COMMUNICATIONES
ARCHAOLOGICA
HUNGARIA

2023



COMMUNICATIONES
ARCHAOLOGICA
HUNGARIA

2023

Magyar Nemzeti Mtzeum
2222222222222



Foszerkeszté
SZENTHE GERGELY

Szerkesztbk
FUZESI ANDRAS, TARBAY JANOS GABOR

Olvasdszerkesztd
BOROCZKI TAMAS

A szerkesztébizottsag tagjai
BARANY ANNAMARIA, HORIA I. CIUGUDEAN, MARKO DIZDAR,
GALL ERWIN, LANGO PETER, LANG ORSOLYA, MORDOVIN MAXIM

Szerkesztdség
Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum Régészeti Tar
H-1088, Budapest, Mtzeum krt. 14-16.

A folyoirat cikkei elérhet6k: http://ojs.elte.hu/comarchhung
Kéziratbekiildés és szerz6i utmutato: http://ojs.elte.hu/comarchhung/about/submissions

© A szerzok és a Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum
Minden jog fenntartva. Jelen kotetet, illetve annak részeit tilos reprodukalni,
adatrogzité rendszerben tarolni, barmilyen formaban vagy eszkozzel kozolni
a Magyar Nemzeti Mizeum engedélye nélkiil.

ISSN 0231-133X (Print)
ISSN 2786-295X (Online)

Felelds kiado
Hammerstein Judit mb. féigazgato6


http://ojs.elte.hu/comarchhung
http://ojs.elte.hu/comarchhung/about/submissions

TARTALOM - INDEX

SzENTHE Gergely
Garam Eva (1939-2023) ..ooouieeeeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e seeses s ses st sesses s

Kristof Istvan SZEGEDI — Tibor MARTON — Gyorgy LENGYEL

The ‘Epipalaeolithic’ site Hont-Templomdomb of Northern Hungary
TEVISIERA ot

Hont-Templomdomb ,,epipaleolitikus” lel6hely Gj megkozelitésben ..........

Attila KIRALY — Rébert KErTESZ

Late Palaeolithic to Early Mesolithic transition in the Carpathian Basin:
A re-evaluation of the Szekszard-Palank site ........cccoovevvcirncnncvnccnicnnne

A késé paleolitikum és korai mezolitikum dtmenete a Karpat-medencében:
Szekszard-Palank lel6hely revizidja ...

Janos Gabor TARBAY — Bence S0Os — Tamas PETERVARY — Annamaria BARANY — Baldzs LukAcs
The Late Bronze Age Soml6 Hill and a new bronze hoard .......cccccoeuvcuncece.

A kés6 bronzkori Somld-hegy és egy 0j bronzdepd .....ccoveeveveecinccinecenncanes

Kamil Nowak - Pawel GaN
Early Iron Age hoard from Jodlowno, Northern Poland .........ccccccceuvvannnee.

Kora vaskori bronzkincs Jodlowno hatarab¢l (Eszak-Lengyelorszag) ...........

Bence S06s - Janos Gabor TARBAY — Tamas PETERVARY
Hallstatt period hoard from Somld Hill .....ccccccvvviiiniinicncrccccreceee
Egy Hallstatt-kori depoélelet a Somlo-hegyrdl ...,

Orsolya LANG — Andrew WILSON

Millstones from the settlement complex of Aquincum:
Preliminary research ...

Malomkévek az aquincumi telepiilésegytittes teriiletérdl:
elozetes eredmenyek ...

Krisztina MARCZEL
A ritual depot from the outskirts of Sirok .......cccccecevcinieicincnenicnenecicnnee
Ritualis egyiittes Sirok hatardbol ...,

MESTERHAZY Kéroly
Az S végi karika kialakuldsa és elterjedése .......ooovnvinninnicnccnnccnenens

Die Herausbildung und Verbreitung des Ringes mit S-Féormigem Ende ..........



KovAcs Bianka Gina - LiBor Csilla

A tatai bencés apatsag nyomaban: temetOrészlet a Nagykert utcaban ........

In search of the Benedictine abbey of Tata: A partially unearthed
graveyard in NagyKkert Street ...

SzoBoszLAY Gergely — GILLICH Olivér

Ibolya GERELYES

A kesztolci Szent Kereszt palos kolostor Magyar Nemzeti Muzeumban
Orzott gotikus KOfaragvanyai .......ccoececeveceeenecinicinircenecreceeeeeee e eaens

Gothic stone carvings from the Pauline monastery of Kesztolc-Klastrom-
puszta in the collection of the Hungarian National Museum .........ccccconee.

Ottoman seals at the Hungarian National Museum:
Connections between shapes, inscriptions, and materials ........ccccccecvveeneece.

A Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum torok pecsétnyomoi: a forma, a felirat
és az anyagosszetétel 0SSZefUGZESET ...cvrrrrrreruricrrinciricicrecreceee e



Communicationes Archaologicee Hungariae 2023, 121-145. DOI: doi.org/10.54640/CAH.2023.121

HALLSTATT PERIOD HOARD FROM SOMLO HILL

Bence S04s" (® — Janos Gabor TARBAY (%) — Tamdas PETERVARY

In January 2023, the National Institute of Archaeology of the Hungarian National Museum launched a new re-
search programme, the aim of which has been to explore the Somlé Hill (Somlo-hegy) (Veszprém County), a site
neglected by systematic field research focusing on Late Bronze Age (LBA) and Early Iron Age (EIA) inhabitation.
Somlé Hill was often considered one of the most important EIA power centres in the western part of the Carpath-
ian Basin. However, this notion was based mainly on funerary evidence partially unearthed from nearby burial
mounds. Beyond doubt, these burials are associated with a prominent elite in the Ha C Period that maintained
long-ranging contacts with communities in the (north)west and south. By contrast, virtually nothing is known
about either the extent of the EIA settlement both in geographical and chronological terms, its inner structure,
or the activity of the community associated with it. In this paper, we aim to show some of the first results of the
field research conducted in the last months on the hill and to introduce the first documented EIA hoard of Somlé
Hill. The typo-chronological evaluation of the hoard suggests that it was deposited in the Late Hallstatt Period,
i.e. the Ha D2-D3 phases.

2023 janudrjdban a Magyar Nemzeti Miizeum Nemzeti Régészeti Intézete egy 1ij kutatdsi programot inditott,
melynek célja, hogy felderitse az elmiilt szdz évben a késé bronzkori és kora vaskori kutatdsok szempontjdbol
szisztematikusan kevésbé vizsgdlt Somlo-hegyet (Veszprém megye). A Somlo-hegyet a kutatds a kora vaskor egyik
legfontosabb hatalmi kozpontjanak tartja a Dundntiilon, ugyanakkor ez a felismerés elsésorban a hegy kornye-
zetében feltdrt halomsirok értékelésére tamaszkodik. Ezek a Ha C iddszakra keltezhetd temetkezések kétségkiviil
egy kiemelkedd csoport jelenlétét sugalljdk, amely tavoli kapcsolatokat tartott fenn (észak)nyugat és dél felé. Ezzel
ellentétben a hegytetén korvonalazott kora vaskori telepiilésrél szinte semmilyen informdcié nem dll rendelkezésre
sem térbeli és kronologiai kiterjedésével, sem belso szerkezetével, sem az ott lako kozdsség tevékenységeivel kap-
csolatban. Jelen tanulmdnyban az elmult hénapokban lezajlott terepi kutatdsok elsé eredményeit és a Somlo elsé
dokumentadlt kora vaskori depoleletét mutatjuk be. A leletek tipokronoldgiai elemzése alapjan arra lehet kovetkez-
tetni, hogy a targyakat a késé Hallstatt-idészakban, azaz a Ha D2-D3 periédusokban depondlhattdk.

Keywords: Hallstatt Period, hilltop settlement, metal detector survey, hoard
Kulcsszavak: Hallstatt-iddszak, magaslati telep, fémkeresé-miiszeres lel6hely-felderités, kincslelet

Introduction stems from the evaluation of the graves found be-

tween 1870 and 1928 on and around the hill. Ever

The 458-metre-high Somld-hegy (Somlo Hill) is a
volcanic butte emerging from the landscape of the
Somlé-Devecser Plain at the southern fringes of
the Little Hungarian Plain. Since the 19th century,
the Somlé Hill was considered one of the most im-
portant Early Iron Age (EIA) power centres in the
western part of the Carpathian Basin. This opinion

since our understanding of how EIA communities
used Somlé Hill has been based dominantly on fu-
nerary evidence. In January 2023, the National Insti-
tute of Archaeology launched a new research project
to re-evaluate all available evidence and collect and
interpret new data with systematic field research on
Somlé Hill.
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The Early Iron Age on Somlé Hill in light of the previ-
ous research

The first documented EIA grave on Somlé Hill came
to light in the late 1870s when workers in a vine-
yard north of the Séd Spring (Séd-patak) found the
bones of a man and a horse. According to the report
by Ivan Addm, headmaster of the secondary school
in Stimeg, who inspected the location and the finds,
the grave also contained a large black pot, a bronze
hatchet, a 3.2-cm-long bronze tube, and a bronze
kettle (Adam 1880, 319). Subsequently, Addm car-
ried out investigations in the vicinity of the spring.
These led to the discovery of several ceramic sherds
some 10-12 metres from the grave, with, important-
ly, some graphite-coated ones among them (Adém
1880, 320).

Adam also mentions a third findspot at the foot
of the hill, where a local landlord had found ‘heaps
of stones and hearths. As for the prehistoric arte-
facts, Addm writes about spearheads, swords with-
out crossguards, and iron rings (Adam 1880, 321).
However, since he did not include any depictions
of these items in his publication, their chronologi-
cal position can hardly be estimated. Nevertheless, a
Hallstatt Period horse gear suggests an EIA site there
(Adam 1880, 322, Fig. 69). Although he only reports
on artefacts and sites in the vicinity of the Séd Spring,
i.e. the western slope of the hill, he mentions in his
article that he also knows of prehistoric finds from
the eastern and northern part of the Somlé Hill.
However, Karoly Kleiszl, the person responsible for
collecting the finds and the related data is mentioned
only in a note (Addm 1880, 323).

Fig. 1. The location of Doba, Torok-dombok site (a tumulus cemetery) in relation to Somlé Hill
1. kép. Doba, Torok-dombok lel6hely elhelyezkedése a Somld-hegyhez képest
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As his correspondence with Jozsef Hampel sug-
gests, Karoly Kleiszl, a local overseer apprentice, had
been collecting ancient artefacts enthusiastically on
and around Somlé Hill since the mid-1870s (MNM
Central Archive, Call no. 346/1880). Since he lived
in Doba, a village north of the hill, his discoveries
mainly originate from the northern slopes of the hill.
In his article published in 1883, he introduces the site
‘Kerekdomb’ on the northern slope of Somlé Hill, at
a distance of some 500 metres west of the Szent Mar-
ton Spring (Kleiszl 1883, 155-156). Apparently, his
excavations there led to the discovery of some graves
with pottery vessel sets and iron spears. Based on the
latter, later publications suggested that these are EIA
burials (Bakay et al. 1970, 88). However, since nei-
ther the finds nor depictions about them survived,
this assumption must be considered with some res-
ervation. Kéroly Kleiszl proceeded with his excava-
tions at the ‘Kerekdomb’ site. In 1885, he described
his results and the discovered finds in more detail.
At this time, he wrote about cremation burials with
graphite-coated pots with knobs. These, indeed, sug-
gest EIA presence, but since he also found several
polished stone tools and what is probably an LBA
hoard (see Tarbay et al. 2023), the Kerekdomb site
surely holds evidence of use in multiple prehistoric
periods (Kleiszl 1885, 116-117).

A letter by Jézsef Hampel on 5 July 1880 suggests
that Kalman Darnay was the one who had drawn
Hampel’s attention to Karoly Kleiszl's collection. As
Darnay was Kleiszl's schoolmate in Siimeg, it is hard-
ly surprising that he knew about his investigations
on and near Somlo6 Hill (Darnay 1899, 50). Kalman
Darnay, however, is more important than his former
schoolmate when it comes to the early archaeologi-
cal research of the hill.

Darnay’s first published discovery on the hill was
an EIA burial on the northern slope. Apparently, he
was not present at the discovery, but the grave, con-
taining the poorly preserved bones of a man and a
horse, was reportedly found under large basalt slabs.
The man lay in a supine position in the grave with
an iron sword on his left side. There was also an iron
bridle with bronze phalerae next to the horse’s skull
(Darnay et al. 1895, 318; Darnay 1899, 62). Later
publications refer to this burial as ‘Doba 1’ and date
the assemblage to the Ha C Period (Terzan 1990,
163; Pare 1992, 198; Metzner-Nebelsick 2002, 205).
Another grave, containing three iron spearheads
and a pot, came to light on the northern slopes of
Somlé Hill; however, Darnay did not discuss this as-

semblage in detail (Darnay et al. 1895, 318). The ar-
ticle published in 1895 also presents a tumulus bur-
ial now referred to as ‘Doba 2’ (Metzner-Nebelsick
2002, 300). Importantly, in contrast to Darnay, Karo-
ly Kleiszl describes the location of the site relatively
accurately; as a result, one can be fairly sure that
the tumulus he excavated in the 1880s is the larg-
est among the so-called “Torok-dombok’ (“Turkish
mounds’) some half a kilometre north of the modern
village of Doba (Fig. 1). This tumulus group is clearly
visible on various maps and archival aerial photos.
According to Kleiszl's description, the excavation
was well-documented at the time. A 4-5-metre-wide
trench running from north to south was opened in
the 7-8-metre high mound with a diameter of ap-
proximately 31 metres (Darnay et al. 1895, 320).
Like the graves Darnay described, the burial in
the tumulus was covered with large basalt slabs.
According to Kleiszl, it contained an exceptionally
large number of potsherds, but sadly, these are not
discussed in detail. By contrast, the metal finds re-
ceived more attention from the authors. Four groups
of metal finds could be distinguished. Besides an
iron sword with a bronze pommel, the weapons in
the grave included iron spearheads of various sizes
and iron axes of different types (Darnay et al. 1895,
320-322). Some of the latter probably were rather
tools than weapons (Nebelsick 1994, 345). A sec-
ond, smaller group comprises horse bridles and
trappings, namely, bronze phalerae. Scholars tend to
determine the chronological position of the burial
based on the jewellery pieces and elements of at-
tire. The authors of the original publication of the
finds presented a bimetal pin and two beaded bronze
bracelets. Based on these, the funeral and the build-
ing of the tumulus could have taken place in the Ha
C2 Period (Kemenczei 1995, 88; Metzner-Nebelsick
2002, 301). The fourth group of metal grave goods
includes bronze vessels. During the excavation of
the burial mound, three bronze ladles and a wide-
rimmed bowl came to light; however, Louis D.
Nebelsick suggested that the original set could have
also included a large container, probably a situla,
which either had not been added to the grave or was
not found during the excavation (Nebelsick 1994,
341). Importantly, the authors only mentioned two
ladles, but one of Kleiszl’s letters dated around the
discovery suggests that they had found three (HNM
Central Archive, Call. No. 107/1881). Similar sets
of multiple metal vessels of various types and func-
tions appear in the eastern Hallstatt zone first in the
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Ha C2 phase (Nebelsick 1994, 341); hence, the ves-
sels seem to corroborate the chronological position
of the grave.

Kélméan Darnay published the first comprehen-
sive overview of Somlé Hill's prehistory in 1899.
In this work, he described the previous discoveries
again and presented additional and new informa-
tion, e.g. that the finds recovered from the large
tumulus near Doba had eventually entered his col-
lection in Siimeg (Darnay 1899, 67). Importantly,
however, he introduced several new Iron Age dis-
coveries. Unfortunately, these are all chance finds
randomly unearthed during agricultural works in
various vineyards on the slopes of the hill (Darnay
1899, 71). Among the finds, the horse bridles and
trappings are the ones whose chronological position
is, by and large, estimable. Generally, they date to
the early Hallstatt Period (Metzner-Nebelsick 2002,
316-337).

Darnay published newly discovered EIA finds
from Somlé Hill in 1904. The report suggests that
these items had also been found on the western
slopes of the hill, near the Séd Spring (Darnay 1904,
71-72). The iron Armchenbeil represents a charac-
teristic EIA weapon type, specimens of which also
occur in the graves found on and around the hill
(Darnay et al. 1895, II. 3; Patek 1993, Abb. 59. 8). The
burial in the tumulus near Doba indicates that, be-
sides swords and axes, spears were also an indispen-
sable part of the equipment of EIA warriors in the
community associated with Somlo6 Hill. As a result,
the idea that the iron spearheads Darnay presented
originate from the EIA cemetery near the Séd Spring
is conceivable (Darnay 1904, Fig. 5-7). Important-
ly, determining the typo-chronological position of
horse bridles is easier than that of iron spearheads.
Three iron bridles are among the finds discovered in
the vicinity of the Séd Spring. Based on analogies,
these probably originate from the Ha C period (Ke-
menczei 1995, 85). The boat-shaped brooches are
even more certainly of EIA origin (Darnay 1904, 75,
3-5). Such brooches tend to appear among the grave
goods of burials dated to the Ha C2 phase in the
western part of the Carpathian Basin (Fekete 1985,
76). Finally, the cross-shaped strap divider (Darnay
1904, 75, 1-2) represents a Ha C phase-type whose
eponymous site is the Séd Spring, according to Mar-
tin Trachsel (Trachsel 2004, 478).

The item Darnay published in 1913 is supposed
to have been found near the Séd Spring, too. The
bronze female figurine holding a pot on her head is

probably the most unique EIA find from Somlé Hill.
Although Darnay suggested that it could have been
found in a supposed EIA cemetery near the spring,
frankly, nothing is known about the circumstances
of its discovery (Darnay 1913, 408), and, therefore,
its chronological position is hardly determinable.
Importantly, however, similar EIA bronze anthropo-
morphic figurines tend to appear in mortuary con-
texts north of the Alps (Rebay-Salisbury 2016, 116).

Lajos Marton also published his overview of the
EIA brooches in a series of studies in 1913, in which
he presented some brooches from Somlé Hill. Dar-
nay had already published some of them, while a few
were new to the public. These were bought by the
Hungarian National Museum (HNM) from Jézsef
Lichtneckert, an antique dealer, who sold several
items allegedly found on Somlé Hill, including the
boat-shaped brooch with a transversal rib and elabo-
rately decorated bow, to the museum between 1904
and 1907. According to the typological classifica-
tion by Maria Fekete, the brooch belongs to Serie ‘F’
(Fekete 1985, 77).

The items from Somlé Hill acquired by HNM
between 1904 and 1907 were published in the mon-
ography of Sandor Gallus and Tibor Horvath (Gal-
lus, Horvath 1939, Pl. 52-53). Most finds are, again,
horse bridles and trappings; however, there are some
weapons and jewellery items as well. Unfortunately,
no information about the circumstances of their dis-
covery is available (Gallus, Horvath 1939, 48). In his
1995 article, Tibor Kemenczei evaluated the harness
elements and concluded that the artefacts originated
from the early Hallstatt Period (Kemenczei 1995, 89).

Already, the Doba tumulus strongly suggested
that the importance of Soml6 Hill in the EIA can-
not be fully understood without evaluating the sur-
rounding burial sites. This notion is underlined by
the tumuli south of the Soml6, near Somlévasarhely.
Already in 1878, Floris Rémer reported that there
were some thirteen earthen mounds near Som-
loévasarhely (Romer 1878, 179). However, excava-
tions did not take place until 1928. In the fall of 1928,
railway workers began to quarry a burial mound of
20-22 m diameter in the north-western part of the
village. Soon, they stumbled upon large basalt rocks
and pottery sherds, iron and bronze items. After the
local museum officials had been alerted, Gyula Rhé
led the rescue excavation of the tumulus (Rhé 1929,
3). The excavation revealed that the tumulus con-
tained a grave with various iron weapons and tools,
horse trappings, and a large set of ceramic vessels.



Hallstatt period hoard from Somlé Hill 125

//h 7117 T , ,’/’, 1 T 3 #,10] T
/7 - Somloszo 1 - Sites around the |
i (@7 Séd spring s

ﬁe%i?/égﬂi\/ % 2 - LBA/EIA
{1\& \ ' settlement N
\35 ) 3 - 'Kerekdomb' (2’

- Medieval castle
TR

= =

S
==

=~

*\g\\\\
——
—

et

A
ERi

b Som OJen0\§\§“ \
A NN

0 100 200 300 m

(i

=]
\\;\\\i\ﬁ\

N s

==

SOl

N

AR

Fig. 2. Late Bronze Age and Early Iron Age sites on Soml6 Hill in the national register of archaeological sites

2. kép. A kozhiteles miiemléki nyilvantartasban rogzitett kés6 bronzkori és kora vaskori lel6helyek a Somlo-hegyen

Contrary to the burial unearthed north of Doba, the
burial mound yielded no bronze vessels. What it did
contain, though, was a stone burial chamber and
the remains of a four-wheeled wagon with a bronze
phalera of Greek origin inside (Horvath 1969, 110-
116; Egg 1996).

After the excavation of the burial mounds near
Somlévasarhely, there is a forty-year hiatus in the
research of the prehistory of Somlé Hill. Although
several important publications were completed be-
tween 1930 and 1970 (e.g. Gallus, Horvath 1939;
Patek 1968), there were neither new fieldwork ses-
sions on the hill nor large-scale acquisitions of stray
finds. Patek gave an overview of the previous discov-
eries on and around the hill and concluded that the

hill was constantly used throughout both LBA and
the subsequent EIA (Patek 1968, 37-38); however,
she stressed that compelling evidence of an LBA
and EIA settlement on the hilltop was not available
(Patek 1968, 38).

In 1970, the third volume of the Archaeological
Topography of Hungary (MRT) project was pub-
lished. Researchers contributing to the volume col-
lected archaeological data both on the spot and in
archives. Of course, the topographical overview of
Somlé Hill largely reflects the results of Kleiszl's and
Darnay’s works. Hence, they argue that most EIA
finds from the site in museum collections probably
originate either from the western slopes of the hill,
i.e. near the Séd Spring, where Darnay located the
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‘EIA cemetery’ or from the north-eastern part where
Kleiszl opened his trenches (Bakay et al. 1970, 213).
In addition, however, the volume proposes that an
extensive prehistoric settlement occupied the top of
the volcanic hill (Fig. 2). The authors collected sev-
eral potsherds of large vessels with everted rims and
inverted bowls. As a result, they suggest that the set-
tlement dates to the LBA and the EIA; however, they
could not specify the dating of the site (Bakay et al.
1970, 89). Also, based on reports of local vinery own-
ers, once there could have been burial mounds on the
southern slopes of the hill. Unfortunately, the authors
could not verify these accounts (Bakay et al. 212).

In 1993, Erzsébet Patek presented the first over-
view of EIA in western Hungary. She highlighted
that although there were a number of significant EIA
finds from the region around Soml¢ Hill, well-docu-
mented and systematic research, especially of settle-
ments, was nearly unprecedented (Patek 1993, 62).
However, she highlights that in the Marcal Region,
i.e. the plain of the Marcal River in the north-west-
ern foreground of the Bakony Mountains, promi-
nent hilltops in the landscape seem to occupy a cen-
tral position in the EIA settlement network (Patek
1993, 63).

Two such prominent hilltop settlements are
known in said region: besides Somlé Hill, Sag Hill
(Sag-hegy) seems also to have been an important
centre (Lazar 1951; Lazar 1955; Nebelsick 1994,
329-336). Similar to the Somlo, Sag Hill is also
surrounded by tumulus burials, but unlike the for-
mer, there is a large body of archaeological material
available from the settlement, which led scholars to
believe that this must have operated an important
metal workshop during EIA (Fekete 1985, 87; Jerem
1986, 108).

However, since data about the EIA habitation of
the top of Somlo Hill is scarce at best, interpretations
suggesting the importance of it in the EIA settlement
network are largely based on evidence originating
from the burials on the hill and in the surround-
ing landscape. The tumuli excavated near Doba
and Somloévasarhely and the custom of placing iron
swords in the graves strongly suggest the presence
of an elite who possibly had strong links to the EIA
communities north of the Alps (Metzner-Nebelsick
2017, 361; Terzan 2021, 425). In this sense, the elite
associated with Somlo Hill shows dissimilarities with
the prominent group whose members were buried
in the mounds around Sag Hill, as there are neither
iron swords nor bronze vessels and wagon parts in

the burial mounds in the area of the latter. Hence,
while Sag Hill definitely seems an adequate candidate
for an EIA production centre in the Marcal Region,
seeing the currently available body of evidence, this
cannot be attested in the case of Soml¢ Hill, which,
nevertheless, seems to be also a power centre in the
western part of the Carpathian Basin (Egg 1996, 352;
Metzner-Nebelsick 2017, 361; Ilon 2018, 14).

On the surface, the Somld seems to be a stand-
ard example of an EIA hilltop settlement with burial
mounds of high-status individuals nearby, akin to
Sag Hill, Siitt6, Nagyberki-Szalacska, Kaptol, and
Postela. However, the lack of intensive fieldwork
on Somlé Hill and the virtual non-existence of data
about the EIA settlement on the Hilltop make it a
perfect candidate for investigation.

EIA on Somlé Hill in light of new research

In January 2023, the National Institute of Archaeol-
ogy launched a new research project (Late Bronze
Age and Early Iron Age in the Somlé Region, NRI
405350) in order to better understand how LBA and
EIA communities used and interacted with the land-
scape of the Soml6 Hill and its surroundings, and
how they coped with the challenges it set against
them. Another aim of the project has been to col-
lect and evaluate data about how these communities
were integrated into the local, regional, and inter-
regional social, cultural and trade networks. How-
ever, the initial step had to be the clarification of the
archaeological topography of the upper zone of the
hill where the surveys of the early 1970s localised
the LBA/EIA settlement. To this end, with the help
of volunteer metal detectorists, we conducted field
surveys on the hill plateaus. Since late January, we
have spent sixteen days on field. The number of par-
ticipating volunteers varied between three and forty.
Due to the dense undergrowth in the woods cover-
ing the hill, fieldwork concentrated on the fields on
the south-eastern and the western plateaus.

As for the EIA, our main question of research
was whether there is, indeed, a settlement on the
hill which is contemporaneous with the burials
in the tumuli north and south of it. Also, what are
the dimensions of such a settlement, both in geo-
graphical and chronological terms? The Somlé Hill
seems to display traces of several artificial terraces
and other artificial formations; however, due to the
medieval fortification on the northern part and the
intensive viticulture in the 18th-20th centuries, it is
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Fig. 3. Map of EIA metal finds found in 2023 on Soml¢ Hill
3. kép. A Somlo-hegyen 2023-ban taldlt kora vaskori fém szérvanyok térképe

difficult today to form hypotheses about its prehis-
toric modifications. In addition, the question arises
whether the LBA and EIA settlements are continu-
ous, as Erzsébet Patek had already suggested (Patek
1968). Furthermore, the tumuli near Doba and Som-
l6vasarhely, as well as the burial ground near the Séd
Spring, yielded artefacts which strongly suggest the
presence of a prominent elite group. We might ask
whether the presence of such a group is also indi-
cated by finds originating from the top of the hill. Fi-
nally, we wanted to look into what kind of functions
of the settlement are reflected in the archaeological
material in the upper zones of the hill and whether
anything would corroborate the central role of the
hill in the EIA settlement network.

Between late January and late September 2023,
we found seventy EIA items (Fig. 3). Most of these
came to light on the largest basalt plateau of the hill,
an area of approximately 9 hectares in the south-
eastern part. Importantly, this is the area where the
great majority of the LBA finds occurred (see Tar-
bay et al. 2023). Apparently, the finds concentrated
close to the edge of the plateau; prehistoric items
only seldom occur on the higher part of the plateau,
although this pattern could be connected to tapho-
nomic processes.

As discussed earlier, elements of horse harnesses
represent a dominant group among the stray finds re-
covered from Somlé Hill. Based on the evidence the
horse bridles and trappings provide, Tibor Kemenczei
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suggested that Somlé Hill could have been an impor-
tant innovation centre at the advent of EIA in the
western part of the Carpathian Basin (Kemenczei
1995, 89-90). Thus, it is hardly surprising that such
findings occur among those recovered in 2023. An
ornate bronze button (Fig. 4. 1) came to light from
the south-eastern part of the large basalt plateau. The
item can be assigned to the IId variant of the C type
of buttons in Carola Metzner-Nebelsick’s typological
framework (Metzner-Nebelsick 2002, Abb. 139), and
hence, it probably dates to the Ha C period.

Bronze phalerae could have also been part of
horse trappings. During our fieldwork, we found
two spherical bronze phalerae (only one depicted)
with double loops on their backside (Fig. 4. 2). Ac-
cording to Metzner-Nebelsick, these phalerae tend
to occur in Scythian Period contexts rather than the
earlier stages of EIA (Metzner-Nebelsick 2002, 350).
Analogies to the specimens found on Somlé Hill ap-
pear among grave goods in the horse burials of the
Szentes-Vekerzug cemetery (Parducz 1952, Taf. 45.
1-3; Taf. 45. 5-7; Taf. 54. 1-3; Taf. 56. 3; Taf. 57. 2-3;
Taf. 63. 1-2; Parducz 1954, Taf. 2. 9-12; Parducz
1955, Taf. 6. 16-18). According to Emilian Teleaga,
these horse burials date to the second phase of the
cemetery (Teleaga 2017, 53), i.e. to the late Hallstatt
Period. However, Tibor Kemenczei suggested a wid-
er chronological frame for the use of bronze phaler-
ae with double loop, namely, the 7th-4th centuries
BC (Kemenczei 2009, 52). Similar phalerae did not
occur among the grave goods of the EIA burials on
and around the Soml¢6 Hill.

Interestingly, seeing the quantity of horse bridles
in the material recovered from Somlé Hill in the
late 19th and early 20th centuries, their lack among
the finds recovered from the hilltop during the last
months is certainly worth highlighting, although, at
this point, we cannot explain it.

One of the phalerae with double loops came to
light in the western part of the hilltop. This area be-
came very interesting for our current research be-
cause it yielded some other crucial EIA findings.
One of them is a bronze pin guard (Fig. 4. 3). The
discovery of this piece is important for a number of
reasons. Firstly, two similar pin guards are among
the finds bought by HNM from Jézsef Lichtnecker in
the 1900s (Fig. 4. 4-5; Gallus, Horvath 1939, P1. 52. 8,
19), but it is dubious whether they had been found in
a funerary or a settlement context. The specimen we
found suggests that such pin guards may very well
came from the settlement on the hilltop. Secondly,

another similar pin guard was part of the assemblage
discovered in Tumulus 1 near Somlévasarhely (Hor-
vath 1969, 4. kép 10). As Markus Egg highlighted,
these pin guards usually belonged to multi-headed
pins (Mehrkopfnafel) and, based on evidence from
the Hallstatt cemetery, tend to occur in graves dated
to the Ha C period (Egg 1996, 348-350). In addition,
as this burial shows, such pins and pin guards tend-
ed to be part of the distinguished male attire (Terzan
2021, 433).

Another remarkable find from the south-eastern
plateau is an embossed semi-circular bronze plate
(Fig. 4. 6). Dating this piece to EIA is relatively easy,
given its striking similarity with the embossed plates
from the so-called Kisravazd hoard (Fekete 1973, Taf.
46. 32-34, 47. 35-36). Based on the several brooches
in the hoard, Méria Fekete dated the assemblage to
the end of the 7th and early 6th century BC (Fekete
1973, 355). However, Marcella Nagy and her col-
leagues recently highlighted that the assemblage also
contained now-lost horse brooches; thus, the hoard
dates to the Ha D1 phase (Nagy et al. 2012, 44).

During fieldwork, we found several brooches.
Three of them are bow brooches (Fig. 4. 7-9) from
the south-eastern plateau, although different loca-
tions. They all have transversally notched bows, but
only two have engraved decorations on their catch-
plates. In addition, their sizes vary. The Balaton Mu-
seum in Keszthely holds a fourth specimen (Fekete
1985, 83). They can be assigned to types ‘g’ and ‘i’ in
the typological framework by Maria Fekete (Fekete
1985, 79), who dated these types to the Ha C2-D1
phases (Fekete 1985, 86); all in all, their use in the
Late Hallstatt Period (i.e. Ha D2-3) is beyond doubt
(Gal, Molnar 2004, 182).

There is another remarkable group among the
finds: our metal detector surveys discovered some
items of ‘eastern origin’ These items allude to the con-
tacts between the communities of the so-called Vek-
erzug Culture and that occupying Somlé Hill. The
occurrence of these items is significant, for among
the hitherto published finds from the hill, those as-
sociated with the Vekerzug Culture are absent.

Trilobate bronze arrowheads with an inner sock-
et are amongst the most recognisable finds associ-
ated with the Vekerzug Culture. While bronze ar-
rowheads are the most common type of weaponry of
the archaeological material of the eastern part of the
Carpathian Basin in the 7th—4th centuries BC, they
seldom appear in a settlement context (Kozubova
2019, 62). The bronze arrowhead (Fig. 5. 2) we found
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Fig. 4. 1-3, 6-9: EIA metal stray finds found in 2023 on Somlé Hill; 4-5: two pin guards from Somlé. Acquired by the
HNM in 1904
4. kép. 1-3, 6-9: 2023-ban el8kertilt kora vaskori fém szérvanyok a Somld-hegyrél; 4-5: a Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum
altal 1904-ben vasarolt két tivég
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Fig. 5. Late Hallstatt Period metal stray finds found in
2023 on Somlé Hill
5. kép. 2023-ban el6keriilt késé Hallstatt-kori leletek a
Somld-hegyrél

on the south-eastern plateau of Somlé Hill can be
assigned to Variant I1 in the typological system by
Anita Kozubova (Kozubova 2019, Abb. 1). Impor-
tantly, she highlighted that specimens of this type
were used for a relatively short period in the Ha D2
phase, which is an important chronological anchor
in our case (Kozubova 2019, 63). In the typological
system Anja Hellmuth created based on bronze ar-
rowheads found in EIA graves in the North Pontic
Region, our specimen may be assigned to Group
II-I, specimens of which are relatively rare in the
quiver sets of the North Pontic steppe and north of
the Caucasus (Hellmuth 2010, 98-99). Apparently,
the arrowheads of Group II-I were not used east of
the Carpathians after the mid-7th century BC (Hell-
muth 2010, Abb. 255).

Like trilobate bronze arrowheads, serpent-
shaped temple rings (Fig. 5. I, 3) are also a charac-
teristic part of the Vekerzug archaeological material
(Kozubova 2019, 106). We found two such temple
rings on the top of Soml¢ Hill, quite close to where
the bronze arrowhead had been discovered. Wheth-
er there is a connection among them regarding their
context requires further investigation. Recently,
Anita Kozubova presented a comprehensive over-
view of these temple rings, and according to her, the
two specimens found on the hill can be assigned to
different types. According to her typological frame-

work, the transversally notched temple rings belong
to Type II, while the undecorated ones belong to
Type I (Kozubova 2018, 14). Also, there is significant
dissimilarity between them in terms of material:
while one is covered with silver foil, the transversally
notched specimen is coated in electrum foil. Impor-
tantly, these serpent-shaped temple rings became
popular elements of attire in the eastern part of the
Carpathian Basin during the first half of the 6th cen-
tury BC (Kozubova 2018, 33). We may use that as a
terminus post quem for our specimens.

Importantly, according to the third volume of
the Archaeological Topography of Hungary (MRT),
the Balaton Museum in Keszthely holds a number
of bronze arrowheads and yellow glass paste beads
with blue ornaments (Bakay et al. 1970, 213). These
could also be related to the archaeological record of
the Vekerzug Culture but, unfortunately, we do not
have any further information about them or their
discovery. In addition, some say that the hatchet
found in a grave in the close vicinity of Séd Spring in
1880 represents a type of eastern origin (Kemenczei
2010, 108).

Discovery of the hoard

The fourth hoard of Soml6 Hill was found by Péter
Dékan, a volunteer metal detectorist participating in
HNM’s Community Archaeological Programme. He
discovered the assemblage on 2 July 2023 during a
metal detector survey of the hilltop, led by Tamas Pé-
tervary. At around 12:50, he began to look for metals
under a large stone block. He dug an amorphous hole
to reach the items. Two items — iron sickles - became
visible (Fig. 6). As he followed the protocol of the Pro-
gramme that prohibits removing objects when more
than one is visible, Péter Dékan left the finds com-
pletely undisturbed and notified Tamas Pétervary,
who took pictures of the unearthed finds. Since the
upper sickle was in noticeably worse condition than
the lower one and the other iron items collected on
the hill, he decided it should be removed for preser-
vation. The other sickle was left in situ. Importantly,
when checking the loose soil removed from above
the sickles, Péter Dékan discovered a bronze brooch.

The excavation of the hoard took place on 3 July
2023; it was carried out by archaeologists Janos Ga-
bor Tarbay, Tamas Pétervary, and Bence So6s with
the help of university student Zséfia Térok and vol-
unteer detectorists Péter Rozsas and Edina Rozsds-
Csokor.



Hallstatt period hoard from Somlé Hill 131

We began the excavation by removing the back-
fill from the 25-cm-deep pit dug by Péter Dékan the
previous day. Subsequently, we cleaned the remain-
ing sickle in the hole and took photos of the context.
Next, we opened a nearly rectangular (94 x 99 x 89
x 103 cm) sondage around the sickle (Fig. 6), the ex-
cavation of which revealed that the sickles had been
deposited in a settlement layer containing a large
number of potsherds, animal bones, and daub frag-

0 50 cm
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Fig 6. Photo of the in situ iron sickles (photo by Tamas
Pétervary) and the sondage opened around Hoard IV.
1: Sickle No. 2; 2: sickle No. 3; 3: fragment of LBA bronze
sickle; 4: potsherds; 5: stone blocks
6. kép. Fénykép az in situ sarlokrol (készitette Pétervary
Tamas) és a IV. dep¢ koriil nyitott szonda felszinrajza.
1: 2. sarlé; 2: 3. sarlo; 3: késé bronzkori sarlépenge
toredéke; 4: keramiatoredékek; 5: kdvek

ments. Due to the large amount and density of the
archaeological material, we decided that the opened
sondage was too small for exploring the exact con-
text of the hoard. We aimed to document the posi-
tion of the items and leave the surrounding soil as
intact as possible as we intended to carry out a larger
excavation of the context of the hoard in the next
phase of the research on Somlé Hill.

Importantly, with the help of a volunteer metal
detectorist on our team, we found a single fragment
of an LBA bronze sickle [inv. no. 2023.13.4] some 40
cm west of the iron sickles (Fig. 7. 4). There is no
indication that this item has any relation to the EIA
assemblage.

Catalogue of finds

1. Brooch (inv. no. 2023.13.1) (field ID: 1). The ob-
ject was cast in a two-piece casting mould with
two negatives based on a vertical mismatch de-
fect along the bow part. The ornament received
a heavy post-casting treatment that included
removing all flashes, seems, and cast surfaces,
probably by rasp, file, or grinding stone. The
traces of this process, in the form of striations,
are well visible on the object. The holes on the
back were probably made by drilling during the
post-casting treatment phase. The catchplate
was flat-hammered into sheet metal and bent.
The pin was hammered after casting. Length:
52.52 mm. Height: 18.32 mm. Weight: 2.0 g
(Fig. 7. 1).

2. Tanged sickle (inv. no. 2023.13.2) (field ID: 2).
Iron sickle with a small hook-like tang and a
large and wide blade. The object was made from
a single iron ingot by hammering, traces of
which are visible on every surface. This process
caused material displacement on the back. The
rough hammering that shaped the tang is also
clearly visible. Blade thickness: 2.22 mm. Maxi-
mum blade width: 60.29 mm. Weight: 190.0 g
(Fig. 7. 2).

3. Flangled sickle (inv. no. 2023.13.3) (field ID: 3).
Flanged, iron sickle with a small spur. It has a
large, curved blade. The object was hammered
from a single iron ingot, traces of which can be
observed on the back and at the spur in the form
of material displacement. The tip of the blade
was bent upon discovery, while a part broke
off during transportation and was restored lat-
er. Blade thickness: 2.64 mm. Maximum blade
width: 52.26 mm. Weight: 173.7 g (Fig. 7. 3).
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Fig. 7. 1-3: hoard IV of Somlé Hill; 4: fragment of an LBA bronze sickle
7. kép. 1-3: a Somld-hegyi IV. kincs targyai; 4: a késé bronzkori sarlépenge-toredék

Typo-chronological evaluation of the finds

Velem-type brooch

As for the chronological position of the assemblage,
the most important find is the Velem-type brooch.
These fibulae appeared at the end of the 6th centu-
ry BC in the western part of the Carpathian Basin
(Kovacevi¢ 2007, 98). Based on the finds from the
settlement and cemetery at Sopron-Krautacker and
further specimens, Erzsébet Jerem dated the type to
the Ha D2-3 phases (Jerem 1981, 206). Velem-type
brooches occur mostly in northwest Transdanubia
but also in Donja Dolina along the Sava River and
the settlement near Zbelava (e.g. Truhelka 1904, Taf.

71. 3; Kovacevi¢ 2007). Importantly, it is a common
notion that the Velem-Szent Vid hilltop settlement
is not just eponymous to the brooch type but also an
important EIA centre where the workshop that pro-
duced most specimens of this type could have oper-
ated (Kovacevi¢ 2007, 98). However, all sites where
Maria Fekete assumes EIA workshops producing
brooches, namely Celldomolk-Saghegy, Nagyberki-
Szalacska, and Keszthely-Apatdomb (Fekete 1985,
87), yielded similar specimens (Jerem 1996, 96). An
interesting pattern emerges regarding the context of
Velem-type brooches: most specimens were found
in settlements, and such items were rarely included
in grave assemblages (Jerem 1996, 95).
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Sickles

Iron tools of the Hallstatt Period in Transdanubia are
rare or have received hardly any attention. Conceiv-
ably, the reason behind this is the limited attention
paid to EIA settlements in the region in general. For
this reason, when addressing the iron sickles from
Somlé Hill, we must rely on Etela Studenikovd’s as-
sessment of such finds from the ‘northeastern Al-
pine regions’ and beyond, who determined five types
based on the shape of the sickles’ tang (Studenikova
2007, 52).

Sickle No. 2 in the Somlé hoard can be assigned
to Type II in Studenikovd’s typological framework.
Characteristic traits of the sickles of this type are the
orthogonally bent end of the tang and the slightly
curved, wide blade (Studenikova 2007, 56). Accord-
ing to her, most specimens of Type II recovered in
today’s Slovakia are before the mid-6th century BC
(Studenikové 2007, 56). However, as the example of
the Bohdalovice hoard (southern Bohemia) shows,
similar sickles also occur in La Tene Period assem-
blages (Michalek et al. 2014, 712).

The other sickle, No. 3, in the Somld hoard, can
be assigned to Studenikovas Type V. Attributes of
this type are an exceptionally wide blade, a ham-
mered back of the blade, and a spur above the tang
(Studenikova 2007, 60). Thomas Stollner suggested
that the spur often seen on EIA iron sickles indicates
a technological continuity with LBA bronze sickles
in Central Europe (St6llner 2002, 105). According to
Studenikova, specimens of this type occur through-
out the Circum-Alpine region, and their use extend-
ed to the Early La Tene Period (Studenikova 2007,
61). However, based mainly on specimens from the
Czech Republic, Ivan Cizmar and his colleagues ar-
gued that the use of such sickles is restricted to the
Ha D1a-D3 phases (Cizmaf et al. 2021, 34).

Discussion

With the advent of EIA, a number of important
transformations took place in the western part of the
Carpathian Basin. Among these, the cease of depos-
iting bronze hoards is one of the most conspicuous
(Metzner-Nebelsick 2017, 368). Although EIA metal
hoards are scarce there, EIA communities were not
unfamiliar with the custom of depositing metal item
assemblages in what is now western Hungary. Before
the discovery of the Ikervar hoard in 2010, EIA re-
search in Hungary knew of four metal depots from
Transdanubia (Fekete 1999). Most interpretations

of these hoards revolved around the idea that these
assemblages are somehow associated with EIA mor-
tuary rites (Kemenczei 1996, 471; Fekete 1999, 38).
In a sense, the notion that the composition of the
Kurd hoard resembles the metal vessel sets placed
into graves of prominent members of the communi-
ties in Northern Italy corroborates this idea to some
extent (Egg, Kramer 2013, 399-402).

However, the discovery of the Ikervar hoard in
2010 gave us a new angle since this assemblage was
found in settlement context. Although Marcella
Nagy and her colleagues discussed the possibility
of the hoard’s context having a mortuary character
(Nagy et al. 2012, 32-34), the fact that — contrary
to other EIA hoards in Transdanubia - the Ikervar
hoard was found within a contemporary settlement
should not be overlooked.

This is the starting point for our discussion of
Hoard IV from Soml6 Hill. Probably the most no-
ticeable difference between the already-known EIA
hoards from Transdanubia and the recently found
one is that the former mainly comprises bronze
items, whereas the latter consists of iron tools and
a relatively small brooch made of bronze. Another
dissimilarity arises from available evidence: contrary
to jewellery and bronze vessels, tools were usually
omitted from EIA metal depots. One notable excep-
tion is the whetstone and the so-called anvil of the
Ikervar hoard (Nagy et al. 2012, 41). The scope of the
search for analogous assemblages enlarged, we find
that including iron tools in deposits was not uncom-
mon in Central Europe in the EIA. So far, six hoards
have been found on the hilltop settlement Smolen-
ice-Molpir, five of which contained predominantly
iron tools (Cambal, Makarova 2020). Similarly, the
Verebce-bérc hilltop settlement near Dédestapol-
csany yielded several hoards containing iron tools
(V. Szabd et al. 2022, 295-296).

In both cases, iron sickles were often included
in deposited assemblages. While at Verebce-bére,
at least two assemblages with multiple iron sickles
were discovered (V. Szab¢ et al. 2022, Fig. 9. 1-2),
the Molpir hillfort yielded four deposits with at
least one iron sickle each (Cambal, Makarova 2020).
Among the latter assemblages, we find an example
closely similar to Hoard IV of Somlé Hill. Hoard 2
of the Molpir hillfort consists of six iron sickles and
a wheel-shaped pendant (Studenikovéa 2007, 48-50).
This hoard is important for us for several reasons.
Firstly, the assemblage included both Type II and
Type V sickles according to Studenikova’s typologi-
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Fig. 8. Traces of use on sickle No. 2 of Hoard IV
8. kép. A IV. depdlelet 2. sarldjan megfigyelheté hasznalati nyomok
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cal framework. Secondly - similar to Hoard IV of
Somld Hill -, besides iron sickles, Hoard 2 of the
Molpir hillfort contained a single item, a bronze
jewellery piece, which allegedly lay above the sickles
(Studenikova 2007, 50). Despite this notable similar-
ity, one must be cautious because we could not doc-
ument the exact relation between the Velem-type
brooch and the iron sickles in Hoard IV in detail,
and no archaeologist was present at the discovery of
Hoard 2 of the Molpir Hillfort.

Despite the similarities, some differences are pre-
sent, too. On the one hand, while in Hoard 2 of the
Molpir hillfort the single piece of jewellery is a pen-
dant, that in Hoard IV of Somlo Hill is a brooch. On
the other hand, while contextual evidence, namely
the destruction of the hillfort in the Ha D1 phase
seemingly rules out the possibility of dating Hoard
2 to the late Hallstatt Period (Miller 2012, 262;
Cambal, Makarova 2020, 222), based on the Velem-
type brooch, the deposition of Hoard IV of the Som-
16 Hill probably took place in the Ha D2-3 phases.

At this point, the question of the late Hallstatt
Period inhabitation of Somlé Hill’s top must be ad-
dressed. It is suggested that in the first half of the
6th century BC, along with the cessation of building
burial mounds, most hilltop settlements in most re-
gions of the eastern Hallstatt zone were abandoned
(Terzan 1998, 519; Egg 2013); however, Erzsébet Jer-
em hypothesised already in 1986 that at least some
of the hilltop settlements in the western part of the
Carpathian Basin could have survived the transition
between the Ha D1-D2 phases. She believed that
due to the importance of their metal workshops, the
life on Velem-Szentvid, the hilltop settlement near
Lengyel (officially known as Mucsi-Sancok), and
Sag Hill could have remained uninterrupted during
the 6th century BC (Jerem 1986, 108). In her paper,
Jerem did not mention the Somlé Hill explicitly.
However, according to Erzsébet Patek, evidence sug-
gested that Somlé Hill could have been abandoned
before the Ha D2-3 phases (Patek 1986, 167).

Based on the stray finds we collected and the
Velem-type brooch in Hoard IV, the inhabitation of
the hill in the Late Hallstatt Period seems feasible.
Fortunately, there is a growing number of investi-
gated settlements from the period; as a result, we can
compare the finds recovered from Soml6 Hill with
the evidence collected from those sites. As men-
tioned earlier, most Velem-type brooches came to
light from settlement contexts, which seems to ap-
ply to the specimen from Hoard IV. However, this is

not the only find that finds analogies in late Hallstatt
Period settlements.

As mentioned above, small bow brooches seem
to have already been in use in the Ha D1 phase, and
there is ample evidence of their presence in later
contexts. For instance, analogies to the bow brooch
with a diamond-shaped cross-section form Somld
Hill appear among the finds of Sopron-Krautack-
er (Jerem et al. 1984, Fig. 11. 168/4, 15.2), Gy6r-
Meénfbcsanak, Széles-foldek (Durkovi¢ 2017, Fig. 4.
15), and Sé-Doberd6 (Gal, Molnér 2004, Taf. 8. 2).

The find material recovered from these sites also
includes serpent-shaped temple rings. Besides a bow
brooch with a diamond-shaped cross-section, Pit
168 of the Sopron-Krautacker settlement also yield-
ed a serpent-shaped temple ring (Jerem et al. 1984,
Fig. 11. 168/1). The use of this settlement seems to
have started in the Ha D2-D3 phases (Schwellnus
2011, 369). Also, at Sé-Doberdd, one of the settle-
ment features yielded a serpent-shaped temple ring
(Gal, Molnar 2004, Taf. 14. 1). The record of the Ha
D2 settlement at Alsépahok also includes a similar
temple ring (Horvath 2015, 19). Seeing these exam-
ples, it is tempting to attribute chronological signifi-
cance to the two temple rings from Somlé Hill, but
one must refrain from doing so. It is important to
note, however, that these jewellery pieces are fre-
quent finds on late Hallstatt settlements in Trans-
danubia (Ilon 2017).

Bronze trilobate arrowheads are of significance
when it comes to Hallstatt Period hilltop settlements
in the Carpathian Basin. These were instrumental in
identifying the sieges that led to the destruction of
the Molpir hillfort near Smolenice (Hellmuth 2006)
and the Verebce-bérc hillfort near Dédestapolcsany
(V. Szabo et al. 2014). Since such arrowheads ap-
peared among the finds unearthed by Jené Lazar on
Sag Hill’s hilltop settlement, some raised the possi-
bility that it also had to endure a siege (Chochorows-
ki 1985, 230; Terzan 1998, 524; Hellmuth 2006, 191).
Importantly, bronze arrowheads of eastern origin
are common among the finds of late Hallstatt set-
tlements in the northwestern part of the Carpathian
Basin: the excavation at Koroncé-Babota yielded
two pieces (Czigany, Molnar 2020, 9, Pl. 3-4), while
the settlement near Alsopahok three (Horvath 2015,
Fig. 5.21-23). There is a notable difference, however.
While most arrowheads from the besieged hilltop
settlements have outer socket, those found on Late
Hallstatt settlements are inner-socketed, which may
suggest that the arrowhead found on Somlé Hill was
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Fig. 9. 6: traces of use on sickle No. 2 of Hoard IV; 7-8: traces of hammering on sickle No. 2 of Hoard IV;
9-10: traces of use on sickle No. 3 of Hoard IV
9. kép. 6: a IV. depdlelet 2. sarldjan megfigyelheté hasznalati nyomok; 7-8: ugyanazon kalapélds nyomai;
9-10: hasznalati nyomok a 3. sarlén
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part of the settlement material. Also, while sieges
seem to have left behind vast amounts of bronze
arrowheads, the aforementioned so-called lowland
sites yielded only a few pieces. In this regard the case
of the settlement near Gydr-Ménfécsanak, Széles-
foldek, where metal detector surveys recovered 64
bronze trilobate arrowheads with inner socket, is
outstanding. Since none of them were excavated in
situ, their interpretation is subject to debate, but
their large number might raise the possibility of a
siege of the settlement (Ilon 2019, 255-256). One
has to keep in mind, however, that the archaeologi-
cal material of the settlement and the radiocarbon
dates available suggest uninterrupted inhabitation of
the site during EIA (Durkovi¢ 2017, 505).

The siege of the Molpir hillfort near Smolenice
bears significance when interpreting the EIA hoards
found within the settlement. Radoslav Cambal and
Erika Makarova suggested that metal tools and jewel-
lery were deposited because of the imminent danger
posed by the siege (Cambal, Makarova 2020, 222).
However, other scenarios cannot be ruled out either.
For instance, Sebastian Miiller discussed the ritual
character of the hoard found in House 2 (Hoard 1
according to Cambal and Makarova) of the Molpir
hillfort and argued that its composition is similar to
that of the warrior burials found near Somlo Hill(!),
like Doba 2 and Tumulus 1 near Somlévasarhely
(Miiller 2012, 254). It is worth noting that in a burial
context associated with the Lusatian Culture, iron
sickles appear among the grave goods of prominent
members of the community (Studenikova 2007, 64).
However, the military component is missing from
Hoard IV of Somlé Hill. Also, iron sickles do not ap-
pear in find assemblages of the burial mounds ex-
cavated around Somlé Hill or in the wider region,
although that may reflect only the absence of coeval
burials in the vicinity of the hill and the lack of data
about iron sickles in a similar context.

Despite the lack of iron sickles in coeval burials
near Somlo Hill, discussing the possibility of inter-
preting the sickles as symbols of power or higher
social status is certainly not irrelevant. Based on Stu-
denikovd’s suggestion, Benedikova and Sojak men-
tioned that, indeed, the iron sickles of the Letanovce
hoard could be seen as such symbols (Benedikova,
Sojak 2020, 25). In fact, there is much discussion
about how sickles could have had this semantic con-
tent in LBA. Again, this notion stems from the rare
occurrences of bronze sickles amongst the grave
goods of prominent burials equipped with weapons

and wagon parts. The sickle probably shows how
the individual of high status cared about sustaining
the community in terms of a successful agriculture
(Deicke 2011, 103; Jahn 2013, 248).

In the case of EIA, the role of tools in status rep-
resentation has been discussed in some detail (see
Terzan 1994); however, iron sickles usually did not
make it into elite graves. Whereas various tools of
woodworking (e.g. axes, adzes, and gouges) and
metalworking often appear in grave find assemblag-
es of males in the higher echelons of society, sickles
do not. Importantly, iron sickles are also exceedingly
rare in the cemeteries of the Vekerzug culture and do
not seem to have been associated with the elite (Ko-
zubova 2019, 134). In addition, amongst tools, axes
seem to bear ‘extraordinary religious significance’
and to have the capacity to convey information about
the status of their owner in Hallstatt communities
(Golec et al. 2023, 17). Indeed, in the scenes of situla
art, axes are often associated with the slaughtering of
sacrificial animals (Eibner 2014, 36).

By contrast, depictions of agricultural activities
are rare in situla art and are restricted to ploughing
(Eibner 2014, 36). And although these scenes seem
to be related to prominent male figures, their cer-
emonial character is sometimes emphasised (Arnold
1999, 81; Eibner 2014, 37; Terzan 2020, 198).

However, the sickles of Hoard IV of Somlo Hill
seem to be functional agricultural implements. As
for sickle No. 2, the cutting edge shows narrowing
that is usually caused when the object is used for a
long period, and the cutting edge is slowly eroded by
the damages caused by the contact with rough sur-
faces and the continuous maintenance process that
includes the hammering and sharpening of this area.
Fine hammering traces along the edge from both
sides also prove that this part was maintained (Fig. 9.
7-8). Besides narrowing, use-related edge damages
and notches are visible along the cutting edge (Fig. 8.
1-5, Fig. 9. 1, 9-10). These damages were present on
the unconservated finds, which excludes their mod-
ern origin. It also indicates that the object has not re-
ceived maintenance before deposition. In addition,
the cutting edge of sickle No. 3 has been carefully
hammered and sharpened on both sides (Fig. 10. 13).
One can observe intensive narrowing near the spur
of the item, which suggests a long use period. Also,
the cutting edges are uneven with use-wear traces
(dents) along them (Fig. 9. 9-10, Fig. 10. 11-12). It is
also worth noting that iron sickles are often found in
settlement contexts without any indication of being
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Fig. 10. 11-12: traces of use on sickle no. 3 of Hoard IV; 13: traces of hammering on sickle no. 3 of Hoard IV;
and traces of use on the Velem-type brooch No. 1
10. kép. 11-12: a Somld-hegyi IV. kincs 3. sarléjan megfigyelhet6 haszndlati nyomok; 13: kalapalas nyomai
ugyan azon; a velemi tipust fibuldn (1) azonosithat6 hasznalati nyomok
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associated with rites or ceremonial activities. For in-
stance, one specimen was found within House 30 of
the EIA settlement at Most na Soci (Svolj$ak, Dular
2016, 210). In addition, the settlement of the Vek-
erzug Culture near Salgétarjan also yielded an iron
sickle (Vaday 2003, Fig. 2. 11).

However, the association between the sickles and
the Velem-type brooch in the assemblage hardly in-
dicates the deposition of a functional set. Like the
iron sickles, the Velem-type brooch shows traces
of use, too (Fig. 10. 14-15). One might argue that
as Velem-type brooches can be associated with fe-
male attire (Jerem 1996, 94), the fibula might rep-
resent a ‘female component’ in the hoard. Interest-
ingly, the ploughing scenes in situla art often appear
with scenes of intercourse, probably both symbolis-
ing fertility (Eibner 2014, 37). Could this mean that
Hoard IV, consisting of agricultural implements and
an element of female attire, represents an offering
associated with fertility rituals? Is it somehow as-
sociated with an abandoned house like Hoard 2 on
the Molpir hillfort (Miiller 2012, 252-254)? To an-
swer such questions and provide a more thorough
interpretation of the assemblage, the next, inescap-
able step is a detailed exploration of the immediate
context of Hoard IV and its integration into the EIA
settlement on Somlé Hill.

Conclusion

This paper presents the very first results of an on-
going research programme aimed at exploring the
use and inhabitation of Somlé Hill in EIA. Only a
few conclusions can be drawn at this early stage of
field research. One of the most significant results is
clarifying the extensive spatial overlap between the
LBA and EIA settlements on the south-eastern ba-
salt plateau of Somlé Hill. Some scholars proposed
that these two settlements were continuous, but the
evidence has been scarce, if any. The archaeologi-
cal material we recovered with the help of volunteer
metal detectorists from the upper zones of the hill

confirms the presence of a Ha C community on the
south-eastern plateau. Although the funerary data
gleaned in the late 19th and early 20th centuries in
the vicinity of Somlé Hill strongly suggest the pres-
ence of a distinguished elite associated with the hill,
the material we collected in 2023 corroborates this
notion only to some extent. While the amount and
variability of the EIA metal finds collected on the
hilltop is considerable, overlaps between these and
the spectrum of grave goods in the burial mounds
nearby are exceedingly rare. In addition, the metal
finds strongly suggest that the EIA settlement was
uninterrupted until the end of the Hallstatt Period.
One of the finds supporting this notion is Hoard IV,
a deposited assemblage comprising two iron sick-
les and a Velem-type brooch. Based on the latter,
the assemblage was dated to the Ha D2-D3 phases.
In addition, the discovery of serpent-shaped tem-
ple rings coated with electrum and silver foil, re-
spectively, bow brooches, and trilobate bronze ar-
rowheads suggests the presence of a Late Hallstatt
settlement on the south-eastern plateau of Soml6
Hill. The metal record of this settlement is similar
to other Late Hallstatt settlements in the region (e.g.
Sopron-Krautacker, Sé-Doberdo, Koronco-Bébota,
and Alsopahok-Hévizdomb).
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EGY HALLSTATT-KORI DEPOLELET A SOMLO-HEGYROL

Osszefoglalds

2023 januarjaban a Magyar Nemzeti Mizeum Nem-
zeti Régészeti Intézete egy Uj kutatdsi programot in-
ditott, melynek célja, hogy felderitse a Somld-hegy
késé bronzkori és kora vaskori lel6helyeit, illetve
azt, hogy az emlitett korszakokban miként hasznal-
tak a hegyet és szlik kornyezetét az itt megtelepedd
kozosségek. A Somlo-hegy a 19. szazad vége ota a
Dunantul egyik legismertebb kora vaskori lel6hely-
komplexuma, amelyet gyakran a korszak egyik hatal-
mi kozpontjaként azonosit a kutatas. Ez a vélemény
elsdsorban azokra a felfedezésekre tdmaszkodik,
amelyek a Somld-hegy els6 régészeti kutatoi, Kleiszl
Karoly és Darnay Kédlman nevéhez kétédnek. Az 6
leletgytjtéseik és korai asatasaik elsGsorban a hegy
nyugati oldalaban és a hegy északi el6terében talal-
hat¢ kora vaskori temetkezésekkel és leletanyagukkal
ismertették meg a tudomanyos kozosséget (Darnay
et al. 1895). Ezekbdl egy a Somlo-hegyhez kot6do
kora vaskori elit kozosség képe rajzolodott ki, amit
a Somlovasarhely hatardban feltart halomsirok még
inkabb megerésitettek (Rhé 1929). A korai kutatasok
eredményeit 1970-ben a Magyarorszag Régészeti To-
pografidja 3. kotete Osszesitette, illetve egészitette ki
azzal, hogy a Somld-hegy tetején egy ,hatalmas ki-
terjedésti 6skori telepiilés helyezkedik el” (Bakay et al.
1970, 89). Az ezt kovetd fél évszazad sordan a Somlo-
hegy kés6 bronzkorara és kora vaskorara vonatkozo
kutatasok és adatgytijtések azonban elmaradtak, és az
ujabb publikdciok tovabbra is a 19. szdzad végi, 20.
szazad eleji felfedezésekre tamaszkodnak.

Az Gjonnan indult kutatasi program elsé fazisa-
nak célja, hogy onkéntesek bevonasaval zajlo fém-
keresd-muszeres lel6hely-felderitésekkel tisztazza a
hegytetén lokalizalt késé bronzkori és kora vaskori
telepiilés foldrajzi és kronologiai kiterjedését, illetve
az itt élt kozosségekhez kot6do tevékenységekre vo-
natkozé informacidszerzés is célként fogalmazodott
meg. Az kutatds elsé 9 honapjaban 6sszegytijtott le-
letanyag dont6 tobbsége a hegy délkeleti bazaltplato-
jarol szarmazik, ahol a kés6 bronzkori és kora vaskori
szorvanyok elterjedése nagymeértéki atfedést mutat.
Eddig 70 olyan lelet keriilt el8, melyek biztosan a kora
vaskorra keltezhetdk. Ezek koziil kiemelendéek a 16-
szerszamelemek. Ez a targycsoport a korai kutatasok
soran eldkertilt leletanyagban is kiemelt mennyiség-
ben jelent meg, és megkiilonboztetett figyelemben
részesiilt (Kemenczei 1995). Jellegzetes Ha C tipust

képvisel a kis méretli kereszt alaku bronzgomb
(4. kép 1), ugyanakkor az el6keriilt kétfiiles phalerak
(4. kép 2) kronoldgiai helyzetét a kora vaskoron be-
lil pontosabban meghatarozni problémas feladat. A
diszgombhoz hasonléan a Ha C id6szak emléke az
a diszes tvég (4. kép 3), amely a hegy nyugati ba-
zaltplatéjan kertiilt el, és aminek parhuzamai a korai
szorvanyok, illetve a somlévasarhelyi 1. halomsir le-
letei kozott is felismerheték. A poncoldsokkal diszi-
tett, attort, félkor alaku lemez (4. kép 6) jelentésége
abban érhet6 tetten, hogy parhuzamai a Dunantulon
csak a kisravazdi kincsleletben talalhatok meg. Ez
utoébbi targyak utalnak annak az elitnek a jelenlé-
tére a hegytetdn, amelyet eddig a kornyéken feltart
halomsirokbdl lehetett megismerni. Az Gjonnan eld-
keriilt szérvanyok kozott népes csoportot alkotnak
a fibulak, melyek kozott tobb ivfibulat is azonositani
lehet (4. kép 7-9). A fibulatipus hasznalatat a Ha C2
iddszaktol a késé Hallstatt iddszakokig (Ha D2-D3)
lehet kovetni.

Az eddig lezajlott terepi kutatasok egyik fontos fel-
fedezése, hogy az utobb emlitett korszakok leletanyaga
is azonosithaté a Somlo-hegyen. Karakteres targyti-
pust képvisel az elékeriilt haromszarnyu, bels6kopiis
bronz nyilhegy (5. kép 2), amely a Ha D2 id6északra
keltezhetd. Ugyancsak ,keleti” eredetii targytipusként
azonosithat6 a hegyen el6keriilt leletanyagban az a két
nemesfém bevonattal ellatott spiralkarika (5. kép 1, 3),
amelyek a Vekerzug-kultira egyik legjellegzetesebb
tipusahoz kothetdk a Kr. e. 6. szazad elejétdl. Ugyan
keltezésiik csak tag hatdrok kozott lehetséges, a Du-
nantulon elsdsorban a késé Hallstatt-kori telepiilések
(Sopron-Krautacker, Sé-Doberdd, Alsopahok-Héviz-
domb) leletanyagabdl ismertek.

A somldi 4. depdt 2023. julius 2-an talalta Dékan
Péter, a Magyar Nemzeti Muzeum Kozosségi Régé-
szeti Programjanak onkéntese a Pétervary Tamds
altal vezetett fémkeresé-miiszeres lel6hely-felderités
soran. Miutdn az elékeriilt két sarlordl in situ fotok
késziiltek (6. kép), az egyik sarldt (a katalogusban
2. tétel) (7. kép 2) vélelmezett rossz allapota miatt
kiemeltiik, a masikat eredeti helyzetében hagytuk.
A sarlok folil kitermelt fold atnézése soran keriilt el6
a velemi tipusu bronzfibula (a katalégusban 1. tétel)
(7. kép 1).

A 4. dep0 feltarasara masnap, julius 3-an keriilt sor.
A leletegyiittest minden bizonnyal telepiilésen beliil
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astak el, mert a targyak koril nyitott szondaban nagy
mennyiségli keramiatoredéket és szamos allatcsontot
talaltunk. A leletanyag nagy mennyisége és stirtisége
miatt arra jutottunk, hogy a targyak koriil nyitott kis
méret(i szonda nem teszi lehetévé a dep6 kontextusa-
nak pontos dokumentaldsat, a targyak pozicidjanak
dokumentaldsara és a kontextus minél kisebb mértéki
bolygatasara torekedtiink. A 4. dep6 kontextusat geo-
fizikai felmérések és nagyobb feliiletd dsatds keretein
beliil fogjuk tisztazni. A julius 3-i feltdras soran a két
vassarlon és a velemi tipusu fibulan kiviil csupan egy
kés6 bronzkori sarlopenge-toredéket talaltunk a két
vassarlotol megkozelit6leg 40 cm-re, ennek Osszefiig-
gése a 4. depdval ugyanakkor nem valdszint.

A két vassarlo koziil az egyik (a katalogusban 2.
tétel) (7. kép 2) Studenikova tipoldgiai rendszere
alapjan a II tipushoz, a katalégusban 3. szammal
jelolt sarlo (7. kép 3) a V tipushoz kothetd. Bar a
sarlok keltezése csak tag hatarok kozott lehetséges,
parhuzamaik alapjan elsésorban a Ha D id6szak jo-
het széba keltezésként. A velemi tipusu fibula azon-
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ban a Ha D2-D3 idgszakokat jel6li ki a 4. dep¢ kro-
noldgiai kereteként.

A 4. depét alkotd targyak mind hasznaltak. A
sarlokon csorbulasok és kalapalasok nyomai utal-
nak arra, hogy az eszkozoket primer funkcidjuknak
megfeleléen hasznalhattak, illetve karban is tartot-
tak 6ket. Hasonlé mddon, a velemi tipusu fibulan is
felismerhet6k azok a kopasnyomok, amelyek a vise-
leti elem hasznalatat bizonyitjak.

A somloi 4. dep6 az elsé vaseszkozoket is tartal-
maz6 Hallstatt-kori kincslelet a Dunantalon, aminek
legpontosabb parhuzamai elsdsorban a Karpat-me-
dence északi régioibdl ismertek, példaul Smolenice-
Molpir és a dédestapolcsanyi Verebce-bérc eréditett
telepiiléseirél. Azonban mig a smolenicei erédités
esetében a kincsleletek értelmezését jellemzéen 6sz-
szekotik a teleptilést elpusztité ostrommal, hasonld
eseményre utald nyomok a soml6i magaslati tele-
piilésr6l nem ismertek. A somléi 4. depd pontosabb
értelmezése a leletegyiittes tagabb kontextusanak
megismerése nélkiil nem lehetséges.
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