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Cemetery of the late Tumulus - early Urnfield period at
Balatonfizf6, Hungary

GABOR ILON

ilon.gabor56 @gmail.com

Abstract

On the outskirts of Balatonfiizfd, an excavation was carried out by Sylvia K. Palagyi between 1991-1994 as a
continuation of the excavation in 1966 that preceded the construction of the so-called Delta junction of roads no.
71-72. In 1992-1993, during the excavation of a Roman Age pottery workshop five graves of a late Tumulus —
early Urnfield period (Br D2—Ha A1) cemetery came to light. Each cremation grave (with the cremated remains
either scattered in the pit or put in an urn) was characterised by a certain burial rite. The richest grave (no. 6) was
that of an adult male, buried with his weapons, among them a uniquely decorated knife with a grip terminating
in a bird’s head. Graves no. 2 and no. 4 contained female burials with jewellery, while grave no. 1 belonged to a

child, and included jewellery as well as several ceramic vessels.

Introduction

Balatonftizf6 is situated at the northeastern corner of Lake Balaton in Veszprém County (Fig. 1.1).
On the outskirts of the town an excavation was carried out in 1966, preceding the construction
of the so-called Delta junction of roads no. 71-72. At that time part of a Roman Age pottery
workshop! came to light, which was further excavated by Sylvia K. Palagyi® between 1991-1994
(Fig. 1.3). In the area, heavily affected by recent disturbances, she managed to excavate among
others a few cremation graves which could be dated to the late Tumulus period. As the
documentation is quite contradictory at some points, only five graves could be distinguished
with certainty (Fig. 1.2). Preserving the original grave numbers, I have already published the
most outstanding grave (no. 6), the burial of an adult male containing a bronze knife with a
grip terminating in the head of a scooper, a sword and a winged axe.> Unfortunately the few
ceramic vessels mentioned in the documentation cannot be identified any more. Although not
yet inventorised, 70% of the find material has been restored. A possible explanation to that
may be that the find material of the graves, as well as other archaeological artefacts, were part
of an exhibition in Balatonftizf6 from 29th September to 10th December 2000. The exhibition,
organised by the colleagues of the Dezs6é Laczkdé Museum under the leadership of Sylvia K.
Palagyi, was meant to celebrate the Millennium, and also to honour the fact that Balatonfiizf6
received the official title of a town. The guide to the exhibition contains a short description of
the cemetery and its two most outstanding graves, written by Judit Regenye.*

1 KELEMEN 1980.

2 Here I would like to express my gratitude to Sylvia K. Palagyi for the opportunity of publishing the graves.
The documentation of her excavation is available in the Archaeological Archives of the Laczké Dezsé Museum,
Inv. no. 18.772-93.

3 Iron 2012.

4 DAaxET AL. 2000, 5.
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Géabor ILon

Grave no. 1 (Fig. 1.2; Fig. 2.1-3)

Part of the grave was excavated between 9-11th September 1992 close to the eastern profile
wall of section no. 78/91 as well as the stone wall of a Roman Age building (Fig. 1.2). The
photographic documentation shows the remains of a large ceramic vessel which may have
been arranged orderly at the time of the burial, but has been since disturbed by agricultural
activity (Fig. 2.2). On 15th September a bronze ring, found in the profile wall of the section, has
been recorded as belonging to the grave. On 28th September another bronze fragment came
to light from the eastern part of the section, documented as “from the filling of the grave”. On
the same day further fragments of the large ceramic vessel have been registered along with a
smaller, two-handled bowl turned upside down (Fig. 2.3). The vessels and their shards came
from a depth of 18-30 centimetres below the present day surface.

The excavation record mentions four vessels: “large, broad rimmed vessel, its rim broken and
incomplete”, “roundish urn” (both of these contained cremated remains)®, “two-handled bowl
turned upside down” and another “vessel turned upside down” (Fig. 3.1-4). These vessels can
be identified with great certainty.® However, most of the cremated remains are unfortunately
lost, only 1 gramm has been preserved up to this day. Based on these remains Gabor Téth’

identified a person aged 1 to 10 years.

Grave goods:

1-2. Urn. Shoulder decorated with a finger impressed rib. H: 550 mm; d (bottom): 180 mm;
d (mouth): 475 mm. Light brown, tempered with grit and and ground ceramics. I believe
it to belong to the burial based on its large size, the photos and the description in the field
documentation. It is because of its fragmentary state the leader of the excavation supposed it
to be two different vessels (Fig. 3.1).

3. Bowl, large, two-handled. d (mouth): 370 mm, thickness: 7-9 mm. Tempered with grit and
ground ceramics, grey and light brown in patches. Several other fragments also belonged to it,
but not to be reconstructed any more. It can be identified with certainty based on the photos
and the field documentation (Fig. 3.2).

4. Bowl, small, with one handle. H: 65-72 mm; d (bottom): 80 mm; d (mouth): 180 mm. Four
small knobs on the rim. Tempered with grit, brown with patches of light grey and dark grey. It
can be identified with certainty based on the photos and the field documentation (Fig. 3.3).

5. Fragment of a wire or rivet (documented on 15th September as a ringlet). Not restored.
Weight: 2.9 g; length: 23 mm.

6. Deformed fragment of a ring. Not restored. Weight: 0.34 g, d (wire): 2 mm.

According to the draft of the grave, one of the unidentifiable bronze objects was about 20
centimetres east of the small bowl (Fig. 2.3; Fig. 3.3). The exact situation of the other bronze

5 In September 2010 only a very small amount of the incinerated remains was available at the museum.

6 Section no. 18.772-93. 19/a of the excavation documentation includes the inventory of the grave: 1. vessel, 2.
vessel, 3. vessel, 4. vessel. This information is useless on its own, it corresponds with the excavation record
and the draft, thus affirming the fact that there were four vessels altogether.

7 Iwould like to express him my gratitude for the evaluation of the incinerated human remains out of friendship
and free of charge.
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fragment is uncertain, and it is also disputable if these artefacts were put into the grave
together with the remnants of the burial pyre or were placed on top of those.

Grave no. 2 (Fig. 1.2; Fig. 2.4-6)

The grave was excavated on 11th of September 1992, in the northeastern quarter of the eastern
half of section no. 64, 37-53 centimetres below the present day surface. No grave pit could be
documented even after the cleaning of the surface following the removal of the grave goods.
According to the evaluable field photos and the 1:1 scale draft, the bronze rings and anklets
lied in situ in a pile. The field documentation and the inventory of the grave® included one
more comment, stating that artefacts no. 31-32 (two rings) were intertwined. There were
a few ceramic fragments strewn around the bronze artefacts, among which no. 17 can be
seen on the detail draft as well, these shards belonged to a cup with a handle triangular in
cross-section. The grave draft indicates a patch of cremated remains under the pile of bronze
objects. Probably these were very small and unsuitable to collect, other pieces could have been
conserved, but went missing later. Based on the approximately 1 gramm of calcinated bones
left, the anthropologist identified a person belonging to the Infans I to adult age group. The size
of the bronze ring found in the grave rather suggests an adult person, but we cannot exclude
the possibility that this artefact did not belong to the deceased but to a relative.

Grave goods:

1. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 6 g; d: 41 mm (Fig. 4.7).

2, 6. Fragments of a pin with decorated head. Weight: 10 + 1.62 g; length: 127 + 27 mm (Fig. 4.2).
3. Fragment of a ring. Not restored. Weight: 4.58 g; d (wire): 6 mm.

4. Ring, with open loop. Deformed. Weight: 9 g; d: 44 mm (Fig. 4.11).

5. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 7 g; d: 27 mm (Fig. 5.1).

7. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 8 g; d: 32 mm (Fig. 4.15).

8. Fragment of a spiral bead. Weight: 2 g; length: 34 mm (Fig. 5.8).

9. Ring, with open loop.” Weight: 7 g; d: 33 mm (Fig. 4.16).

10. Fragments of a sheet pendant. Conical. Not restored. Weight: 1.48 g (Fig. 5.4).

11. Sheet pendant. Lost.

12. Plain finger ring. Weight: 2 g; d: 20 mm (Fig. 4.1).

13. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 9 g; d: 33 mm (Fig. 4.8).

14. Ring, two fragments. Weight: 6.16 g and 1.92 g; d (wire): 5 mm.

15. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 6.5 g; d: 34 mm (Fig. 4.14).

16. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 8 g; d: 32 mm (Fig. 4.13).

17. Handle of a cup or beaker with triangular cross-section. Grey. Width: 22 mm.

17b. Two neck fragments of a beaker (?). Reddish brown. Thickness of the wall: 3 mm.
17c. Two side fragments of a beaker (?). Grey. Thickness of the wall: 4-5 mm

8 Included in section no. 18.772-93. 8/a of the excavation documentation.
9 In the original grave inventory listed improperly as grave good no. 11.
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17d. Neck fragments of a globular beaker (?). Black. Thickness of the wall: 4-5 mm

17e. Side fragment of a vessel. Black, tempered with grit. Thickness of the wall: 4-5 mm

18. Sheet pendant. Lost.

19. Fragment of a spiral bead. Lost.

20. Fragment of a spiral bead. Lost.

21/1. Fragment of an armring with decoration. Restored. Weight: 32 g; d: 65 mm (Fig. 4.3).
21/2. Fragment of a wire. Weight: 2 g; d (wire): 3 mm (Fig. 5.6).

22. Fragment of a spiral bead. Weight: 0.82 g; length: 21 mm (Fig. 5.7).

23. Fragment of an armring with decoration. Restored. Weight: 22 g; d: 6 mm (Fig. 4.5).

24/1. Ring, with open loop. Restored. Weight: 8 g; d: 39 mm (Fig. 5.2).

24/2. Fragment of a wire, deformed. Restored. Weight: 2 g; d (wire): 3 mm (Fig. 5.5).

25. Fragment of a spiral bead. Weight: 4 g; length: 54 mm (Fig. 5.9).

26. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 8 g; d: 4 mm (Fig. 4.6).

27. Fragments of a conical sheet pendant. Not restored. Weight: 2.62 g.

28. Ring, with open loop. the two ends bent upon eachother. Deformed. Weight: 4 g; d: 24 mm
(Fig. 5.3).

29. Fragment of an armring with decoration. Restored. Weight: 9 g; d (wire): 6 mm (Fig. 4.4).
30. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 15 g; d: 55 mm (Fig. 4.12).

31. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 11 g; d: 55 mm (Fig. 4.9).

32. Ring, with open loop. Weight: 13 g; d: 55 mm (Fig. 4.10).

33. Sheet pendant. Lost.

Other artefacts, that came to light during the excavation of the grave, but did not get an
individual inventory number:

34. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 0.26 g; length: 6 mm

35. Fragments of wire. Not restored. Total weight: 1.22 g; length: 12 mm and 21 mm

36. Fragment and molten remains of a ring, stuck together. Not restored. Weight: 1.88 g

37. Fragments of a sheet pendant, stuck together. Not restored. Weight: 0.4 g

Based on the parallels, these pieces of jewellery and attire were presumably part of a female
costume.

Grave no. 3 (Fig. 3.4-5)

On 15th of September 1992 an almost undamaged ceramic vessel (E/1) belonging to this “grave”
was found in the southwestern corner of section no. 51/A. The excavation of this area continued
on 16-17th September. The “grave” was severely disturbed either in Roman times and recently,
or both, as during the further fieldwork following the recovery of vessel E/1 Roman ceramic
shards were found. One of the drafts documenting this area shows ceramic fragments E/2-5, of
which only fragments E/2-3 can be identified at present. However, on the draft that shows the
whole excavated surface, the grave was marked in section no. 50. According to the inventory
sheet accompanying ceramic fragment E/2, it was found on 5th of October in the middle of
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section no. 51 under a “pile of stones”. Although the October entries of the excavation record do
not mention the grave nor its grave goods any more, the documentation includes an inventory*°
that mentions a “Bronze Age grave no. 3” with the following grave goods:

1. Small cup, displaced during the field work, exact findspot uncertain.
2. Ceramic vessel with finger impressed decoration.

3. Ceramic vessel placed upside down.

4. Ceramic vessel placed with its mouth and handle facing the ground.

5. Roman Age vessel.

E/1. Cup with high swinging band handle. Height: 125 mm; d (mouth): 165 mm; d (bottom): 80
mm. Width of the handle: 31 mm. Tempered with grit and ground ceramics. Light brown and
grey in patches. Identifiable with certainty based on the inventory (Fig. 3.4).

E/2. Pot decorated with finger impressed ribs. Restored, completed. Height: 320 mm; d (mouth):
210 mm; d (bottom): 150 mm. Reddish. Identifiable with certainty based on the inventory
(Fig. 3.5). There are several fragments of another vessel which are also listed as E/2 in the
field documentation. This was a short-necked storage vessel, it’s horizontally cut rim bending
slightly outward. There is finger impressed rib decoration on its shoulder. The outer surface
of the vessel is yellowish brown, while the inner surface is black, cracked and smudged with
white in a few patches. Tempered with roughly ground ceramics. D (mouth): approximately
390 mm; thickness of the wall: 11-12 mm.

E/3. Side and bottom fragments of a storage vessel. I found this artefact in its original field
packaging and labels, it was not even cleaned. Therefore it seems certain that it belonged to
this grave. The outer surface of the vessel is reddish brown, while the inner surface is black,
overburnt and cracked in some patches due to secondary exposure to high heat. Tempered
with roughly ground ceramics. On the inner surface the remnants of a white layer (perhaps
remains of food deposited to the side of the vessel due to exposure to high heat) can be seen in
patches. D (bottom): approximately 300 mm; thickness of the wall: 11-20 mm.

In my opinion, the storage vessel fragments E/2 and E/3 belonged to the same vessel.

The presence of these four vessels verifies the existence of a Bronze Age grave, probably
disturbed in the Roman Age. This disturbance is also reinforced by the presence of a Roman
Age vessel in context with the Bronze Age remains, as described in the field documentation.!!

Grave no. 4 (Fig. 1.2; Fig. 5.10-21; Fig. 6; Fig. 7.1-3)

The grave was excavated between 16-17th September in the northern half of section no. 64, at
47-73 centimetres below the present day surface. There were stones to the west, south and north of
vessel 1/E, which, according to the leader of the excavation, may hint to a pile of stones above the
grave.'? Approximately 40 centimetres northeast of vessel 1/E, the remains of a bowl (2/E) turned
upside down were found beneath a stone. The excavation draft shows more ceramic fragments
(3/E) north of this same stone. Between fragments 1/E and 2/E, underneath a large stone, there

10 See inventory list no. 18.772-93. 3/a

11 There are the fragments of more than one Roman Age vessels under the same inventory number.
12 In the same directions from the grave remains of the walls of a Roman Age building were unearthed.
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were ‘bone fragments’ in an approximately 20 by 40 centimetres patch with bronze remains on top
and around it. These bronze artefacts were numbered in the course of the excavation of the grave
and they were indicated with numbers 1 to 12 on the drafts (Fig. 6). The cremated remains indicate
a 25-35-year-old woman, which is reinforced by the diameter of the fragmentary bronze armring.

Grave goods:

1/E. Middle sized bowl with one handle. Height: 96 mm; d (mouth): 290 mm; d (bottom): 60 mm.
Tempered with grit and and ground ceramics, light brown and grey in patches. Identifiable
with certainty based on the excavation draft (Fig. 7.1).

2/E. Middle sized bowl with one handle. Height: 95 mm; d (mouth): 285 mm; d (bottom): 40 mm.
Tempered with grit and and ground ceramics, light brown and grey in patches. Identifiable
with certainty based on the excavation draft (Fig. 7.2).

3/E. Beaker or jug with band handle. Height: 205 mm; d (mouth): 206 mm; d (bottom): 74 mm.
Tempered with grit and and ground ceramics, light brown. Identifiable with certainty based on
the excavation draft (Fig. 7.3).

. Fragments of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 1.3 g; length: 6 mm (Fig. 5.18).

. Fragment of an armring. Burnt. Not restored. Weight: 10.16 g; length: 32 mm (Fig. 5.13).
. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 0.84 g; length: 9 mm (Fig. 5.20).

. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 0.6 g; length: 4 mm.

. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 1.1 g; length: 13 mm (Fig. 5.21).

. Unknown artefact, lost.

. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 0.74 g; length: 10 mm (Fig. 5.14).

. Ring, with open loop, the two ends bent upon each other. Weight: 5 g; d: 24 mm (Fig. 5.10).
. Ring, with open loop."* Weight: 8 g; d: 32 mm (Fig. 5.11).

10. Ring.'* Weight: 5 g; d: 22 mm (Fig. 5.12).

11. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 1.62 g; length: 10 mm (Fig. 5.19).

O 0 NN N gk W N =

12. Two fragments of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 1.14 g and 6.18 g; length: 16 mm and
70 mm (Fig. 5.16—17).

Among the cremated bones fragments of a spiral bead in bad condition were found on 16th September.

13. Three fragments of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 0.46 g.
Other artefacts recovered from the filling of the grave on 16th September:
14. Fragment of a spiral bead. Not restored. Weight: 1.94 g; length: 16 mm (Fig. 5.15).

Based on the parallels these pieces of jewellery and attire were presumably part of a female costume.

Grave no. 5

The excavation record contains no data on grave no. 5. Only on an unfinished draft of section
no. 64 is there an indication to a certain ’prehistoric grave no. 5. On 12-13th June 1993 the

13 Its identification number is lost.
14 TIts identification number is lost.
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excavation record mentions polished red and black ceramic fragments datable to the early Iron
Age. This statement is confirmed by a fragment of this dating in the find material: a round
(d: 7 mm), diagonally ribbed, high swinging handle fragment with red and black polished
surface, which could have belonged to a small cup. In my belief this feature could have rather
been a Hallstatt period house or the remains of a disturbed grave. The possibility of dis-
turbation by agricultural activity was stated by Sylvia K. Palagyi in the excavation record as well.

Grave no 6 (Fig. 1.2; Fig. 7-9)

In this paper I only refer to this grave briefly as I have already partially published it."> The
grave was unearthed between 16-21th July 1993 in section no. 65 (Fig. 1.2). The top of the
grave pit was documented approximately 100-110 centimetres below the present day surface.
The vessel (grave good no. 7) that contained the cremated human remains and a bronze plate
(grave good no. 4) was found broken and lying on its side, disturbed by an earlier earth moving.
The remains of the burial pyre and the cremated bones were scattered on a larger surface. On
this level the first grave goods were found: an axe, a sword and a knife (Fig. 8.1-3) as well as
grave goods no. 8 and no. 9 which turned out to be the fragments of the same ceramic vessel,
a bowl with oblique channelling. Among these, close to the hilt of the sword animal bones
came to light, mostly unburnt.!” The point of the sword and the edge of the winged axe both
pointed to the North, while the point of the knife in the opposite direction, to the South. These
three artefacts were laid parallel to each other, the knife and sword possibly in their wooden or
leather sheaths.' Approximately 120 centimetres east of these two triangular bronze plates
(grave goods no. 5 and no. 6) were documented. Below the above mentioned artefacts, on
Monday, 19th of September, further bronze plate fragments, bronze rivets with rectangular
head, tubular bronze sheet beads as well as three arrowheads and further ceramic fragments
(grave goods no. 23, no. 52-53, no. 56-60) were found. On 20th September even more bronze
finds (arrowhead, rectangular rivet, fragments of tubular sheet beads, miniature rivets) came to
light from the filling of the grave pit, which unfortunately were not numbered. From below
the stern ashy layer, from the filling of the grave pit’ several more deformed, burnt bronze
fragments and objects (arrowheads, rectangular rivets, another miniature rivet, tubular bronze
plates) were collected, also without inventory number. The deepest point of the irregular grave
pit was approximately 125 centimetres below the present surface.

The burial can be reconstructed as follows:

The remains of the burial pyre (documented in the excavation records as a layer of grey, very
compact ashes) and the cremated human remains together with burnt pieces of bronze jewellery
and arrowheads were scattered across the grave pit. The situation of the grave goods did not
show any system. Among the remains of the pyre a ceramic vessel was placed containing
cremated human remains as well as a bronze plate. Perhaps the urn was covered with a bowl
turned upside down. Next to the urn, also on top of the remains of the pyre, the axe, sword
and knife were placed. On top of these as well as around them and in the bottom of the grave

15 Iron 2012.

16 This period included a weekend and heavy rainfall was also a setback for the excavation of a grave.
17 Iron 2012, Taf. 1. 3-4.

18 HARDING 2007, Fig. 15.
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pit bones of juvenile animals (pig: bottom right M3 tooth, left side ribs and pelvis fragment;
goat/sheep: diaphysis, vertebrae and ribs)'’ were strewn, unburnt.

During the excavation of the burial 60 grave goods were inventorised. Another 35 individual
items could be identified later among the smaller fragments and pieces collected without num-
bers. In summary, the grave included an axe, a sword, a knife, fragments of pendants, fragments
of bronze plates, rivets, eight socketed arrowheads and the burnt blade of an arrowhead, molten
bronze nuggets and a pin, several more wire fragments (Fig. 8-9) and at least seven or eight
ceramic vessels: urn, bowl, cup, beaker (Fig. 10).

Grave goods:

1. Winged axe (Lappenbeil). Wing situated in the middle. Bronze, complete but heavily burnt,
restored. H: 184 mm; width of the blade: 41 mm; weight: 233 g (Fig. 8.1).

2. Sword (Griffzungenschwert). With articulated rib, four rivets on the Heft and one more rivet
on the grip plaque widening in the middle. Bronze, complete but heavily burnt, restored. H:
494 mm; weight: 457 g (Fig. 8.3).

3. Knife (Griffzungenmesser). With curved spine. On both sides of the hilt a plate made of
stag-horn (?),° each fixed with two rivets. The hilt terminates in a backward looking head of a
waterfowl. Bronze and bone, complete but burnt, restored. Length: 232 mm; weight: 57 g (Fig. 8.2).

4. Bronze object. Two rivets projecting from a ring. Burnt, not restored. D (ring): 20 mm;
weight: 5.68 g (Fig. 9.1).

35, 37, 43, 65, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88. Arrowheads, socketed, bronze (Tiillenpfeilspitze mit Widerhaken).
Weight: 1.56 g, 0.84 g,7.6 g,4.22g,6g,5g,5¢,638g,1.46 g (Fig. 8.4-12).

61. Fragments of a bronze pin. Deformed, heavily burnt. Not restored. Length: 68 mm; weight:
5.48 g (Fig. 9.3).

95. Fragment of the multiple head of a bronze pin. Length: 10 mm; weight: 0.34 g (Fig. 9.30).
11, 16, 26, 33, 39, 40, 44, 46, 66, 67, 68, 89, 90, 91. Tubular bronze plates (Blechhiilsen) (Fig.
9.5-20).

18, 21, 54, 69, 70, 71, 92. Bronze rivets. The rectangular head is decorated (Fig. 9.23-27).

13. Bronze rivet. The spike and part of the head is missing. Burnt, not restored. Original
diameter approximately 20 mm; weight: 1.02 g (Fig. 9.21).

62-64, 72-82, 93. Miniature bronze rivet with dome-shaped head (Fig. 9.31).

7. Upper part of a ceramic vessel with conical neck (Kegelhalsgefdss). This vessel contained
part of the cremated human remains as well as grave good no. 4. Reddish brown, tempered
with grit and ground ceramics. Restored. D (mouth): 260 mm (Fig. 10.1).

8. Cup, with a band handle sprouting from below the rim and terminating at the shoulder as
well as a knob handle below the band handle. The shoulder is vertically channelled. Black,
polished surface, tempered with grit. Restored. Height: 98 mm; d (mouth): 172 mm; d (bottom):
60 mm (Fig. 10.4).

19 Ithank Beata Tugya (Nagykanizsa) for the identification of the animal remains.

20 Iwould like to thank Istvan Vo6rés (Hungarian National Museum, Budapest) for the identification. The reason
for the uncertainty is that the plates were very much worn by use and at the end of the restoration they were
strongly covered by preserving material. The removal of the plates was impossible.
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9. Cup, the shoulder is diagonally channelled, facetted. With high swinging handle. Grey,
tempered with grit. Restored. Height: 73 mm; d (mouth): 95 mm; d (bottom): 45 mm (Fig. 10.3).

9b. Beaker with a high swinging handle triangular in cross-section. Grey, tempered with grit.
Restored. Height: 45 mm; d (mouth): 69 mm; d (bottom): 45 mm (Fig. 10.2).

10. Bowl with four knob handles, with the rim angularly pointed above two of them. Grey,
polished surface, tempered with grit. Restored. Height: 323 mm; d (mouth): 384 mm; d (bottom):
104 mm (Fig. 10.6).

10b. Bowl, with profiled, vertically pierced handle. Grey, tempered with grit. Restored. Height:
70 mm; d (mouth): 222 mm; d (bottom): 63 mm (Fig. 10.5).

57. Cup, the shoulder is vertically channelled. Yellowish brown, tempered with grit. Restored.
D (mouth): 110 m (Fig. 10.7).

In Central Europe, the sword type found in the grave was characteristic from the late Tumulus
period to the early Urnfield period (Br C - Br D). It is worth mentioning that in the Carpathian
Basin no sword of this type has been known before from a funerary context. Burials of the
early and older Urnfield period (Br D — Ha A1) in Transdanubia, which contained swords,
are as follows: a burnt and fragmentary specimen from Bakonyjaké, mound no. IV grave no.
2,%! Bakonysztics, mound no. 8,% at least four fragmentary specimens from the cemetery of
Csabrendek,” and a burnt and fragmentary specimen from Csogle,* a burnt and fragmentary
specimen from Janoshaza.”

It can be generally stated that in the Bronze Age swords were not likely to be put into graves,
however, the popularity of the custom of giving this weapon as a grave good changes from
region to region.”® In cemeteries of the Urnfield period three to eight percent of the graves
contain swords,”” thus it only characterized a thin, distinguished, militant layer of society.?

A sword and a knife together in a funerary context are known from grave no. 1 in Memmersdorf
(early Urnfield period, Br D), grave no. 1 in Wollmesheim® and grave no. 2 in Ockstadt™
(both Ha A1), as well as grave no. 2 in Eschborn (middle Urnfield period, Ha A2).** This sparse
number hints to the fact that the combination of a sword and a knife, as seen among the grave
goods of the Balatonf(izf6 grave, was quite uncommon in the period. Regarding the form and
size, the closest parallel to the Baierdorf type knife with a curved spine has been published
from the burial mound of Isztimér in Fejér County.*® The fact that the end of the hilt is formed
as the head of a waterfowl makes this knife very unique. In one of my earlier papers dealing

21 JANKOVITS 1992, 319, 325, Abb. 62. 4.

22 JANKOVITS 1992, 6, Abb. 3.

23 PATEK 1968, Taf. 58—59.

24 PATEK 1968, Taf. 57. 14-15; KEMENCZEI 1988, Taf. 20. 206.
25 FEKETE 2004, 162, 4. kép.

26 HARDING 2007, Tab. 7-10, Fig. 20.

27 SPERBER 1999, 606—607.

28 HANSEN 1994, 125; JANKOVITS 2008, 89.
29 CLAUSING 2005, 68, 159, Taf. 16B.

30 CLAUSING 2005, 28—29, 159-160, Taf. 21.
31 CLAUSING 2005, 68, 159, Taf. 19A.

32 CLAUSING 2005, 24, 157, Taf. 10.

33 KuSTAR 2000, 21, Taf. 22.
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with the decorations to be seen on the Heft of swords®, I identified this type of bird as a
scooper (Recurvirostra avosetta L.). An almost completely identical example of the knife has
been published from Riegsee (Br D) by Harmut Matthéaus, with a very detailed drawing of the
weapon.* Matthius collected all known similar pieces from the late Mycenaean period (SH
IIIC) as well as the whole Urnfield period. He determined it to be a long-lasting traditional
decoration (up to Ha B1).

Although in a different form, birds’ heads are depicted on the hilt of a knife from Peterd and
another one from unknown “Hungarian provenance”. The antecedents of this motif can be
traced back to Mesopotamian, Egyptian and late Mycenaean drinking vessels made of rock
crystal and ivory, decorated with birds heads. Of course the motif is also known in the form of
appliques adorning bronze vessels from Tiryns to Peschiera, Miilhau and Skallerup.*® Although
the appearance of waterfowl in burials of the Urnfield period is quite rare, it spans the whole
era, for example in the double grave of Acholshausen,” in the wagon burial of Harz a. d. Alz,*®
Hader® and Koénigsbronn®’, as well as the grave of Mithlau,*! and in the late Urnfield period
cemetery at Szombathely-Zanat in Vas County.*” However it is important to note that bird
symbolism dates back to an earlier period in the Carpathian Basin*® than the pieces listed by
Matthaus. Of course this does not contradict the possibility that there was a complex system of
intensive relations between the Aegean and Middle Europe in the 13th century BC** as well as
in earlier and later centuries.*’

The eye of the scooper was probably accentuated by a blue glass inset. Blue glass does appear
in findspots datable to the same period as the Balatonftizf6 grave, both in narrower and wider
geographic range: glass beads are known from Bakonyjako, Janoshaza, Németbanya, Ugod,
while from Nagykanizsa a ceramic vessel with glass applique came to light.* It is possible that
the hilt of the Balatonf(izf6 knife was covered with ivory plaques. Good examples of what
this precious raw material was used for are known from the cargo of the Uluburun shipwreck,
containing an ornamental piece with waterfowl decoration as well as cosmetic utensils.*’ Ivory
combs came to light in a grave in Cyprus and in a settlement in Northern Italy.*

Archaeological finds related to Bronze Age archery are known from the Tumulus period (Phase
Br B2) on, for example from Egyek, Tapé or Tiszafiired.* Depictions of archers were preserved

34 Iron 2009, 2013.

35 MATTHAUS 1981, 278, Abb.1. 2.

36 MATTHAUS 1981, 280-282, 291.

37 SCHAUER 1995, Abb. 30.

38 CLAUSING 2005, Taf. 14. 10-11, 16.

39 CLAUSING 2005, Taf. 60. 5.

40 CLAUSING 2005, Taf. 62. 2—-6.

41 MATTHAUS 1981, 282, Abb. 8.2.

42 Tron 2011, Fig. 36. 5.

43 GUBA — SZEVERENYI 2007.

44 MATTHAUS 1981, 291-292; HASE 1995, 244.

45 FALKENSTEIN 2012-13, 522, Abb. 3; HANSEL 1976, 235; HANSEL 1981; HOCHSTETTER 1982, Abb. 9; ILoN 2016;
PauLrik 1990. Abb. 9; SANDARS 1978, 83; PABST 2013, 134-136, Abb. 9.

46 FEKETE 2004, 162, 8. kép; ILoN 1992, 85-86, 93; JANKOVITS 1992, 305, 28—29. and 44. abra 9; PAULIK 1966,
383-384, 395. and Abb. 26; VARGA 1992; HOrRVATH 2001, 39, 5. kép.

47 YALCIN — PurLak — StoTTA 2005, 605-606.

48 HASE 1995, Abb. 3/3-4, Abb. 5.

49 KovAcs 1996, 116; NOVOTNA 1999, 245, 247, Abb. 4/A.
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not only in the form of bronze statuettes from Sardinia, but on Italian stone stelae and northern
rock carvings.”® From the earlier Urnfield period (Br D — Ha A1) fifty graves are known which
contained arrowheads, implying the presence of this hunting and offensive weapon. Ten of

these graves yielded a sword as well. !

A recent study by Christof Clausing dealing with the
whole Urnfield period of a certain geographic area lists 130 graves with arrowheads as well as
20 graves with the combination of arrowheads and a sword.”* However there are no graves
listed in Clausing’s work which would contain exactly nine arrowheads (Fig. 8.4-12). At this
moment I only know of one burial which contained a higher number of arrowheads than the
Balatonftizf6 grave: grave no. 27 in Asschaffenburg with 12 arrowheads as well as a knife.” It

is noteworthy that arrowheads are quite rare in depots of the period.”*

Parallels to the axe found in the Balatonflizf6 grave are known among the hoards of the Kurd
horizon.”® In a narrower geographic relation tumulus no. 8 of Bakonysz{ics is worth mentioning,
excavated in 1875, which included an axe and a sword.”® An axe together with arrowheads,
daggers and a razor came to light from a burial in Hagenau, datable to the later Tumulus —
early Urnfield period (Br C2/D).”” Among the grave goods of burial no 2. of the Caka tumulus,
including the cremated remains of a person of high social standing, two axes, two spears, a
sword and other objects are worth mentioning.”® There are only four known graves including
an axe on its own: the burial from Hagenau already mentioned above, the early Urnfield period
grave no. 144 of Zuchering (Br D), the later Urnfield period grave of Kuhard (Ha A1) as well as
the late Urnfield period burial of Ensingen (Ha B3).*® Though axes are present on the depictions
of warriors,® they should not be automatically interpreted as offensive weapons.®!

It is questionable if miniature rivets belonged to a quiver or a helmet, or maybe to horse harness
(Fig. 8). Parallels of the Balatonf{izf6 rivets are known from grave no. 1 of Wollmesheim. In
this burial ten of the 74 rivets were preserved among splint.®* According to Clausing these did
not belong to a quiver.”® Several rivets did belong however to a quiver, remains of which were
found in the Urnfield period grave of Altendorf. The quiver made of organic material (either
wood or leather) was fixed on the bronze sheet underside by such rivets.** Remains of organic
material, interpreted as the remnants of a quiver were documented in the Urnfield period grave
no. 5 of Behringersdorf as well.®> Bronze rivets could have also belonged to helmets made of
organic material (leather and wood — Fiave-Carrera®), fine examples of which are known from

50 JOCKENHOVEL 2006, Abb. 5. 4; EKDAHL 2012, Abb. 10.
51 HANSEN 1994, 88.

52 CLAUSING 2005, 61, 157-160.

53 CLAUSING 2005, 175, Taf. 67B.

54 MozsoLrics 1985, 47.

55 MozsoLrics 1985, 30-31.

56 JANKOVITS 1992, 6, Abb. 3.

57 CLAUSING 2005, 18—-19, 158, Taf. 12.

58 TocCIik — PauLik 1960, 107, 109, Obr. 14.
59 CLAUSING 2005, 77.

60 HarbinG 2007, Fig. 17.

61 Mozsovrics 1985. 32.

62 CLAUSING 2005, 159-160, Taf. 21. 23-25.
63 CLAUSING 2005, 126.

64 CLAUSING 2005, 126, 175, Taf. 67A, 24.
65 SCHAUER 1995, 143, Abb. 22/3.

66 BORN — HANSEN 2001, Abb. 54.
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the Hallstatt period, from Budinjak, Libna, Molnik, Malence and Smarjeta.”’” A copy of such a
composite helmet, but made exclusively of bronze sheet, was found in Oder bei Stettin.®® This
artefact can be considered an antecedent of the true composite helmets. Another metal copy of a
composite helmet is known from Hungary. On this piece the small bronze rivets which had a real
function in the case of the composite version, already appear in the form of embossed decoration.*

Conical bronze sheet pendants comprised a popular element of attire, distributed over a wide geo-
graphic area in the Urnfield period between Southern Germany (Trimbs)” to Slovakia (Dedinka).”*

Conclusions

The rite of the Balatonf(izf6 graves are as follows:

1. The cremated human remains were put in a ceramic vessel (grave no. 1).

2.1 The cremated human remains were scattered across the bottom of the grave pit and the
grave goods were put on top of this layer (grave no. 2).

2.2 The cremated human remains were scattered across the bottom of the grave pit and the
grave goods were put on top of this layer, covered by ceramic vessels (or fragments of these)
and stones (grave no. 4); parallels to this rite can be mentioned from Vérs’* and Velem.”

3. Part of the cremated remains together with remnants of the burial pyre were strewn across
the bottom of the grave pit, another part of the cremated remains were put in a ceramic vessel
probably covered with a bowl; other artefacts were either atop or under the remnants of the
pyre; the grave included remains of food (meat) (grave no. 6).

Although we cannot exclude the possibility that once there were larger tumuli above the
Balatonf(izf6 graves, no evidence to that was documented during the excavation. Currently,
researchers agree that the change between the scattered and the urn rite occurred sometime
around the turn of Ha A1-2 with some divergence between geographical regions™, the urn
rite becoming prevalent in Ha A2. In the Balatonflizf6 cemetery, the urn rite was documented
in two cases (graves no. 1 and 6), although in grave no. 6 part of the cremated human remains
was scattered among the remains of the burial pyre. Thus the cemetery could have come to
existence at a time when the custom of putting the cremated remains into an urn was only
emerging but not commonly in use. Therefore the Balatonfiizf6 graves represent the formation
of a new material and symbolic act, a mixture of old and new rites.”

Known horizontal (that is, without tumuli) cemeteries and graves in Veszprém County are: a single
grave in Badacsonytordemic;’® a cemetery with an uncertain number of graves in Borsosgyor-

67 SKOBERNE 1999, Fig. 59-60, 63, 65-66, 70.
68 BORN — HANSEN 2001, Abb. 59.

69 BORN — HANSEN 2001, Taf. 13-14.

70 SCHAUER 1995, 139, Abb. 20/13.

71 FUurRMANEK 1996, Fig 8/12, 16, Fig 9/9.

72 HONTI 1996, 235-242.

73 MARTON 1998, 52-53.

74 LOCHNER 2013, 12, Tab 1.

75 GRAMSCH 2011, 60.

76 KuzsiNszky 1920, 125, Abb. 165.
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Téglagyar;”” a destroyed cemetery in Csabrendek;”® 34 graves in the Petricei major;”® single graves
in Dabronc-Marcalmente,* in Dabrony-Ganyés-patak,®! Goganfa-Vasutallomas® and Gyulakeszi-
Csobanc III;** an uncertain number of graves in Somlohegy- close to the spring-head of the
Séd® as well as in Tapolca-Avardomb;® four or five graves in Somlovéasarhely-Fekete-tag,®® six
graves in Szigliget-Arborétum;?’ single graves in Takéacsi-Edenkert,®® Talidndérogd-Szt. Andras
templom,* and Vid-Cikataljai dil6é.” Last but not least, the burials in Nagysoml6 and its close
vicinity (for example Somlosz616s°!) are worth mentioning, being perhaps the most important
findspots of the final stage of the Urnfield period. These burials finely demonstrate the blending
of the earlier, Urnfield traditions with the new, early Iron Age culture. Two cremation burials in
Veszprém-Korhéz utca hint to the presence of a cemetery as well, though the dating is uncertain.”

The most interesting burial of the Balatonf(izf6 cemetery is undoubtedly grave no. 6, belonging
to a man aged 25-35 years. In those tumuli excavated in the Bakony Hills, which belong
to the late Tumulus — early Urnfield period (Br C2 - Ha A1) according to the Hungarian
terminology, the cremated remains of warriors were buried along with fragmentary, burnt
and heavily deformed weapons. The explanation to this is that these artefacts were put to
the burial pyre together with the body of the deceased person. The grave of a member of the
warrior elite in Balatonfiizf6, situated on the periphery of the Bakony Hills, belongs to the
same time period” as the abovementioned burials. However, in contrast to those, it follows
the scattered cremation rite but has no tumulus, and contains undamaged weapons (although
in almost the same combination as the aforementioned graves). Therefore, a slight variance
is to be noticed within the Bakony group of the Urnfield culture regarding the burial rites
(tumuli with burnt weapons, horizontal burial with undamaged weapons). It is a question
if the uniqueness of the Balatonf(izf6 grave is due to the foreign origin of its owner, or it
belongs to a different community, or perhaps there was a change in the rite due to an unknown
reason. This question may be answered by future research. Was the man buried in the outskirts
of Balatonf(izf6, on the periphery of the Bakony Hills,”* a warrior, a hunter or a leader of
his people?”® Hints to his special status even within the elite of the period are his sword,
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representing and guarding his authority and familial territory,” his unique knife as well as the
outstanding number of arrowheads in his grave. The special significance of the high number
of arrowheads is reinforced by the fact that form cemeteries of the Podoli and Caka cultures
only three graves containing arrowheads are known.”’

An interesting addition to the question of hunting is that while at the later Urnfield period
settlements of Ormoz and close to Cortaillod am Neuberger See only 10 % of the animal remains
belonged to wild animals, at the contemporaneous settlements of Németbanya (Br C/D - Ha
A1)% situated north of the Bakony Hills as well as in Szombathely®® the presence of the remains

190 3nd the combination

of hunted animals is only about 1 %. The votive character of the grave,
of the animal remains implying a burial feast (pig and goat/sheep) is an important link as well
as a representation of the continuity in the burial rite towards the early Tumulus period (Br
B1) graves of Nagydém'*'situated close by and the late Urnfield period (Ha B1-3) burials of

Szombathely-Zanat.!%?

I found no satisfactory parallels to the bronze pin found in grave no. 2 neither in the contempo-
raneous find material of the surrounding region, nor in the most important studies'®® dealing
with the neighbouring territories. Some characteristics of the Balatonfiizf6 pin, for example the
vertical decoration of the globular head as well as the horizontal decoration of the area below the
head, resemble those of a sub-type of the Deinsdorf type pins with slender, non-swelling stem.

Close parallels to the armring fragments of grave no. 2 (Fig. 4.3-5) and grave no. 4 (Fig. 5.13)
were published from Bakonybél-Erd6laba and Bakonyjako tumulus no. IIT and no. VI as well as
from Ugod tumulus no. I, and farther away from Janoshaza (grave no. 1 of the excavation led by
Jend Lazar).'** The decoration of these examples is almost identical to that of the Balatonf(izf6
pieces. In his study presenting the graves excavated at Nadap,'”® Gabor Vaczi narrowed down
the dating of this widely spread type with D shaped cross-section to the Br D period. He quoted
several parallels with round cross-section as well. Similar decoration (horizontal and vertical
line bundles) can be seen on robust pins with D shaped cross-section datable to the earlier
phase of the late Tumulus period (Br C2-D1). The smaller, round cross-sectioned pieces with
open and pointed ends, which are similar to those found in grave no. 2 in Balatonf(izf6 are
certainly younger than these.'*

Based upon the inhumed, “irregular” burials of the Gava culture from Northern Hungary, the
open rings found in graves no. 2 and no. 4 (Fig. 4.6-16; Fig. 5.1-3, 10—11) could have served
as ornaments of the head or the hair, maybe earrings,'”’ or even neckrings, as seen on the
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clay figurine found in Ludas-Varji-dil6.'"”® Similar artefacts were discovered in the tumulus
no. 3 in Bakonyjaké and tumulus no. 1 of Ugod'” as well as in graves no. 2 and no. 13 in
Sarbogard-Tringer-tanya.'!

In the close vicinity, parallels to the spiral beads found in graves no. 2 and no. 4 in Balatonftizfé
(Fig. 5. 7-9, 14-21) are known from the hoard of Szentkiralyszabadja,'"! tumulus no. 1 and no.
2 in Bakonyjako,'"? graves no. 1, no. 5 and no. 9 in Sarbogard-Tringer-tanya.''® Farther away,
grave no. 2/1983 in Janoshéza is to be mentioned in this aspect.!'* This type of jewellery does

not contribute to precise dating as it was commonly used in the middle Bronze Age.

In geographical terms, the closest parallels to the conical pendants (Fig. 5.4; grave no. 4) are
known from the hoard of Szentkiralyszabadja,''> among the stray finds of Farkasgyepti-Poroserdé
3. and in the tumulus of Pénzesgy®ér,'® in graves no. 1 and no. 6 of Sarbogéard-Tringer-tanya.'’
Farther away, similar pieces came to light in Janoshaza: from grave no. 1 of the excavation led by

Jend Lazar as well as from grave no. 2/1983.1

Recently, as part of his study on the bronze hoard of Balatonudvari-Févenyes, Gabor Tarbay
published a complete list of conical pendants, describing their territorial spread as well.'** He
outlined a concentration of the type in Transdanubia and Northeastern Hungary. He dated the
earliest examples to Br D; the type reached the peak of its popularity in Ha A1 (reinforced by
the highest amount of pieces datable to this period), while several examples are still present in
the hoards of the Ha A2-B1 periods.

Based on the results of the anthropological examination as well as the size of a bronze ring,
grave no. 2 in Balatonflizf6, containing pieces of jewellery, belonged rather to an adult person
(presumably woman). Meanwhile grave no. 4 contained the cremated remains of a 25-35-year-old
woman. These two graves are situated quite close to each other, which may allude to cousinship
between the two individuals. It would be enticing to interpret one of these females as the wife of
the warrior buried in grave no. 6, but the topographical situation of the graves (Fig. 1.2) does not
strengthen this theory.

The graves of the Balatonfiizf6 cemetery can be dated to the younger phase of the late Tumulus
period (Br D2 - Ha A1)'? of the Bakony Hills region. It is highly probable that the five published
graves represent a part of a larger cemetery, and there are more burials in the area which are
left undiscovered or were destroyed by already during the existence of the Roman Age pottery
workshop or later, in recent times.
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Appendix

GABOR TOTH

University of West Hungary
Faculty of Natural Sciences
Institute of Biology
tgabor@ttk.nyme.hu

The examination of the cremated remains from the four graves concerned the physical char-
acteristics, the distinction between animal and human remains, anatomic systematization
and finally, determining the basic anthropological data. This work was done considering the
recommendations of B. Hermann,'*! J. Nemeskéri and L. Harsanyi,'?* and J. P. D. Wahl.'#*

Grave 1: middle sized fragment of a pelvis, weight: 1 g. Colour: chalk white and greyish, its
burning ranging from perfect to chalk-like. Temperature of cremation: 600-800 °C. Sex non
definable, age approximately 1-10 years.

Grave 2: middle sized fragment of tubular bones, weight: 1 g. Colour: chalk white and greyish,
it’s burning ranging from perfect to chalk-like. Temperature of cremation: 600-800 °C. Sex non
definable, age approximately Infans I to adult (based on the estimated dimensions).

Grave 4: middle sized fragments of a cranium and extremities, weight: 252 g. Colour: chalk
white, greyish and bluish, it’s burning ranging from perfect to chalk-like. Temperature of
cremation: 550-800 °C. Sex: probably female (based on the gracility of the remains), age
approximately 23-25 years (based on the sutures of the cranium).

Grave 6: middle sized fragments of a cranium, vertebrae and extremities, weight: 270 g. Colour:
chalk white, greyish, bluish and black. It’s burning ranging from perfect to chalk-like, in
the case of the fragments from filling of the grave pit, imperfect. Temperature of cremation:
300-800 °C. Sex: male (based on the estimated size of the caput femoris as well as on medium
robusticity). Age: 25-30 years (based on the inner structure of the caput femoris). On some of
fragments which came from beside grave good no. 41, the point of the knife as well as from
the filling of the grave around it, traces of greenish patina can be seen. The bone material from
between the knife and the sword, as well from the vicinity of grave good no. 7 included bone
remains of mammalia.

121 HERRMANN 1988.
122 NEMESKERI — HARSANYI 1968.
123 WAHL 1981.
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Fig. 1. 1. The site in relation to Lake Balaton. 2. Summary plan of the cemetery. 3. Detail of an excavation
square with the houses of Balatonftizf6 in the background (Photo: Sylvia K. Palagyi).

48



Cemetery of the late Tumulus - early Urnfield period at Balatonftizf6, Hungary

Fig. 2. 1-3. Grave 1. 4-5: Grave 2 during the excavation (Photo: Sylvia K. Palagyi). 6. Bronze finds in
Grave 2 during the excavation (Field documentation).
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Fig. 3. 1-3. Vessels from Grave 1. 4-5. Vessels from Grave 3 (Drawing: Magdolna Matyus).
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Fig. 4. 1-16. Bronze objects from Grave 2 (Drawing: Andras Radics).
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Fig. 5. 1-9. Bronze objects from Graves 2. 10-21. Bronze objects from Grave 4 (Drawing: Andras Radics).
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Fig. 6. 1-2. Excavation phases of Grave 4 (Field documentation).
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Fig. 7. 1-3. Vessels from Grave 4 (Drawing: Magdolna Matyus).




Cemetery of the late Tumulus - early Urnfield period at Balatonftizf6, Hungary

il
T
) g
- -

Fig. 8. 1-12. Bronze objects from Grave 6 (Drawing: Andras Radics).
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Fig. 9. 1-31. Bronze objects from Grave 6 (Drawing: Andras Radics).
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Fig. 10. 1-7. Vessels from Grave 6 (Drawing: Magdolna Matyus).
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