevicko A/39 a B/39).

Genderové nejasné movité piipady elit Ha C2-D2: 1. mé-
dénd plaketa s (pfed)situlovym uménim (Doloplazy).

Movité predméty indikujici elity jsou (obr. 20): 1. predmeéty
luxusni, unikatni, mélo zastoupené; 2. predméty indikujici
import; 3. predméty indikujici specializované femeslo, kom-
binujici rizné materialy, skladané z dilt; 4. predméty ulozené
v kontextech jinych velmozskych indikatord. Takové movité
projevy elit byly ¢asto uklddany spole¢né s jinymi predméty,
které do kategorie luxus/importy nefadime (obr. 20). Nach4-
zime je i v kontextech vyssi sttedni socidlni skupiny (obr. 23).
Jde o konsky postroj, kopi, sekery, mensi kolekce (desitky az
stovky ks) jantarovych a sklenénych koralkt, opasky, spony,
jehlice, ndaramky a zavésky.
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28|23k |5|hsa dlmlbblaldsdasd:L223802<e|558(8|3||2|laLE8aeEs5[e2E
4 | BoSovice 1 1D 140
5 | Bratcice 1 1 101 1 2 542
6 | Brno-Holasky 1 1 |18 2 1 1 3 [ x [P 548
7 | Brno-Holasky 2 111 2 |1 3 2 31 | x [lahp| 8+7
8 | Brno-Holasky 3 x 0+1
9 | Brno-Horni Herspice 3 18 X | x 142
10( Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19 1 1+0
11| Brno-Zidenice 1 1 140
13| Habrivka — "By&i skala” 1 1 140
14| Habrivka - "By¢i skala" 2 2 240
15| Habriivka — "By¢i skala”" 3 2 2+0
16| Habrivka - "By¢i skala" 4 2 2+0
17| Habrilvka — "By¢i skala”" 5 1D 1+0
19| Horakov — "Hlasnica" 1 2 1 1 2 51 | x |[1ahp| 5+9
20| HruSovany u Brna 1 11 31 | x |1bb| 2+5
21| HruSovany u Brna 2 X 0+1
22| Jevitko A/39 1 1 ibb | 2+1
23| Jevicko B/39 101 141
30| Modfice 818 1 1+0
31| Modfice 827 1 1+0
32| Modfice 3815* 11 1 21| x 2+4
34| Morasice 1 18? 2 |1 X 4+1
35| Naklo 1 (?) 57 2 ?
37| Slavkov u Brna 1 1 1+0
38| Suchohrdly — "St. Zamek" 1 0+1
40| Ustin — "Kralovsky kopec” 1B 0+1
42| Vojkovice 111 1 10
44| Zlin-Louky 18 ? 140
1| Banov 1+ 11 141
2 | Blatec — "Kocanda" 1 140
3 | Bohdalice-Pavlovice 1 140

18| Habruvka — "By¢i skala" 6**| 3 1 1 3 4(1-2 1|1 1 1+ 2 | 4+ 4|2(6] 2100 x 36+13
25| Kralice na Hané 1 3 1(3 2|1 10+0
36| Naklo 2 8 1 9+0

12] Doloplazy (I T T T TP e T T T T TTTHE [T [ T

Fig. 20: Luxury moveable items/imports of the elites and other prestigious items in graves, hoards and random finds in Moravia in Ha C2-

D2-earlier. *The inventory of the grave Modiice 3815 has not yet been published; **Habriivka - “By¢i skala” 6 are luxury items/imports and other
prestigious items, which come from the cave sanctuary and cannot be attributed to the graves. They could belong to the graves or be a hoard/hoards

(compiled M. Golec).

Obr. 20: Luxusni movité predméty/importy elit a dalsi prestizni predméty v hrobech, depotech a nahodnych nalezech na Moravé v Ha C2-D2-starsi.
*Inventai hrobu ModFice 3815 jesté nebyl publikovan; **Habruvka - ,,By¢i skala“ 6 jsou luxusni pfedméty/importy a jiné prestizni pfedméty, které
pochazeji z jeskynni svatyné a nelze je pfifadit k hrobtim. Mohly patfit k hrobiim, nebo $lo o depot/depoty (sestavil M. Golec).
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Identifikace elit v hordkovské a platénické skupiné na Moravé

Fig. 21: Overview of the moveable finds (110 cases) in Ha C2-D2-earlier from Moravia. The height of the column indicates the num-
ber of moveable finds defined as luxury/imports. Blue - Horakov group, orange - Platénice group. 40% (44 cases) comes from cave
sanctuary Habrivka - “By¢i skala”, culturall belonging to the Horakov and Platénice groups (compiled by M. Golec and Z. Mirova).

Obr. 21: Pfehled movitych nalezii (110 piipadi) v Ha C2-D2-starsi z Moravy. Vyska sloupce ukazuje pocet movitych nalezu defi-
novanych jako luxus/importy. Modra - horakovska skupina, oranzova - platénicka skupina. 40 % (44 ptipadi) pochazi z jeskynni

svatyné Habruvka - ,,By¢i skala®, kulturné nalezejici do horakovské i platénické skupiny (sestavili M. Golec a Z. Mirova).
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10. BURIAL GROUND/BURIAL
COMPLEX OF BRNO-HOLAS-
KY - CHRLICE IN THE BRNO
SUBGROUP OF THE HORAKOV
GROUP

A revision of the graves H1-H4 proved new facts. It is an
examined part of the burial ground/mound burial with the pres-
ence of three magnate mounds H1-H3 of a ¢ of 70 m on each
site (Fig. 2). Such connections were not known about this site
before, but approximately 0.5 km away, not destroyed by the
quarry, with great likelihood the magnate mound Chrlice 1 of
today’s ¢ of 50 m indicates that it is not one burial ground but
rather a burial complex of larger size with the representation of
the elites of Ha C2 of the Hordkov group. An important aspect of
this complex is the fact that besides the three magnate mounds
also the grave of the middle social class H4 has been investigated
(Fig. 8). Thanks to that, we can judge this site not as a place
of the separation of magnate mounds in the landscape but as
a burial ground/burial complex of likely all three social classes
(Fig. 23): 1. magnate class - mounds of a @ of 20-80 m with
large chambers of a length of the sides of 3.5-6.5 m, with luxury/
imports and numerous non-ceramic items; 2a. upper middle
class - mounds of a ¢ to 20 m, chamber graves of a length of
sides of 2-3.5 m, with the absence of luxury/imports and with
numerous non-ceramic items; 2b. lower middle class - cham-
ber graves of a length of sides less than 2 m, exceptionally with
non-ceramic items or entirely without them; 3. the lowest class
- pit graves, absence of chambers, only with exceptions do they
have just ceramic (modified from GOLEC 2005, 411-419). The
unanswered question is whether graves of lowest class were also
present, which can be predicted based on our knowledge of
the Hordkov group in the Brno District. We also do not know
whether grave H4 was place outside the mantle of the mound
H3 or was placed under it. We do not yet know of such cus-
toms from the Horakov group. We know of two chambers under
one mound tumulus only from the Platénice group from the site
Ustin - “Kralovsky kopec” That the magnate mounds/graves of
the Horakov group are components of burial grounds and not
so-called solitary mounds is confirmed by other sites from the
Brno District (the Brno subgroup of the Horakov group; POD-
BORSKY 1980, 96, 119, obr. 18; GOLEC 2005, tab. 3). A similar
situation was confirmed at the nearby burial ground in Brno-
-Horni Her$pice with 6 graves. The magnate grave of the man
from Brno-Horni Her$pice 3 lay among three chamber graves
of the middle class and two graves of the lowest class (GOLEC
2005, tab. 278). Another case is the magnate grave of a woman
from Brno-Zabrdovice 214/19, which lay next to 18 graves of the
lowest class (GOLEC 2005, tab. 275). Similarly, also the magnate
grave of the woman from Brno-Zidenice lay in the vicinity of
1 chamber grave of the middle class and 3 graves of the lowest
class (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 14). We know an identi-
cal situation also from nearby Modfice (unpublished, largest
burial ground/burial complex of the Horakov group with ca 100
graves), where three magnat graves 818, 827 and 3815 lay among
tends of graves of the middle and lower classes (KOS 2004, 271-
272; GOLEC 2005, tab. 277; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 84, 92).
The magnate grave of the woman from Vojkovice 111 identi-
cally lay on the burial grounds with another 18 chamber graves
of the middle class and 2 graves of the lowest class (GOLEC
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10. POHREBISTE/POHREBNI
AREAL BRNO-HOLASKY -
CHRLICE V BRNENSKE
PODSKUPINE HORAKOVSKE
SKUPINY

Revize hrobt H1-H4 prokazala nové skute¢nosti. Jde
o prozkoumanou ¢ast pohfebisté/mohylniku s pritom-
nosti tff velmozskych mohyl HI-H3 o0 ¢ 70 m na jednom
misté (obr. 2). Takové souvislosti nebyly doposud o této
lokalité zndmé. Ptiblizné 0,5 km vzdalena, lomem nezni-
¢end, s velkou pravdépodobnosti velmozskd mohyla
Chrlice 1 o dne$nim ¢ 50 m vSak naznacuje, ze nejde
o jedno pohfebisté, ale spiSe o pohiebni aredl vétsiho
rozsahu se zastoupenim elit Ha C2 hordkovské skupiny.
Dulezitym aspektem tohoto aredlu je fakt, ze vedle tfi
velmozskych mohyl byl prozkouman také hrob stfedni
spolecenské vrstvy H4 (obr. 8). Diky nému muZeme tuto
lokalitu posoudit nikoliv jako misto separace velmoz-
skych mohyl v krajing, ale jako pohtebisté/pohrebni areal
pravdépodobné vsech tii spolecenskych vrstev (obr. 23):
1. velmozska vrstva — mohyly o @ 20-80 m s rozmérnymi
komorami délky stran 3,5-6,5 m, s luxusem/importy
a ¢etnymi nekeramickymi pfedméty; 2a. vyssi sttedni vrst-
va — mohyly o ¢ do 20 m, komorové hroby délky stran
2-3,5 m, s absenci luxusu/importt a s ¢etnymi nekera-
mickymi pfedméty; 2b. niz$i stfedni vrstva — komorové
hroby délky stran pod 2 m, vyjime¢né s nekeramic-
- jamkové hroby, absence komory, az na vyjimky pouze
s keramikou (modifikovano z GOLEC 2005, 411-419).
Nezodpovézenou otazkou je, zda byly pritomny také
o pohrbivani horakovské skupiny na Brnénsku prediko-
vat. Déle také nevime, zda hrob H4 byl umistén mimo
plast mohyly H3, anebo byl ulozen pod ni. Takové zvyky
zatim z horakovské skupiny nezname. Dvé komory pod
jednim mohylovym tumulem zname pouze z platénické
skupiny z lokality Ustin - ,,Krdlovsky kopec® To, ze vel-
mozské mohyly/hroby hordkovské skupiny jsou soucdsti
pohrebist a nejsou tzv. solitérnimi mohylami, potvrzuji
dalsi lokality z Brnénska (brnénska podskupina horakov-
ské skupiny; PODBORSKY 1980, 96, 119, obr. 18; GOLEC
2005, tab. 3). Obdobn4 situace byla potvrzena na blizkém
pohftebisti v Brné-Hornich Herspicich se 6 hroby. Vel-
mozsky hrob muze z Brna-Hornich Her$pic 3 lezel mezi
(GOLEC 2005, tab. 278). Dal$im ptipadem je velmozsky
hrob Zeny z Brna-Zabrdovic 214/19, ktery lezel vedle 18
hrobt nejnizsi vrstvy (GOLEC 2005, tab. 275). Obdobné
i velmozsky hrob Zeny z Brna-Zidenic lezel v blizkosti
vrstyy (STEGMANN-RAJTAR 1992a, 14). Identickou
situaci zname také z nedalekych Modfic (nepublikované
nejvétsi pohrebisté/pohiebni aredl hordkovské skupiny
s cca 100 hroby), kde tfi velmozské hroby 818, 827 a 3815
2004, 271-272; GOLEC 2005, tab. 277; KOS ~ PRICHYS-
TAL 2013, 84, 92). Identicky také velmozsky hrob Zeny
z Vojkovic 111 lezel na pohfebisti s dal$imi 18 komorovymi
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2005, tab. 276). The male graves from Hru$ovany u Brna 1 and
2 similarly lay next to 1 grave of the lowest class (KOS 2011,
173; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 88). The magnate graves of men
and women meet in one site exceptionally. We record them in
Modtice (KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 85, Fig. on p. 92), where
2 graves of women 818 and 827 and the joint grave of a man
and woman 3815 were found. A similar situation also occurred
in Brno-Holasky, where the grave of man H2 was placed next
to the joint grave of a man and woman H1. The graves of men
and women in one site was provided by the cave burial grounds
(a subcomponent of the cave sanctuary) Habrivka - “By¢i skala’,
where at least 4 graves of women and 1 grave of a man with per-
sonal items indicating the status of magnates were in the entry
hall of the cave (GOLEC 2017, 144, Fig. 68).

svv/

Py

2011, 173; KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 88). Velmozské
hroby muzl a Zen se na jedné lokalité setkaji vyjimeéné.
Evidujeme je v Modticich (KOS - PRICHYSTAL 2013, 85,
obr. na str. 92), kde byly nalezeny 2 hroby zen 818 a 827
a spole¢ny hrob muze a Zeny 3815. Podobna situace
nastala i v Brné-Holaskach, kde vedle spole¢ného hrobu
muze a zeny H1 byl ulozen hrob muze H2. Hroby muzii
a zen na jedné lokalité poskytlo jeskynni pohfebisté (pod-
soucast jeskynni svatyné) Habrtivka - ,By¢i skala®, kde
byly ve vstupni hale jeskyné min. 4 hroby Zen a 1 hrob
muze s osobnimi predméty indikujicimi status velmozii
(GOLEC 2017, 144, Fig. 68).
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11. POSITION OF THE
MORAVIAN HALLSTATT
ELITES IN WEST HALLSTATT
AND EAST HALLSTATT
CULTURES

Hallstatt graves of the elites from Moravia have not yet been
compared with other areas on the part of Czech authors. Some
foreign authors undertook that but only with selected sites. The
assessment of the cave sanctuary in Habrtivka - “By¢i skala” was
a significant work (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL - BARTH 1995),
where after the new revision we record 5 graves (GOLEC 2017,
144, Fig. 68). During the treatment of the theme of the horse’s
harness the issue of the graves of magnates was also of interest to
M. Trachsel and he introduced several sites from Moravia, e.g.
Brno-Holasky 1 and 2 (TRACHSEL 2004, 388-401). However,
with horse’s harness they are not always the graves of magnates but
also the graves of the middle class.” A comparison of the magnate
graves in West Hallstatt and East Hallstatt cultures was presented
in 2005, thanks to the representation of toreutics the site Horakov -
“Hlésnica” was shown among the 23 wealthiest graves of Ha C
(DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, Abb. 119). No Moravian grave
was listed among the 26 graves from Ha D (DEHN - EGG - LEH-
NERT 2005, Abb. 121). The unclosed collection Habrtivka - “By¢i
skala” belongs among the five sites with the most numerous rep-
resentation of toreutics north of the Alps and six sites from North
Italy (DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, Abb. 122). According to
the representation of bronze vessels, hence the presence of luxury/
imports as a reflection of the superregional political and trade
contacts of the elites (Fig. 20), another four Hordkov magnate
graves from Moravia belong on this list. For Ha C2 (Fig. 22), they
are Brno-Holdsky 1 (a four-wheel wagon, 2 bronze vessels and
an iron sword), Brno-Holdsky 2 (four-wheeled wagon, 3 bronze
vessels and 3 iron spits), Morasice 1 (1 iron sword? and 3 bronze
vessels). For Ha D1, it is Bratcice (a four-wheel wagon, 4 bronze
vessels and 1 iron spit). In Moravia we record for Ha C-D2-earlier
a total of 13 magnate graves of men, 2 subsequent graves of a man
and woman, 10 magnate graves of women and 1 of a woman with
the status of a magnate is found in the male grave as a Totenfolge
(Horékov — “Hlasnica” - cremation burial). However, other than
the 4 mentioned sites, these graves do not reach the moveable
furnishing of the parameters of the elites of the absolute tops of
Hallstatt Europe, although they bear some of their significant
signs. Ye, two Moravian hoards from the Platénice group are
among the wealthiest contexts of Hallstatt Europe, namely Naklo
(9 bronze vessels) and Kralice na Hané 1 (7 bronze vessels, 2 iron
spits and 1 iron pot hook).

22 ltis a relatively broad layer including mounds/chamber graves on the edge
of the category of the elites through chamber graves with poor grave goods.
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11. POSTAVENI MORAVSKYCH
HALSTATSKYCH ELIT

V ZAPADOHALSTATSKE

A VYCHODOHALSTATSKE
KULTURE

Halstatské hroby elit z Moravy nebyly doposud ze strany
¢eskych autort s jinymi oblastmi porovnany. K tomuto pfi-
stoupili néktefi zahrani¢ni autofi, ale pouze u vybranych
lokalit. Vyznamnou pracibylovyhodnocenijeskynnisvatyné
v Habruvce - ,,By¢i skale (PARZINGER - NEKVASIL -
BARTH 1995), kde po nové revizi evidujeme 5 hrobu
(GOLEC 2017, 144, Fig. 68). Béhem zpracovani tématiky
konského postroje se o problematiku hrobti velmozi zaji-
mal také M. Trachsel a uvedl nékteré lokality z Moravy,
napt. i Brno-Holasky 1 a 2 (TRACHSEL 2004, 388-401).
U konského postroje véak nejde vzdy o hroby velmozu,
ale také o hroby stfedni vrstvy.?? Porovnani velmozskych
hrobu v zdpadohalstatské a vychodohalstatské kultute
bylo predstaveno v roce 2005, diky zastoupeni toreutiky
byla mezi 23 nejbohat$imi hroby Ha C uvedena lokalita
Horékov - ,Hlasnica“ (DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005,
Abb. 119). Mezi 26 hroby z Ha D nebyl uveden Zadny
moravsky hrob (DEHN - EGG - LEHNERT 2005, Abb.
121). Mezi 5 lokalit s nejpocetnéj$im zastoupenim toreutiky
severné od Alp a 6 lokalit ze severni Italie nalezi neuzavieny
soubor Habrtivka - ,By¢i skala® (DEHN - EGG - LEH-
NERT 2005, Abb. 122). Dle zastoupeni bronzovych nadob,
tedy pritomnosti luxusu/importt coby odrazu nadregio-
nélnich politickych a obchodnich styku elit (obr. 20), do
tohoto seznamu nalezeji dalsi ¢tyti horakovské velmozské
hroby z Moravy. Pro Ha C2 (obr. 22) to jsou Brno-Holasky
1 (¢tytkolovy viiz, 2 bronzové nadoby a Zelezny mec), Brno-
-Holasky 2 (¢tyrkolovy viiz, 3 bronzové nadoby a 3 Zelezné
rozné), MoraSice 1 (1 Zelezny me¢? a 3 bronzové nadoby).
Pro Ha D1 jsou to Brat¢ice (¢tyfkololovy vz, 4 bronzové
nadoby a 1 Zelezny rozen). Na Moravé evidujeme v Ha C-
D2-starsi celkem 13 velmozskych hrobti muzd, 2 nasledné
hroby muze a Zeny, 10 velmozskych hrobi Zen a 1 Zena sta-
tusu velmozka se nachdzi v muzském hrobé jako Totenfolge
(Horakov - ,,Hlasnica“ - Zarovy pohteb). Kromé 4 uvede-
nych lokalit vSak tyto hroby nedosahuji movitou vybavou
parametrt elit absolutnich $pi¢ek halstatské Evropy, ackoli
nesou nékteré z jejich vyznamnych znakd. Mezi nejbohatsi
kontexty halstatské Evropy vsak nalezeji dva moravské
depoty z platénické skupiny, a to Néklo (9 bronzovych
nadob) a Kralice na Hané 1 (7 bronzovych nadob, 2 Zelezné
rozné a 1 Zelezné zavésné zafizeni na kotel).

22 Jde o pomérné $irokou vrstvu zahrnujici mohyly/komorové hroby na
hranici kategorie elit aZ po komorové hroby s chudou vybavou.



Postaveni moravskych halstatskych elit v zdpadohalstatské a vychodohalstatské kulture

Site

Amphora

Handleless situla

Situla w. mov. handle

Ziste

Bowl w. wide rim
Little kettle

Ladle
Cup

Bowl

Phiale
Pyxis

Sieve

Wash-bowl
Bottle

Drinking horn

Aislingen

= | Sjtula Kurd

= | Kettle w. cross attach.

Appenwir

—

Bittelbronn

Brno-Holasky 1

Brno-Holasky 2

Buchheim

NININN=

Cote-St.-André

Dysina

Frankfurt

Gilgenberg 3

GroReibstadt 1

GroReibstadt 14

Horakov — "Hlasnica"

Kéngen

= IN =N

Magny Lambert

Mindelheim 11

Morasice 1

Oberwiesenacker

Poiseuls

Prague-Stresovice

Rehling

Slatina

Spatzenhausen

Svihov

Tannheim 2

2

Wehringen

2

Fig. 22. The 26 wealthiest magnate graves with toreutics in Ha C in West Hallstatt and East Hallstatt cultures. The represented include 4 graves
from Bohemia - Dys$ina, Prague-Stfesovice, Slatina and Svihov, and 4 graves from Moravia - Brno-Holasky 1 and 2, Horakov - “Hlasnica”

and Morasice 1 (after EGG - DEHN - LEHNERT 2005, Abb. 119; supplemented by M. Golec).

Obr. 22. 26 nejbohatsich velmozskych hrobi s toreutikou v Ha C v zdpadohalStatské a vychodohalstatské kultufe. Zastoupeny jsou 4 hroby
z Cech - Dysina, Praha-StieSovice, Slatina a Svihov, a 4 hroby z Moravy - Brno-Holasky 1 a 2, Horakov - ,,Hlasnica“ a Morasice 1 (podle EGG -
DEHN - LEHNERT 2005, Abb. 119; doplnil M. Golec).
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Discussion and Conclusion

12. DISCUSSION
AND CONCLUSION

The revision of the Hallstatt mounds from Ha C2 Brno-
-Holasky H1 and H2 is fundamental for the identification of the
Hallstatt elites in Moravia. The graves investigated in 1925 are
still the wealthiest Hallstatt graves on this territory. Their com-
plex evaluation, however, has never taken place and as shown
by the revision, only some items from two graves and only some
information on the site has been published. The revision provides
a complete inventory of both graves (Tab. 1-34). It further brings
an unknown fact on the graves H3 and H4 and also on the site
itself. Graves H1-H3 had mounds of a ¢ of 70 m and 500 m south
of them there is to this day the mound Chrlice 1 of a ¢ of 50 m.
Rather than a smaller burial ground, it was a more extensive
burial complex with an as-yet unrecognized concentration of the
mounds of the elites in Moravia. The presence of the grave of the
middle class H4 show that the magnate mounds were not alone
(they were not solitary mounds), but they were components of
larger necropolises, where all three social classes 1-3 were likely
represented (Fig. 23): 1. the magnate class, 2a. the upper middle
class, 2b. the lower middle class, 3. the lowest class. We know the
described graves belonging to classes 1, 2 or 3 together from other
sites of the Brno subgroup of the Hordkov group (Brno-Horni
Herspice, Brno-Zébrdovice, Brno-Zidenice, Modtice, Hrusovany
u Brna, Vojkovice, Habrtivka - “By¢i skdla”).

It is possible to look on the magnate graves as on a collections
of items, with a different and distant origin. Reflected in them are
the way of life of the magnates including the network of contacts
with other regions and the desire to “be trendy”. From H1 and
H2 there come items (Fig. 24), whose marker is 1. luxuriousness,
2. distant origin. It is possible to discuss four-wheeled wagons
with pieces from different areas, bronze plate-like bowls, a bronze
ladle, iron sword (type Mindelheim), iron spears, iron spits,
horse’s harness, gold earring/hairring, bronze pin with multiple
head, bronze pins with an amber head, an amber circle and bronze
balls (decorations of the belt?). They are the wealthiest collections
of items from Ha C2 in Moravia. Other items produced from local
sources also indicate rich regional contacts. A painted drinking
horn (type Ib) was transported to Brno-Holdsky from the north
(Central Moravia), a chert chip (Krumlov Forest I) from the west
and a whetstone from the east (East Moravia).

The interest in the graves of the elites is fundamental - the
graves, settlements (homesteades and hillforts with an acropo-
lis) and luxury/imports create a triad of sources for the general
study of the elites (Fig. 18-19). Precisly the graves are an impor-
tant source of information on the luxury/imports, which we
understand as a reflection of the political and economic ties of
a superregional significance, which emphasized their political
status (Fig. 24). Moravia in the Hallstatt period was a hub of long-
-distance routes (Fig. 18) - Amber (Silesia - Moravia - Lower
Austria) and Pannonia-Labe Routes (Slovakia - Moravia - Bohe-
mia). The work summarizes our knowledge of the elites in Mora-
via, both in the Hordkov and Platénice groups. We define the
categories as real estate (Fig. 18; graves, homesteades, homestead
at the hillfort, hillfort with an acropolis, cave sanctuary) and
moveable cases of the elites (Fig. 20). With the graves, we define
the parameters identifying the elites (mounds of a ¢ of 20-80 m,
chambers of a length of 3.5-6.5 m, stone architecture of the
grave chambers). We present the same for the cases of moveable
items (Fig. 21; 106 cases) - luxury/imports of men (four-wheeled
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12. DISKUSE
A ZAVER

Revize halstatskych mohyl z Ha C2 Brno-Holasky H1
a H2 je pro identifikaci hal$tatskych elit na Moravé zasadni.
Hroby prozkoumané v roce 1925 jsou stale nejbohats$imi
hal$tatskymi hroby na tomto tzemi. Jejich komplexni
vyhodnoceni v§ak nikdy neprobéhlo a jak ukazala revize,
publikovany byly jen nékteré predméty z obou hrobu
a pouze nékteré informace o lokalité. Revize pfinasi kom-
pletni inventate obou hrobt (tab. 1-34). Dale ptinasi
neznama fakta o hrobech H3 a H4 a také o lokalité samotné.
Hroby H1-H3 mély mohyly o ¢ 70 m a 500 m jizné od nich
se dodnes nachdzi mohyla Chrlice 1 0 ¢ 50 m. SpiSe nez
o mensi pohrebisté jde o rozsahlejsi pohtebni aredl s dopo-
sud nerozpoznanou koncentraci mohyl elit na Moravé.
Ptitomnost hrobu stfedni vrstvy H4 poukazuje na fakt,
ze velmozské mohyly nebyly osamoceny (neslo o solitérni
mohyly), ale byly soudasti vétsi nekropole, kde byly prav-
dépodobné zastoupeny vsechny tfi socidlni vrstvy 1-3 (obr.
23): 1. velmozska vrstva, 2a. vys$si stfedni vrstva, 2b. nizsi
jici vstvam 1, 2 nebo 3 zname pohromadé z dalsich lokalit
brnénské podskupiny horakovské skupiny (Brno-Horni
Her3pice, Brno-Zabrdovice, Brno-Zidenice, Modfice, Hru-
$ovany u Brna, Vojkovice, Habrtivka — ,,By¢i skala®).

Na velmozské hroby lze nazirat jako na soubory pred-
métd, s rozdilnym a vzdalenym ptivodem. Odrazi se v nich
zpusob zivota velmozii zahrnujici sit kontakt s dal$imi
regiony a touha ,,byt trendy“. Z H1 a H2 pochazeji pred-
meéty (obr. 24), jejichz znakem je 1. luxusnost, 2. vzdaleny
ptvod. Diskutovat lze ¢tyfkolové vozy s dily z odlisnych
oblasti, bronzové talifovité misy, bronzovou nabéracku,
zelezny me¢ (typ Mindelheim), Zelezna kopi, Zelezné rozné,
konsky postroj, zlatou nausnici/zausnici, bronzové jehlice
s vicendsobnou hlavici, bronzové jehlice s jantarovou hla-
vici, jantarovy krouzek a bronzové koule (ozdoby opasku?).
Jde o nejbohatsisoubory predmétt z Ha C2 na Moravé. Rov-
néz dalsi predméty vyrobené z lokalnich zdrojti poukazuji
na bohaté regionalni kontakty. Malovany pici roh (typ Ib)
byl dopraven do Brna-Holdsek ze severu (stfedni Morava),
rohovcovy astép (Krumlovsky les I) ze zapadu a brousek
z vychodu (vychodni Morava).

Zajem o hroby elit je zdsadni - hroby, sidli§té (dvorce
a hradisté s akropoli) a luxus/importy tvori triddu pra-
ment pro obecné studium elit (obr. 18-19). Pravé hroby
jsou dtilezitym zdrojem informaci o luxusu/importech,
které chdpeme jako odraz politickych a ekonomickych
vztahti nadregiondlniho vyznamu, jez zvyraznovaly jejich
politicky status (obr. 24). Morava byla v dobé halstat-
ské spojnici délkovych komunikaci (obr. 18) - jantarové
(Slezsko — Morava — Dolni Rakousko) a panonsko-labské
stezky (Slovensko — Morava — Cechy). Prace shrnuje nase
znalosti o elitich na Moravé, a to jak v horakovské, tak
i platénické skupiné. Definujeme kategorie nemovitych
(obr. 19; hroby, dvorce, dvorec na hradisti, hradisté s akro-
poli, jeskynni svatyné) a movitych ptipadd elit (obr. 20).
U hrobt definujeme parametry identifikujici elity (mohyly
0020-80 m, komory délky 3,5-6,5m, kamennd architektura
hrobovych komor). Totéz uvadime pro pripady movitych
predméta (obr. 21; 106 pripadtl) - luxus/importy muzi



Diskuse a zdvér

wagons, yokes, iron swords, iron/bi-metallic daggers, a bronze
helm, bronze vessels, iron spits) and women (four-wheeled wag-
ons, yokes, gold earrings/hairrings, gold bracelets, gold rings,
compound belts from bronze parts, burial shroud with bronze
parts, amber and glass sets with 1,000 pcs). Some types of items
(Fig.20;e.g. horse’sharness, iron spears, iron axes, amber jewellery,
but also clasps, pins, bracelets, pendants etc.) are not themselves
proof of the elites but are often the contents of the graves of the
elites. We classify the graves of Ha C2 from Brno-Holasky 1 and 2,
Hordkov - “Hlasnica” and Morasice 1 among the graves most
richly equipped with toreutics in Hallstatt Europe (Fig. 22). For
the same reasons, also the grave from Ha D1 from Bratc¢ice is
among the wealthiest graves of Ha D in Hallstatt Europe. Two
very rich hoards with luxury items/imports from Néaklo and
Kralice na Hané 1 are also among the wealthiest European sites
in this level.

(¢tyrkolové vozy, jha, Zelezné mece, Zelezné/bimetalické
dyky, bronzova helma, bronzové nadoby, zelezné rozné)
a Zen (¢tyrkolové vozy, jha, zlaté ndu$nice/zdusnice, zlaté
néramky, zlaté prsteny, sklddané opasky z bronzovych dilt,
rubas s bronzovymi dily, jantarové a sklenéné soubory s 1000
ks). Nékteré druhy predmétt (obr. 20; napt. korisky postroj,
zeleznd kopi, Zelezné sekery, jantarové Sperky, ale i spony,
jehlice, naramky, zavésky ad.) nejsou samy o sobé dokla-
dem elit, ale casto jsou obsahem hrobi elit. Hroby Ha C2
z Brna-Holasek 1 a 2, Hordkova - ,Hlasnice® a Morasic 1
zafazujeme mezi toreutikou nejbohatéji vybavené hroby
v halstatské Evropé (obr. 22). Ze stejnych dtivodd nalezi
také hrob z Ha D1 z Brat¢ic mezi nejbohatsi hroby Ha D
v hal$tatské Evropé. V tomto stupni nalezi mezi nejbohatsi
evropské lokality také dva velmi bohaté depoty s luxusnimi
predmeéty/importy z Nakla a Kralic na Hané 1.

prestige

economic s

princely
class

\ higher middle
A middle class

Fig. 23: Social-political and economic division of the society of the Horakov and Platénice groups of East Hallstatt culture into three classes accor-
ding to the analysis of the real estate and moveable components of the graves (design and graphic modification M. Golec and Z. Mirova).

Obr. 23: Socialné-politické a ekonomické déleni spole¢nosti horakovské a platénické skupiny vychodohalstatské kultury do tii vrstev podle roz-
boru nemovité a movité slozky hrobii (navrh a graficka uprava M. Golec a Z. Mirova).
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Fig. 24: Social status of the magnates from Brno-Holasky 1 and 2 were in the 7" century BC made visible by luxurious equipment/imports -
wagons, horse harnesses, toreutics, spits, sword, spears, gold, amber etc. (graphic modification Z. Mirova and M. Golec).

Obr. 24: Socialni status velmozi z Brna-Holasek 1 a 2 byl v 7. stoleti pf. Kr. zviditelnén luxusni vybavou/importy - vozy, koniskym postrojem,
toreutikou, rozni, mec¢em, kopimi, zlatem, jantarem ad. (graficka Gprava Z. Mirova a M. Golec).

106



Literatura a prameny

LITERATURE AND SOURCES |

ADAMEK, F. 1961: Pravéké hradisko u Obtan [Prehistoric
hillfort near Obtany], Monografické prace Moravského
muzea v Brné, Scientiae sociales I, Brno.

ADAMEK, F. 1972: Halstatsky pohieb v By¢i skale [Hallstatt
burial at By¢i skala], Blansko.

BAAROVA, Z. 2005: Halstatské hradisko Kfizanovice -
»Zamelek” [Hallstatt hillfort Kfizanovice - “Zamecek”],
Pravék NR 15, Brno, 395-418.

BAMBASOVA, S. in press: The results of the geophysical
prospection on the Krenovice hillfort (Kfenovice near
Kojetin, Pterov District, CZ), Beitrige zur Vorgeschichte
Nordostbayerns, Niirnberg.

BARTIK, J. et al. (Bartik, J. - Cermdkova, E. - Cistakova, V. -
Cizméf, I. - Cizméaf, M. - Daiihel, M. - Fojtik, P. - Fro-
lik, J. - Golec, M. - Kalabek, M. - Klépa, O. - Knotek,
P. - Komoréczy, B. - Langova, J. - Merta, T. - Musil, J. -
Novak, M. - Popelka, M. — Roznovsky, D. - Ri¢an, D. -
Sedlacek, R. - Schenk, Z. - Sin, P. - Smerda, J. - Tome$ova,
B. - Valek, D. - Vich, D. - Vranova, V. - Waldhauser, J. -
Zeman, T.) 2018: The Vekerzug and Other Eastern Cultu-
res in the Czech Republic, Studia Archaeologica Brunensia
22, Brno, 27-68.

BENAG, A. - COVIC, B. 1957: Glasinac II, Sarajevo.

BERGER, D. 2014: Late Bronze Age iron inlays on bronze
artefacts from Central Europe, in: Pernicka, E. — Schwab,
R. (Hrsg.): Under the Volcano. Proceedings of the Inter-
national Symposium on the Metallurgy of the European
Iron Age (SMEIA) held in Mannheim, Germany, 20-22
April 2010, Forschungen zur Archdometrie und Alter-
tumswissenschaft 5, Rahden/Westf., 9-24.

BOUZEK, J. 2003: Etruskové - jini nez vSechny ostatni
narody [Etruscans - different than all the other nations],
Praha.

BOUZEK, J. 2011: Pravék ¢eskych zemi v evropském kon-
textu [Prehistory of the Czech lands in the European
context], Praha.

BRATTINGA, J. 2012: Two Bridles and a Yoke. A new study
into the horse gear from the chieftains burial of Oss,
Unpublished master thesis Leiden University.

CLAUSING, CH. 2001: Das spiturnenfelderzeitliche Grab
mit Pferdegeschirr von Steinkirchen, Archéologische
Denkmiler im Landkreis Deggendorf 12, Deggendorf.

CERVINKA, I. L. 1902: Morava za pravéku [Moravia in Pre-
history], Brno.

CERVINKA, I L. 1925a: Pivodni dokumentace vyzkumu
Brna-Holdsek [Original documentation of the research
of Brno-Holasky], Archive of the IA CAS Brno.

CERVINKA, I. L. 1925b: Mohyla u Holdsek [Mound at
Holasky], Lidové noviny 33/508 (11. fijna 1925), Brno, 8.

CERVINKA, I L. 1948: Mohyly s halitatskymi hroby na
,Ctvrtich od Tufan [Mounds with Hallstatt graves at
“Ctvrti od Tufan], in: Cervinka, I. L.: Holdsky (okr.
Brno), CVMSO 57, Olomouc, 16-17.

CISTAKOVA, V. - CHYTRACEK, M. 2018: Stara kulturni tra-
dice - star$i doba Zzelezna [Old cultural tradition - older
Iron Age], in: Militky, J. - Kysela, J. - Tisuckd, M. (eds.):
Keltové. Cechy v 8. a% 1. stoleti pred Kristem, Praha, 27-63.

CIZMAR, M. 2004: Encyklopedie hradist na Moravé a ve
Slezsku [Encyclopaedia of Hillforts in Moravia and Sile-
sia], Praha.

LITERATURA A PRAMENY

CIZMAR, M. 2014: Mohylniky ve Zd4nickém lese [Barrow fields
in the Zd4nice forest], Pravék, Supplementum 27, Brno.

CIZMAR, M. - CIZMAROVA, J. 2014: Pozdné haltatsky
nalez z Pavlovic (okr. Vyskov) a nékolik dalsich halstat-
skych depotii z Moravy [Late Hallstatt find from Pavlovice
(Vyskov District) and several other Hallstatt hoards from
Moravia], in: Cizmaiovd, J. = Venclové, N. - Bfezinova,
G. (eds.): Moravské kiizovatky. Stfedni Podunaji mezi
pravékem a historii, Brno, 35-56.

CIZMAR, M. - GEISLEROVA, K. (eds.) 2006: Vyzkumy -
Ausgrabungen 1999-2004, Brno.

CIZMAR, M. - GESLEROVA, K. - UNGER, J. (eds.) 2000:
Vyzkumy - Ausgrabungen 1993-1998, Brno.

CIZMAR, Z. 1995: Das hallstattzeitliche Gehoft in Kufim,
Pravék NR 5, Brno, 217-254.

CIZMAROVA, ]. - HOLUBOVA, Z. 2011: Pod nadvlidou
Zeleza [Under the dominion of iron], in: Prochazka, R.
(ed.): Déjiny Brna 1. Od pravéku k ranému stfedovéku,
Brno, 319-399.

DALTON, G. 1971: Primitive, Archaic and Modern econo-
mies. Essays of Karl Polanyi, Boston.

DEHN, R. - EGG, M. - LEHNERT, R. 2005: Das hallstattzeit-
liche Fiirstengrab im Hiigel 3 vom Kappel am Rhein in
Baden, Rémisch-Germanisches Zentralmuseum, Mono-
graphien 63, Mainz.

DOHNAL, V. 1977: Kultura luzickych popelnicovych poli na
vychodni Moravé [Lusatian Urnfield Culture in Eastern
Moravia], Fontes Archaeologiae Moravicae 10, Brno.

DRDA, P. - CHYTRACEK, M. 2005: Frithe Zentralorte in
Bohmen, in: Biel, J. - Krausse, D. (Hrsg.): Frithkeltische
Fiirstensitze. Alteste Stadte und Herrschaftszentren nérd-
lich der Alpen?, Internationaler Workshop zur keltischen
Archéologie in Eberdingen-Hochdorf 12.-13. 9. 2003,
Archéologische Informationen aus Baden-Wiirttemberg
51, Esslingen, 57-62.

DVORAK, . 1936-38: Nalezy bylanského typu na Kolinsku
I1. [Finds of the Bylany type in the Kolin District IL.], PA
XLI, Praha, 59-86.

EGG, M. 1996a: Das hallstattzeitliche Fiirstengrab von
Strettweg bei Judenburg in der Obersteiermark, Romisch-
-Germanisches Zentralmuseum, Monographien 37, Mainz.

EGG, M. 1996b: Einige Bemerkungen zum hallstattzeitli-
chen Wagengrab von Somlévasarhely, Kom. Veszprém in
Ungarn, Jahrbuch des Romisch-Germanischen Zentral-
museums Mainz 43, Mainz, 327-353.

EGG, M. 1996¢: Zu den Fiirstengrabern im Osthallstattkreis,
in: Jerem, E. - Lippert, A. (Hrsg.): Die Osthallstattkultur.
Akten des Internationalen Symposiums, Sopron 10.-14.
Mai 1994, Archaeolingua 7, Budapest, 53-86.

EGG, M. 2013: Zur figuralen Kunst von Kleinklein, in: Egg,
M. - Kramer, D., Die hallstattzeitlichen Fiirstengrdber
von Kleinklein in der Steiermark: der Krollkogel, Mono-
graphien des Romisch-Germanischen Zentralmuseums
110, Mainz, 447-472.

EGG, M. - KRAMER, D. 2005: Krieger — Feste — Totenopfer.
Der letzte Hallstattfiirst von Kleinklein in der Steiermark,
Roémisch-Germanisches Zentralmuseum, Mosaiksteine 1,
Mainz.

EGG, M. - KRAMER, D. 2013: Die hallstattzeitlichen
Furstengraber von Kleinklein in der Steiermark: der

107



Literature and sources

Krollkogel, Monographien des Romisch-Germanischen
Zentralmuseums 110, Mainz.

ELIADE, M. 1993: Mytus o vécném névratu [The Myth of
Eternal Return], Praha.

FERNANDEZ-GOTZ, M. - KRAUSSE, D. 2013: Rethinking
Early Iron Age urbanisation in Central Europe. The Heu-
neburg site and its archaeological environment, Antiquity
87 (336), Cambridge, 473-487.

FERNANDEZ-GOTZ, M. - RALSTON, M. 2017: The Com-
plexity and Fragility of Early Iron Age Urbanism in
West-Central Temperate Europe, Journal of World Pre-
history 30, New York, 259-279.

FILIP, J. 1963: Keltska civilizace a jeji dédictvi [Celtic Civili-
zation and its Heritage], Praha.

FRIDRICHOVA, M. - KOUTECKY, D. - SLABINA, M.
1999: Die Griberfelder der Bylaner Kultur in Praha, III.
Teil, PA XC, Praha, 319-397.

FROLIKOVA, D. 2015: Dva hroby ,.kniZat“ z doby haltat-
ské v Praze-Letiianech [Two graves of “princes” from the
Hallstatt period in Prague-Letiany], Akademicky bulle-
tin AV CR 6, Praha, 18-20.

GERDSEN, H. 1986: Studien zu den Schwertgrabern der
ilteren Hallstattzeit, Mainz.

GOLEC, M. 2003: Tésetice-Kyjovice 6. Horakovska kultura
v tésetickém mikroregionu [Tésetice-Kyjovice 6. Hordkov
Culture in the TéSetice microregion], Brno.

GOLEC, M. 2003-2004: Rozné, fecko-etruské vlivy ve
stfedni Evropé [Spits, Greek-Etruscan influences in Cen-
tral Europe], Studia Archaeologica Brunensia, M 8-9,
Brno, 101-110.

GOLEC, M. 2005: Horakovskd kultura [Hordkov culture].
Unpublished dissertation deposited in the Institute of
archeology and museology of the Faculty of Arts, Masa-
ryk University of Brno.

GOLEC, M. 2017: The Phenomenon of By¢i skila Cave.
Landscape, Cave and Mankind, Archaeologica Olomu-
censia I, Olomouc.

GOLEC, M. - CERMAKOVA, E. - FOJTIK, P. 2016: Veker-
zugsky kmenovy svaz na Moravé? [Vekerzug tribal
congress in Moravia?], Pravék NR 24, Brno, 175-200.

GOLEC, M. - FOJTIK, P. in press: Centrum platénické sku-
piny vychodohalstatské kultury na Moravé [Center of
Platénice Group of East Hallstatt Culture in Moravia],
Pravék - Supplementum, Brno.

GOLEC, M. - FOJTIK, P. - SMID, M. in press: The hoards of
Cechiivky and Kralice na Hané from the centre of Prosté-
jov’s Platénice-culture crossroad, AR, Praha.

HANSEN, L. 2010: Hochdorf VIII. Die Goldfunde und
Trachtbeigaben des spathallstattzeitlichen Fiirstengrabes
von Eberdingen-Hochdorf (Kr. Ludwigsburg), For-
schungen und Berichte zur Vor- und Frithgeschichte in
Baden-Wiirttemberg 118, Stuttgart.

HLAVA, M. 2002: Nové halstatské nalezy z Hradiska u Kfeno-
vic (okr. Prerov) [New Hallstatt finds from Hradisko near
Ktenovice (Prerov District)], Pravék NR 12, Brno, 121-132.

CHLEBORAD, M. 1939: Nové mohyly na Moravé [New
mounds in Moravia], PA XXXXI, Praha, 1-14.

CHYTRACEK, M. 2012: Béhmen im iiberregionalen Ver-
kehrsnetz der Hallstatt- und Frithlatenezeit. Die Entste-
hung einer neuen Kunstform und die Herausbildung
zentraler Befestigungen wiahrend HaD3 und LTA, in: Pare,
Ch. (Hrsg.): Kunst und Kommunikation. Zentralisierungs-
prozesse in Gessellschaften des européischen Barbarikums
im 1. Jahrtausend v. Chr., Teilkolloquium im Rahmen

108

des Schwerpunktprogrammes 1171 der Deutschen For-
schungsgemeinschaft ,Frithe Zentralisierungs- und
Urbanisierungsprozesse. Zur Genese und Entwicklung
frithkeltischer Fiirstensitze und ihres territorialen Umlan-
des‘, Romisch-Germanisches Zentralmuseum, Tagungen
15, Mainz, 191-220.

CHYTRACEK, M. et al. (Chytré¢ek, M. — Danielisové, A. -
Trefny, M. - Slabina, M.) 2010: Zentralisierungsprozesse
und Siedlungsdynamik in Boéhmen (8.-4. Jh. v. Chr.),
in: Krausse, D. — Beilharz, D. (eds.): ,,Fiirstensitze* und
Zentralorte der frithen Kelten. Abschlusskolloquium des
DFG-Schwerpunktprogramms 1171 in Stuttgart, 12.-15.
Oktober 2009, Forschungen und Berichte zur Vor- und
Frithgeschichte in Baden-Wiirttemberg 120, Stuttgart,
155-173.

CHYTRACEK, M. et al. (Chytracek, M. - Pokorny, P. -
Danielisova. A. - Kyncl, T.) 2012a: Die Quellbecken des
eisenzeitlichen Befestigungsareals auf dem Berg Vladat in
Westbohmen, Germania 90, Frankfurt am Main, 27-66.

CHYTRACEK, M. et al. (Chytracek, M. - Danielisova, A. -
Pokorny, P. - Kocar, P. - Kysely, R. - Kyncl, T. - Sadlo,
J. - Smejda, L. - Zaviel, J.) 2012b: Vzestupy a pady
regionalntho mocenského centra. Prehled soucasného
stavu poznani pravékého opevnéného aredlu na Vladari
v zépadnich Cechach [Rises and falls of a regional power
center an overview of the current state of knowledge of
the prehistoric fortified area at Vladaf in Western Bohe-
mia], PA CIII, Praha, 273-338.

CHYTRACEK, M. et al. (Chytracek, M. - Chvojka, O. - Met-
licka, M. — Michélek, J. — Golec, M.) 2017a: Bernstein
der alteren Eisenzeit und die Frage nach dem Verlauf
der Bernsteinstraflen in Mitteleuropa, Fines Transire 26,
Archidologische Arbeitsgemeinschaft Ostbayern/West-
und Siidbohmen/Oberdsterreich, 26. Treffen, 22. bis 25.
Juni 2016 in Plzen, Rahden/Westf., 247-260.

CHYTRACEK, M. et al. (Chytracek, M. - Golec, M. -
Chvojka, O. - Metli¢ka, M. - Michalek, J. - Novotna,
M. - Frolikov4, D.) 2017b: Jantar star$i doby Zelezné
a pribéh jantarové stezky ve stfedni Evropé [Amber of
the earlier Iron Age and the course of the Amber Road
in Central Europe], PA CVIII, Praha, 121-256.

CHYTRACEK, M. et al. (Chytra¢ek, M. - Golec, M. -
Klontza-Jaklova, V. - Popelka, M. - Fojtik, P. - Petfik,
J. - Langova, J.) in press: Zur Wirkung der Situlenkunst
auf die Kunst der Fiirstenschicht des 7.-5. Jahrhunderts
v. Chr. in Mitteleuropa, Beitrdge zur Vorgeschichte Nord-
ostbayerns, Niirnberg.

JARUSKOVA, Z. - STROE, A. (eds.) a kol. 2014: Pravék Bos-
kovicka [Prehistory of the Boskovice District], Boskovice.

KAS, S. - SCHURMANN, M. 1998: Einige Uberlegungen zu
den hallstattzeitlichen Herrenhofen, in: Berthold, B. -
Kahler, E. - Kas, S. - Neubauer, D. - Schmidt, S. - Schufi-
mann, M. (Hrsg.), Zeitenblicke. Ehrengabe fiir Walter
Janssen, Rahden/Westf., 93-123.

KAUS, M. 1984: Das Gréberfeld der jingeren Urnenfelderzeit
von Stillfried an der March. Ergebnisse der Ausgrabun-
gen 1975-1977, Forschungen in Stillfried 6, Wien.

KERN, A. etal. (Kern, A. - Cordie, R. — Guichard, V. - David,
W.) 2009: Situlen. Bildwelten zwischen Etrusken und Kel-
ten auf antikem Weingeschirr, Schriften des kelten romer
museums manching 2, Manching.

KOEHL, R. B. 2016: Aegean Bronze Age Rhyta, Philadelphia.

KOCH, J. K. 2006: Hochdorf VI. Der Wagen und das Pferde-
geschirr aus dem spéthallstattzeitlichen Fiirstengrab von



Literatura a prameny

Eberdingen-Hochdorf (Kr. Ludwigsburg), Forschungen
und Berichte zur Vor- und Friihgeschichte in Baden-
-Wiirttemberg 89, Stuttgart.

KOLAR, E 2002: Zivotni styl halstatské a ¢asné laténské aris-
tokracie — moznosti interpretace [Lifestyle of Hallstatt and
early La Tene period aristocracy - possibilities of interpre-
tation], in: Kazdovd, E. - Podborsky, V. (eds.): Studium
socidlnich a duchovnich struktur pravéku, Brno, 285-329.

KONECNA, M. 2005: Platénické pohiebisté ,,na Stastnych
u Seloutek [Platénice burial grounds “na Stastnych” near
Seloutky]. Unpublished bachelor thesis deposited in the
Institute of archeology and museology of the Faculty of
Arts, Masaryk University of Brno.

KOS, P. 2004: Pohtby Zen z doby halstatské v Modficich u Brna
[Burials of women from the Hallstatt period in Modtice
near Brno), in: Saff, P. (ed.): Popelnicova pole a doba hal-
Statskd. Prispévky z VIIL konference, Ceské Budgjovice
22.-24.9. 2004, Archeologické vyzkumy v jiznich Cechach,
Supplementum 1, Ceské Budéjovice, 271-292.

KOS, P. 2011: Halstatské hroby z HruSovan u Brna [Hallstatt
graves from Hru$ovany u Brna], in: Koreny, R. (ed.): Doba
popelnicovych poli a doba halstatska. Prispévky z XI. kon-
ference, Pfibram 7.-10. zaf{ 2010, Ptibram, 173-183.

KOS, P. 2016: Pohtebisté ze Slavkova a jeho ptinos k poznani
vyvoje halstatské kultury ve sttednim Politavi (k moZznosti
zpresnéni datace hrobd zdanické skupiny hordkovské
kultury) [Burial grounds from Slavkov and its contribu-
tion to knowledge of the development of Hallstatt culture
in the Central Litava Basin (on the possibility to specify
the dating of the graves of the Zd4nice group of the Hor4-
kov culture)], Zbornik Slovenského niarodného muzea
CX, Archeolégia 26, Bratislava, 73-102.

KOS, P. - PRICHYSTAL, M. 2013: Doba halstatska [Hallstatt
period], in: Geislerova, K. - Parma, D. (eds.): Vyzkumy -
Ausgrabungen 2005-2010, Brno, 74-94.

KOUTECKY, D. 1978: Pohiby s vozy a pohiby s postroji:
otazka dal$tho c¢lenéni vedouci vrstvy [Burials with
wagons and burials with harnesses: The question of fur-
ther division of the leading class], in: Pleiner, R. - Rybov4,
A. (eds.): Pravéké déjiny Cech, Praha, 476-481.

KOUTECKY, D. 2008: Bylanské kultura [Bylany Culture], in:
Venclova, N. (ed.): Archeologie pravékych Cech 6. Doba
halstatska, Praha, 46-66.

KOUTECKY, D. 2013: Vychodostedoceské skupina kultury
bylanské I [East-Central-Bohemian group of the Bylany
culture], Archeologie ve stfednich Cechich 17, Praha,
575-652.

KOUTECKY, D. 2014: Vychodostiedoceské skupina kultury
bylanské IT [East-Central-Bohemian group of the Bylany
culture IT], Archeologie ve stfednich Cechach 18, Praha,
177-250.

KOZAKOVA, R. et al. (Kozékov4, R. - Kysely, R. - Trefny, M. -
Drébkova, K. - Kodar, P. - Frolikov4, D. - Kodarova, R. -
Moravcova, K.) 2017: Food offerings, flowers, a bronze
bucket and a waggon. A multidisciplinary approach regard-
ing the Hallstatt princely grave from Prague-Letiany,
Czech Republic, Archaeological and Anthropological
Sciences [online], 1-13.

KOZUBOVA, A. 2018: Kopfschmuck der Vekerzug-Kul-
tur am Beispiel der Gréberfeldern in Chotin, Musaica
archaeologica 3/1, Bratislava, 13-63.

KRAUSSE, D. - BEILHARZ, D. (Hrsg.) 2010: ,,Fiirstensitze*
und Zentralorte der frithen Kelten. Abschlusskolloquium
des DFG-Schwerpunktprogramms 1171 in Stuttgart,

12.-15. Oktober 2009, Forschungen und Berichte zur Vor-
und Frithgeschichte in Baden-Wiirttemberg 120, Stuttgart.

KROMER, K. 1959: Das Graberfeld von Hallstatt, Firenze.

MACHACEK, J. 2005: Rané stredovéké Pohansko u Breclavi:
munitio, palatium, nebo emporium moravskych panov-
nikd? [Early medieval Pohansko near Bfeclav: munitio,
palatium, or emporium of Moravian rulers?], AR LVII,
Praha, 100-138.

MICHALEK, J. - CHYTRACEK, M. 2008: Halstatska mohy-
lova kultura [Hallstatt mound culture], in: Venclova, N.
(ed.): Archeologie pravékych Cech 6. Doba haltatska,
Praha, 66-97.

MIROVA, Z. 2017: Koné v dobé halstatské na Moravé [Horses
in the Hallstatt period in Moravia]. Unpublished bach-
elor thesis deposited in the section of archeology of the
Department of History of Faculty of Arts of the Palacky
University in Olomouc.

METZNER-NEBELSICK, C. 2002: Der ,thrako-kimmeri-
sche” Formenkreis aus der Sicht der Urnenfelder- und
Hallstattzeit im siidostlichen Pannonien, Vorgeschichtli-
che Forschungen 23, Rahden/Westf.

MURPHY, R. 2008: Uvod do kulturni a socialni antropolo-
gie [Introduction to Cultural and Social Anthropology],
Praha.

NEKVASIL, J. 1959: Nélezova zprava - Zarovy hrob z Brna-Ho-
lasek [Find Report - Cremation grave from Brno-Holasky].
Archive of the IA CAS Brno.

NEKVASIL, J. 1960: Zarovy hrob horakovské kultury v Ho-
laskach [Cremation grave of the Horakov culture in Ho-
lasky], PV 1959, Brno, 163.

NEKVASIL, J. 1963: Mohyly s vice pohiby v horakovské kul-
tufe [Mounds with more burials in Hordkov culture], in:
Poulik, J. (ed.): Sbornik Frantisku Vildomcovi k pétaosm-
desatinam, Brno, 52-55.

NEKVASIL, J. 1966: Horakovska kultura [Hordkov culture],
Zpravy CSSA VII/1, Praha - Nitra - Brno.

NEKVASIL, J. 1993: Pfed branami historie [Before the
gates of history], in: Podborsky, V. a kol.: Pravéké déjiny
Moravy, Brno, 333-372.

NEKVASIL, J. - PODBORSKY, V. 1991: Die Bronzegefife in
Mihren, PBF I1/13, Stuttgart.

NOVAK, M. 2017: Moravsky ,,Molpir“? Halitatské nélezy
z opevnéného vysinného sidlisté Provodov-Ludkovice
»Rysov® (okr. Zlin) [Moravian “Molpir”? Hallstatt finds
from the fortified elevated settlement Provodov-Lud-
kovice “Rysov” (Zlin District)], Pravék NR 25, Brno,
185-228.

OLIVA, M. 2010: Pravéké hornictvi v Krumlovském lese
[Prehistoric mining in Krumlov Forest], ANTHROPOS,
Studies in Anthropology, Palaeoethnology, Palacontology
and Quaternary Geology 32, Brno.

PARE, CH. 1991: Swords, Wagon-graves, and the Beginning
of the Early Iron Age in Central Europe, Kleine Schriften
aus dem Vorgeschichtlichen Seminar der Philipps-Uni-
versitit Marburg 37, Marburg.

PARE, CH. E E. 1992: Wagons and wagongraves of the Early
Iron Age in Central Europe, Oxford University Comittee
for Archaeology, Monograph 35, Oxford.

PARZINGER, H. - NEKVASIL, J. - BARTH, E E. 1995: Die
By¢i skala-Hohle. Ein hallstattzeitlicher Hohlenopfer-
platz in Méhren, Romisch-Germanische Forschungen 54,
Mainz am Rhein.

PATAY, P. 1990: Die Bronzegefifle in Ungarn, PBF I1/10,
Stuttgart.

109



Literature and sources

PODBORSKY, V. 1963: K problematice moravského hal-
$tatu - II. (Hal$tatskd malované keramika) [On the issue
of Moravian Hallstatt — II. (Hallstatt painted ceramics)],
SPFFBU, E 8, Brno, 15-47.

PODBORSKY, V. 1965: Die Hallstattsiedlung in TéSetice,
Fontes Archaeologici Pragenses 9, Pragae.

PODBORSKY, V. 1970: Jihomoravské halstatské sidlisté -
I. [South Moravian Hallstatt Settlement - 1.], SPFFBU,
E 15, Brno, 7-102.

PODBORSKY, V. 1972: Jihomoravska halstatska sidlisté —
II. [South Moravian Hallstatt Settlement — I1.], SPFFBU,
E 17, Brno, 5-54.

PODBORSKY, V. 1974: Die Stellung der siidmihrischen
Horakov-Kultur im Rahmen des danubischen Hallstatt,
in: Chropovsky, B. (Hrsg.): Symposium zu Problemen der
jiingeren Hallstattzeit in Mitteleuropa, 25.-29. September
1970, Smolenice, Bratislava, 371-426.

PODBORSKY, V. 1980a: Dvé nové halitatska pohiebisté na
jizni Moravé [Two new Hallstatt burial grounds in South
Moravia], SPFFBU, E 25, Brno, 75-124.

PODBORSKY, V. 1980b: Kulturni a socilni promény jizni
Moravy v dobé halstatské [Cultural and social trans-
formations of South Moravia in the Hallstatt period],
in: Gediga, B. - Leciejewicz, L. - Wojciechowski, W.
(eds.): Rola oddziatyvan kregu halsztackiego w rozwoju
spoteczenstw epoki zelaza w Polsce zachodniej na tle
srodkowoeuropejskim, Wroctaw, 47-57.

PODBORSKY, V. 1993: Spole¢nost doby halstatské [The
society of the Hallstatt period], in: Podborsky, V. a kol.:
Pravéké déjiny Moravy, Brno, 372-379.

PODBORSKY, V. 2002: Vypovéd bohatych hrobii hordkovské
kultury [Testimony of the wealthy graves of the Horakov
culture], in: Cech, P. - Smr%, Z. (eds.): Sbornik Draho-
miru Kouteckému, Pfispévky k pravéku a rané dobé
déjinné severozapadnich Cech 9, Most, 167-176.

PODBORSKY, V. 2006: Nébozenstvi pravékych Evropanii
[Religions of Prehistoric Europeans], Brno.

POLANYTJ, K. 1975: Traders and Trade, in: Ancient Civilisa-
tion and Trade, Albuquerque, 133-154.

POULIK, J. 1939-46: Hal3tatsky hrob ve Velaticich u Brna [Hall-
statt grave in Velatice near Brno], PA XLII, Praha, 162-165.

POULIK, J. 1956: Z hlubin véké [From the Depths of Time],
Praha.

PRUSSING, G. 1991: Die Bronzegefifle in Osterreich, PBF
I1/5, Stuttgart.

PRICHYSTAL, M. - KOS, P. 2006: Doba halstatska [Hallstatt
period], in: Cizmaf, M. - Geislerova, K. (eds.): Vyzkumy
- Ausgrabungen 1999-2004, Brno, 49-54.

RIHOVSKY, J. 1956: Mohyla horékovské kultury v Morasi-
cich na Moravé [Mound of Hordkov culture in MoraSice
in Moravia], AR VIII, Praha, 13-18.

RIHOVSKY, J. 1979: Die Nadeln in Mihren und im Ostal-
pengebiet, PBF XIII/5, Miinchen.

SALAS, M. 1993: Kultura stfedodunajskych popelnicovych
poli [Culture of the Central Danube Urnfield], in: Podbor-
sky, V. a kol.: Pravéké déjiny Moravy, Brno, 286-301.

SCHONFELDER, M. 2002: Das spitkeltische Wagengrab von
Boé, Studien zu Wagen und Wagengribern der jiinge-
ren Laténezeit, Romisch-Germanisches Zentralmuseum,
Monographien 54, Mainz.

SCHUMANN, R. 2015: Status und Prestige in der Hallstatt-
kultur. Aspekte sozialer Distinktion in dltereisenzeitlichen
Regionalgruppen zwischen Altmiihl und Save, Miinch-
ner archdologische Forschungen 3, Rahden/Westf.

110

SCHUSMANN, M. 2012: Die armen Vettern im Osten. Bay-
ern und Franken, in: Die Welt der Kelten. Zentren der
Macht - Kostbarkeiten der Kunst. Stuttgart.

SIEGFRIED-WEISS, A. 1991: Hallstattzeitliche Bronzege-
tasse in B6hmen, in: Kytlicovd, O. (ed.): Bronzegefasse in
Bohmen, PBF I1/12, Stuttgart.

SIEVERS, S. 1982: Die mitteleuropdischen Hallstattdolche,
PBF V1/6, Miinchen.

SIEVERS, S. - SCHONFELDER, M. (Hrsg.) 2012: Die Frage
der Protourbanisation in der Eisenzeit. Akten des 34.
internationalen Kolloquiums der AFEAF vom 13.-16.
Mai 2010 in Aschaffenburg, Kolloquien zur Vor- und
Frithgeschichte 16, Bonn.

SKUTIL, J. 1937: Halstattské nalezy hordkovské ,Hlasnice*
[Hallstatt finds of Hordkov “Hlésnica”], Slapansky zpra-
vodaj IV, Slapanice, 3-5.

SMEJTEK, L. - SVEDOVA, J. 2016: Bronzovy konik z Mladé
Boleslavi [A smallbronze horse from Mlad4 Boleslav],
Archeologie ve stfednich Cechach 20, Praha, 239-260.

SMRZ, Z. 1975: Enklava luzického osidleni v oblasti Bosko-
vické brazdy [Enclave of Luzice settlement in the area of
the Boskovice Furrow], Studie AU CSAV I11/3, Praha.

STEGMANN-RAJTAR, S. 1986: Neuerkenntnisse zum Grab
169 von Brno-Obtany (Mihren), in: Torok, L. (ed.):
Hallstat Kolloquium Veszprém 1984, Mitteilungen des
Archiologischen Instituts der Ungarischen Akademie
der Wissenschaften, Beiheft 3, Budapest, 211-219.

STEGMANN-RAJTAR, S. 1992a: Grabfunde der Alteren
Hallstattzeit aus Sidmahren, Kosice.

STEGMANN-RAJTAR, S. 1992b: Spitbronze- und friihei-
senzeitliche Fundgruppen des mittleren Donaugebietes,
Bericht der Romisch-Germanischen Kommission 73,
Frankfurt am Main, 29-179.

STUCHLIK, S. 2000: KtiZanovice, Vyskov District, in: Pod-
borsky, V. (ed.): Pravéka sociokultovni architektura na
Moravé, Brno, 65-72.

SEDO, O. 1991: Zachranné akce a priizkumy v severni ¢4sti
okresu Vyskov [Emergency action and researches in the
northern part of the Vyskov District], PV 1988, Brno,
75-76.

SIMEK, M. 2004: Grupa Martijanec-Kaptol, in: Balen-Letu-
ni¢, D. (ed.): Ratnici na Razmedu istoka i zapada, Zagreb,
79-129.

SOLLE, M. 1955: Jizni Morava v dobé halstatské [South Mora-
via in the Hallstatt period], PA XLVI, Praha, 101-133.
STROE A. 1990: Vznik a vyvoj luzické kultury v prostoru
severozapadni Moravy I-1I [Emergence and development
of the LuzZice culture in the space of Northwest Moravia
[-II]. Unpublished candidate dissertation deposited in
the Institute of Archaeology of the Czech Academy of

Sciences in Brno.

STROE A. 1995: Das hallstattzeitliche Griberfeld in Vojko-
vice (Bez. Brno-venkov), Pravék NR 5, Brno, 203-208.
STROE A. 2000: Mladsi doba bronzové a doba halitatska
[Later Bronze period and Hallstatt period], in: Cizmét,
M. - Geislerovd, K. - Unger, J. (eds.): Vyzkumy - Ausgra-

bungen 1993-1998, Brno, 37-44.

TERZAN, B. 1976: Certoska fibula [Fibula, type Certosa],
Arheoloski vestnik 27, 317-443.

TORBRUGGE, W. 1979: Die Hallstattzeit in der Oberpfalz. 1.
Auswertung und Gesamtkatalog, Materialhefte zur bay-
erischen Vorgeschichte 39, Kallmiinz/Opf.

TORBRUGGE, W. 1992: Die frithe Hallstattzeit (Ha C) in
chronologischen Ansichten und notwendige Randbemer-



Literatura a prameny

kungen. Teil II: Der sogenannte ,,6stliche Hallstattkreis,
Jahrbuch des Romisch-Germanischen Zentralmuseums
39, Mainz, 425-614.

TRACHSEL, M. 2004: Untersuchungen zur relativen und
absoluten Chronologie der Hallstattzeit 1, 2, Universitats-
forschungen zur prahistorischen Archdologie 104, Bonn.

TREENY, M. 2002: Bronzefunde aus der By¢i skala-Hohle
und ihre Beziehungen zum Siidostalpenraum und Italien,
in: Lang, A. - Sala¢, V. (eds.): Fernkontakte in der Eisen-
zeit, Konferenz Liblice 2000, Praha, 360-378.

TREFNY, M. 2017: Hallstatt elite burials in Bohemia from
the perspective of interregional contacts, in: Schumann,
R. - van der Vaart-Verschoof, S. (eds.): Connecting Elites
and Regions, Leiden, 109-126.

VITULA,P.1999:Brno (okr.Brno-mésto). Ul. P¥ikop-Business
centrum [Brno (Brno-City District). Prikop Street —
Business center], PV 1995-1996, 339-340.

Bibliographic abbreviations | Bibliografické zkratky:

AR - Archeologické rozhledy, Praha

CVMSO - Casopis Vlasteneckého musejniho spolku, Olomouc

PA - Pamitky archeologické, Praha

PBF - Prahistorische Bronzefunde, Miinchen, Stuttgart

Pravék NR - Pravék Nov4 fada, Brno

PV - Ptehled vyzkumi, Brno

SPFFBU - Sbornik praci filozofické fakulty brnénské univer-
zity, Brno

Studie AU CSAV - Studie Archeologického dstavu Ceskoslo-
venské akademie véd v Brné, Brno

WANKEL, J. 1885: Kralovsky kopec u Tésetic [Royal Hill at
Tésetice], CVMSO 2, Olomouc, 93-94.

WANKEL, J. 1889: Néklo a Prikazy na Moravé [Néaklo and
Ptikazy in Moravia], CVMSO 6, Olomouc, 49-58, 97-105.

WANKEL, J. 1891: Kope&ek Saraticky u Brna [Saratice Hill
near Brno], CVMSO 8, Olomouc, 1-3.

ZACHERLE, S. 1958: Zprava o celkovém stavu nalezi$té
v Holaskach u Brna (poloha ,,U Tufan® - prostor velké
piskovny) k 8. 4. 1958 [Report on the overall state of
the find site in Holasky near Brno (position “U Tufan” -
space of a large sand quarry) on 8 April 1958]. Archive
of the IA CAS Brno.

ZEMAN, J. 2015: Village in the Foothills, in: Golec, M.: The
Phenomenon of By¢i skdla Cave. Landscape, Cave and
Mankind, Archaeologica Olomucensia I, Olomouc, 80-83.

Used abbreviations | Pouzité zkratky:

assigned No./pfir. ¢. - assigned number/ptirtstkové ¢islo

h./v. - height/vyska

IA CAS Brno/AU AV CR Brno - Institute of Archaeology
of the Czech Academy of Sciences /Archeologicky tstav
Akademie véd Ceské republiky, Brno, v. . i.

inv. No./inv. ¢. - inventary number/inventarni ¢islo

L./d. - lengt/délka

MM Brno/MZM Brno - Moravian Muzeum Brno/Moravské
zemské muzeum v Brné

w./$. — width/sitka

111






