








Middle Iron Age Cemetery from Alséonyék, Hungary

that the brooches were commonly worn in pairs. In fact, this is attested by Grave no. 2 in the
case of the Alsonyék cemetery. Moreover, cemeteries of today’s Slovenia yielded several exam-
ples supporting this observation.’ There, fibulae of this type occur in the context of both male
and in female burials, however, as S. Tecco Hvala highlighted, while women seem to have worn
Type V brooches in combination with fibulae of other types, Certosa fibulae of Type V are more
likely to be found in pairs in graves of men.® In contrast, fibulae of Type V found in burials of the
Alsonyék cemetery only occur in combination with brooches of the same type. The assemblage
found in the Szarazd-Gerenyaspuszta grave, generally considered a female burial, also con-
tained two fibulae of the type under consideration, however, these were accompanied by two
animal-headed fibulae.” Similarly, the Type V brooches of Grave no. 2 of the Beremend site were
also found in combination with two Novi Pazar type silver fibulae. A more detailed evaluation
of the chronological significance of these fibulae is provided in a later section of this paper.

The area of the fibulae’s distribution stretches from Etruria to the Iron Gate (Fig. 24). Not
surprisingly, they appear most frequently in grave contexts of the Dolenjska group in to-
day’s Slovenia, where their emergence dates to the first phase of the Certosa horizon,® in
absolute terms the second half of the 6th century BC.’ Also, their production continued in
the subsequent Negova horizon. Their map of distribution clearly suggests that the commu-

Fig. 24. The distribution of Certosa fibulae of Type V.
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nities along the Sava River played an essential role in transmitting them to southern Trans-
danubia, eastern Slavonia and the Srem district. The waterway could very well have played
similarly significant role in transmitting other goods and ideas as well, hence the term ‘Sava
corridor’ in recent literature.'

Iron fibulae

Arguably, the fragmentary iron fibulae found among the grave goods of Grave no. 1 are all spec-
imens of the same type (Fig. 3.3-6), in spite of the fact that given the poor preservation of the
items the exact type itself is hardly determinable. Both pairs of fibulae lay on either side of the
upper part of the chest. As a result, these and the bronze fibulae might indicate that the people
who used this cemetery generally wore their fibulae on their upper chest. As a matter of fact,
this observation is also attested by the specimens found in graves of the Szentl6rinc cemetery,"
indeed these are the closest analogies of the ones found in Grave no. 1 of the Alsonyék cemetery.

The largest Late Hallstatt graveyard of the region between the Sava and Kapos rivers yielded
several examples of crossbow fibulae made of iron. Unfortunately, these are also of rath-
er poor preservation and cannot be assigned to specific types, but fortunately they appear
in combination with easily recognizable fibula variants that can be dated more accurately.”
Most of them occurs in graves with different variants of the Certosa 13 type according to
B. Terzan’s classification. In Grave no. 15 there was a Certosa 13h type brooch complementing
the assemblage of attire elements which also included two iron crossbow fibulae. In the latest
assessment of this variant M. Dizdar emphasised that specimens of this particular variant
are most likely the products of workshops in the region between the Kapos and Sava rivers.”
He dates these brooches to the last quarter of the 5" and to the first quarter of the 4th century,
which might serve as a solid starting-point in dating the iron fibulae in the southern part of
Transdanubia. However, considering that in Grave no. 29 of the Szentl6rinc cemetery such a
fibula was found in the same context with a Certosa 13c type brooch and taking into account
that in today’s Slovenia the appearance of iron crossbow fibulae is conventionally dated to
the beginning of the Negova horizon, earlier dates (second half of the 5th century BC) cannot
be ruled out.” Similarly, the so-called bird-headed fibulae (Vogelkopffibel) found for instance
in Grave no. 40 of the Szentlérinc cemetery indicates that such crossbow fibulae made of iron
were still in use during the first half of the 4th century BC."

Similar fibulae came to light during the excavations of the Vinkovci-Nama'® and Szeged-Kiskun-
dorozsma' cemeteries, however, they cannot be dated more accurately than the ones found
in Szentlérinc. It is worth noting however, that these sites share the lack of Certosa brooches
of Type V in their assemblages, which seems to indicate that these iron crossbow fibulae were
possibly in use later than the aforementioned Certosa type.
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Belts
Astragal belts

It is beyond doubt that one of the most characteristic types in the southern part of the Car-
pathian Basin in the latest phase of the Hallstatt Age are the so-called astragal belts.” The
excavation of the Alsonyék cemetery revealed three graves (Grave no. 2, no. 6, and no. 7) the
assemblages of which included segments of astragal belts. These are all situated in the eastern
part of the hitherto known extent of the cemetery among the graves which seem to form a
relatively dense group within the graveyard. It is noteworthy that complete sets of astragal
belts like the ones found in the graves discovered near Paks-Gyapa, Tolna-Mozs, Szarazd-Ger-
enyaspuszta, or Adasevci were not found. In fact, Grave no. 7 only contained one single bronze
segment of a belt (Fig. 7.B). Interestingly, not just further elements of the grave goods but the
human remains were also entirely missing. There is a number of possible scenarios behind this
phenomenon but this question shall be addressed later.

As for Graves no. 2 and no. 6, the irregular scattering of both the human remains and the
grave goods indicates that these burials might have been victims of severe disturbance or even
plundering. Given the fact that intact or presumably intact astragal belts, such as the ones
discovered near the above listed sites and several others, comprised over a hundred bronze
articles, it is reasonable to assume that a large number of segments of the originally complete
belt set might have been removed from the grave pit. The situation observed in Grave no.
2 firmly supports this scenario (Fig. 4). It is clearly visible on both the photographs and the
drawings made of the grave, that the majority of the remaining belt segments scatter around
the pelvis area and some of them might have actually been found in situ. As a result, one can
argue that the belt was either wrapped around or rolled up and placed onto the waist of the
deceased. Although, the reconstruction of Grave no. 1 of the Beremend cemetery suggests
otherwise,” considering the well-documented examples of Tolna-Mézs* and Pilatovic¢i*' it is
more than likely that astragal belts were normally placed near or around the deceased’s waist
for the funeral.

While the general view about the astragal belts is that they were parts of women’s attire,*
the current evidence supporting this idea is rather poor given the fact that anthropological
evaluation of the human remains associated with such belts is completely absent. The cur-
rently discussed cemetery alters this situation only modestly due to the highly fragmented
anthropological material recovered from the graves. Bearing this in mind, however, it is worth
pointing out that the anthropological analysis of the remaining bones of Grave no. 6 con-
cluded, although with certain doubt, that the deceased bore rather masculine than feminine
morphological traits (see Appendix).

From a typological point of view, all segments found in the graves of the Alsonyék cemetery
belong to the so-called Osijek variant of the Srem type according to the classification recently
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developed by V. Filipovi¢ and O. Mla-
denovic.” Actually, this is hardly sur-
prising given the fact that all Middle
Iron Age astragal belt segments from
Transdanubia belong to the same
type. The distribution map of the
specimens of the Osijek variant indi-
cates that the main production area
of these belt segments was locat-
ed in the Srem district (Fig. 25). The
name of this region reoccurs in the
typological classification of the Late
Iron Age belt clasps put forward by
S. Arsenijevic. In the author’s frame-
work the Srem type comprises the
characteristic three-loop clasps fre-
quently appearing with astragal
belts.* They have a very small var-
iability in form but their decoration
is relatively diverse. The specimen
found in Grave no. 2 bears twisted
decoration on the loops and similar
decoration appears along both longer
edges of the belt plate, but the inner
field of the plate itself is unorna-
mented. The claps found near Uzveca
bears similar twisted decoration on
the loops and along the edges, but
contrary to the Alsonyék specimen
its plate has incised point-circle mo-
tifs. A further noteworthy example is
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Fig. 25. The distribution of specimens of the astragal belts’
Osijek variant (after FiLipovi¢ — MLADENOVIC 2017, with
supplements)

the an astragal belt found in 1907 near Novi Sad which has twisted decoration on its loops

but not on the plate’s edges.”® However, considering the decoration of the specimen the clasp
found among the grave goods of Grave no. 1 of the Beremend cemetery resembles it the
most.” In fact they are nearly identical in terms of decoration.

Belt clasp with a central bar and bronze belt mounts

In the context of the cemetery under consideration, or better to say the hitherto excavated

part of the graveyard, Grave no. 15 seems to be out of-the ordinary for several reasons. One of

these reasons is the belt set (Fig. 21.4-7), elements of which were scattered around the waist

of the deceased (Fig. 20). As discussed above, as far as the region between the Kapos and Sava

23 FiLrrovi¢ — MLADENOVIC 2017, 160.

24  APCEHMIJEBU'R 1998, 17; APCEHUJEBU'R 2013, 59.

25 VasIC¢ 1989, SI. 2,2.
26 JEREM 1973, Abb. 5,8a.
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rivers is concerned, astragal belts can certainly be considered the most characteristic type of
belt sets in the Middle Iron Age. Although belt clasps with a central bar are not unprecedented
in the southern part of Transdanubia, they are definitely not among the most characteristic
nor the most frequently occurring types of attire elements in the Middle Iron Age of the re-
gion in question.

Belt hooks similar to the bronze specimen found in Grave no. 15 came to light from graves of
the Szentl6rinc cemetery.”” However, in contrary to the piece discussed here, they are all made
of iron, and hence, their current condition is considerably worse which makes it impossible to
reconstruct their original shape and decoration with sufficient certainty. Interestingly, set aside
these examples, specimens of this type of belt clasps are absent from the materials of the Middle
Iron Age sites in southern Transdanubia, eastern Slavonia and in today’s northern Serbia.

Closely similar artefacts appear in funerary contexts in the north-western Balkans, chiefly in
today’s Bosnia and Herzegovina and in the southern Alpine region, in today’s Slovenia. Al-
though, they are all characterised by a pronounced central bar running along the longitudinal
axis of the plate of the clasp, their shape, design, and construction shows great diversity.

In fact, as far as their shape and production technology are concerned, there are five main var-
iants of the type, and it is hardly surprising that they all appear in the Iron Age archaeological
material of today’s Slovenia. To begin with, the cemetery near Most na Soci yielded several
examples of a variant whose characteristic features are their relatively large length, their long
hook and the four rivets in the four corners of the plate of the clasp.” In addition, all exam-
ples are made of bronze and only one end of the central bar terminates in a hook. Based on
Grave no.740 of the Most na Soci cemetery, the emergence of this type in the area of today’s
Slovenia probably dates to the IIb phase of the Sv. Lucija group.” It is important to note that
S. Gabrovec already highlighted the fact that these belt claps mainly appear in male graves,
which also applies to other belt types with a central bar.

The distribution of specimens of this variant does not confine to the cemetery of Most na Soci.
Similar belt clasps came to light in northern Italy* and at sites east of the Soc¢a River (Fig. 26.A).
A specimen bearing all characteristic features of the variant was found among the finds of Tumu-
lus no. 6 in the cemetery excavated near Dobrava.” Unfortunately, its exact context is unknown,
consequently, it can only be dated in broad terms. According to V. Stare the erection of the tumu-
lus cannot precede the Ha D period.* The Mecklenburg Collection also holds a specimen which
was probably found in today’s Slovenia, but its exact provenance and dating are unknown.”

Recently, D. Bozi¢ and his colleagues defined another variant which they call Kovk type belts
and which seems closely related to the above discussed variant. Their characteristics are the
triangular ending of the belt plate, the numerous small hooks along the longer sides of the

27  Grave 6: JEREM 1968, Fig. 19,6/2; Grave 31: JEREM 1968, Fig. 24,31/3.

28 Gr. 587 (TERiAN et al. 1985, T. 50,587/6); Gr. 740 (TERZAN et al. 1985, T. 73,740/3); Gr. 1564 (TERiAN et al.
1985, T. 136,1564/2); Gr. 1656 (TERiAN et al. 1985, T. 156,1656/6); Gr. 890 (MARCHESETTI 1993, T. 26,3); Gr. 1202
(MARCHESETTI 1993, T. 26,4); Gr. 776 (MARCHESETTI 1993, T. 26,5); Gr. 1746 (MARCHESETTI 1993, T. 26,6).

29  GABROVEC 1987b, 132.

30 For instance, in Este (FREY 1969, T. 33,30).

31 STARE 1973b, T. 9,9.

32  STARE 1973b, 747.

33 DoBsIAaT 1982, T. 13,1.
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plate, and finally their outstandingly rich decoration. A specimen of this variant was found
among the grave goods of Grave VII/1 near Brezje, which can be dated to the late Certosa
period based on the grave goods, especially the animal-headed fibula and the torques.** At the
eponymous site, two burials came to light recently, one of which yielded an exceptional belt
set including a clasp resembling the specimen from Brezje as well as a Negova helmet, an iron
socketed axe, an iron knife and allegedly an iron spearhead.”® The resemblance between the
belt clasp from Brezje and Kovk led the authors of the publication of the Kovk finds to con-
clude that the latter also dates to the younger phase of the Certosa period, and the grave itself
in which it was found, based on the Negova type helmet of the Vace group, to the early phase
of the subsequent Negova period.* In addition, there is an example of this variant which was
found in the Ljubljanica River near Vhrnika.”

Grave IV/3 of the Novo mesto-Kandija cemetery is one of the most spectacular Early Iron Age
graves in today’s Slovenia. The double burial of a female and a male is a typical example of

T g — = ’ ‘ B ‘

Fig. 26. Distribution map of the belt clasps with a central bar. A — Type Most na So¢i (Orange), Type
Kovk (Yellow), B — Type Novo Mesto, C — Type Sanski most, D — Type Jezerine. 1 — Alsonyék, 2 — Brezje,
3 — Crvenica-Ritke Liske, 4 — Dolenjske Toplice, 5 — Donja dolina, 6 — Este, 7 — Jezerine, 8 — Korita,
9 — Kovk, 10 — Lonato, 12 — Magdalenska gora, 13 - Miro¢ Mountain, 14 — Most na Soci, 15 - Novo
mesto, 16 — Podzemelj, 17 — Sanski most, 18 — Semizovac, 19 — Szentlérinc, 20 — Vace, 21 — Vasarovine,
22 — Vinji vrh, 23 - Vinkov vrh, 24 — Vrhnika.

34 KROMER 1959, T. 21,4; BoZ1¢ et al. 2020, 514.
35 BoZi¢ et al. 2020, 500—503.

36 Bozic¢ et al. 2020, 514.

37 TURK 2009.
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the Negova phase in the Dolenjsko region.*® During the excavation of this grave an in situ belt
set including a clasp made of bronze with a central bar was recovered.” This, however, differs
significantly from the Most na Soci variant discussed above. Contrary to the specimens of that
variant, in this case the central bar was cast separately from and subsequently riveted to the
vertically slightly bent belt plate, also it ends in a hook on both ends. In addition, each of the
rivets fixing the central bar bears a ring. Furthermore, the length of the hook is considerably
smaller than those of the belts of the Most na Soci variant. The belt plate and the bar are richly
decorated with punched circles and incised lines. Based on the radiocarbon analysis conduct-
ed on a tooth of the horse also found in the grave dates the burial to the first half of the 4th
century BC.*

It is important to note that the grave goods depict the man interred in the grave as a warrior
of exceptionally high status.*’ This seems to be a recurring feature of the graves containing
belt clasps of the Novo mesto variant.” The armament in Grave IV/3 consists of a Negova type
helmet, a socketed axe, iron spearheads and the belt set.” Similarly, in the case of Grave 1/23
of the same cemetery the equipment of a warrior came to light comprising a double crested
helmet, a socketed axe, adzes, iron spearheads, arrowheads as well as a belt set including a belt
clasp with a central bar very similar to the one discussed above, but here even the rings bear
decoration.* In this case, however, it is only possible to date the assemblage in broader terms.
Namely, there is only one fibula fragment among the finds, possibly a Certosa type brooch,
but the variant it belongs to is not determinable.” In terms of chronology, the double crested
helmet is the most reliable evidence which dates the burial to the Certosa horizon.” In other
words, this grave most likely is somewhat older than Grave IV/3.

Unfortunately, no further examples from such reliable contexts are currently known. One
specimen was found in Tumulus no. 5 at the Preloge cemetery, reportedly together with two
iron spearheads and a bronze vessel, but the exact context of the items is undocumented.”
Similarly, the specimen found near Podzemelj has to be considered as a stray find.” Finally,
there are two hitherto unpublished specimens of the Novo mesto variant, one of them cur-
rently held in the Hungarian National Museum allegedly from Vace* and another from Kope
nad Kompoljami (Fig. 26.B).°

Let us now turn to the fourth variant (Fig. 26.C). At several sites of the Dolenjska group there
were belts showing the basic characteristics of the type but instead of bronze they were made
of iron. In addition, they lack decorative elements such as the rings the specimens of the Novo

38 GABROVEC 1987a, 70; KriZ et al. 2014, 486.

39 KNEZ 1986, T. 35,1a.

40 TERZAN — CRESNAR 2014, 721.

41 TERZAN 1997, 664; EGG 1999, 344.

42 The example of Grave no. 1 of the Vrtaca site near Kovk raises the possibility that the same might apply for
the Kovk type belt clasp.

43 KNEZ 1986, Tab. 34-35.

44  KNEZ 1986, 69—-70.

45 KNEZ 1986, Tab. 7,9.

46 EGG 1986, 38; KNEZ 1986, 57-58; TECCO HvALA 2012, 152—153.

47 Tecco HvaLa et al. 2004, 141.

48 DuLrar 1978, T. 16,8.

49  Unpublished. Inv. no. 86.14.158.

50 Bozic¢ et. al. 2020, 509.
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mesto variant bear, and in contrast to the ones from Most na Soci their central bar extends
beyond the edge of the belt plate on both sides. Also, it is very important to note that while the
distribution of the variants discussed above does not extend east of today’s Slovenia, however,
the distribution of the specimens of the third variant does. Unfortunately, in many cases these
iron belt clasps are in poor state of preservation due to corrosion.

However, I would like to start with the instances in the Dolenjska region. Set aside the lack of
decorative elements, due to its slender form the specimen found in Grave VII/8*' of the Dolen-
jske Toplice cemetery is to some extent similar to the specimens of the Novo mesto variant,
and this in general applies for most of the examples of this variant. Based on the Certosa 13c
type fibula and the fact that the interments in Tumulus VII stopped at the beginning of the
Negova horizon, B. Terzan dated the burial to the Certosa horizon.” The same cemetery yield-
ed another piece, but in considerably worse condition.” Unfortunately, since items allowing
a precise dating are missing from this context, the specimen’s age can only be determined in
broad terms. Based on the so-called Koppelringen probably belonging to the belt set, the au-
thor dates this grave to the Negova horizon.*

It is worth pointing out that these two graves both contained weapons, namely iron spear-
heads, which also indicate a strong link between belts clasps with a central bar and weapons.
This is also supported by the pieces found in the Kandija cemetery in Novo mesto. The assem-
blage found in Grave III/24 included a belt set comprising of a belt clasp, several belt mounts
made of iron and a fragmentary iron spearhead.” Similarly, among the finds unearthed in
Grave II/2 there was an iron spearhead accompanying a rather complex belt set.*® Given the
Certosa 12 type brooches among the finds in the latter grave, the assemblage can be dated to
the very end of the Late Hallstatt Age of the Dolenjska group, and hence this example indi-
cates the relatively broad time frame of this tradition.

Unfortunately, further specimens of the variant in today’s Slovenia mainly appear in uncer-
tain and unreliable contexts. The belt clasps found near Veliki Vinji vrh and a further piece
from Podzemelj are stray finds.”” The examples found in the Magdalenska gora® and Vinkov
vrh* cemeteries should also be regarded as stray finds because their exact context within the
tumuli is undocumented.

Examples of this variant corresponding by and large to Type 6 in S. Arsenijevi¢’ classification®
appear in western Bosnia and Herzegovina, in Central Dalmatia and in southern Transdanu-
bia during the 5th century BC. There are several examples among the finds of the Sanski most
cemetery. Not surprisingly, here they are also frequently associated with weapons.* The burial

51 TERZAN 1977a, T. 49,5.

52 TERZAN 1977a, 440.

53 TERZAN 1977a, T. 71,1.

54 TERZAN 1977a, 440.

55 KNEz 1986, 85-86.
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59  STARE 1965, T. 3,6.

60 APCEHWJEBUR 2013, 96.

61 APCEHMIEBUR 2013, 98.

62 TERZAN 1977b, 14.
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assemblage in Grave no. 4 included a relatively large iron spearhead, a battle knife, a whet-
stone and an iron belt clasp of the variant in question. It is worth mentioning that the central
bar of this specimen was decorated with horizontal lines.*® The composition of the grave goods
in Grave no. 12 showed a similar picture, but there were two belt clasps with noticeable differ-
ences.” One shows the typical traits of the variant under discussion, but the other is slightly
different in terms of shape and design. It has a slightly ovoid form and the rivets fixing the
central bar are clearly visible.” Unfortunately, these graves cannot be precisely dated within
the Late Hallstatt Age.

The examples from Donja dolina also support the aforementioned link between belt clasps
with a central bar and weapons. Grave no. 24 at Greda M. Petrovi¢ mladeg contained two
iron spearheads, a large battle knife, a casting mould and an iron belt clasp,” an assemblage
notably similar to the ones discussed above, unearthed at Sanski most. According to Z. Mari¢
the burial dates to phase Ilc of the relative chronological system she developed for the Donja
dolina cemetery. Also, she emphasised that belt clasps of this type serve as evidence for the
contacts between the communities of the Dolenjska and Donja dolina-Sanski most groups,®”
an assumption supported later by B. Terzan and S. Arsenijevic.®®

Let us now turn to the Szentlérinc cemetery where two iron belt clasps with a central bar
came to light. Interestingly, in terms of shape they resemble the one found among the grave
goods in Grave no. 12 of the Sanski most cemetery, namely they have a slightly ovoid shape,”
though, contrary to the latter, their central bar is less pronounced. Similarly to the Sanski most
example, the above-mentioned pieces from the Szentlérinc cemetery were both associated
with weapons in the burial context. In Grave no. 6 there was an iron spearhead, while Grave
no. 31 also contained an iron arrowhead beside a spearhead. The latter grave also yielded an
iron belt buckle™ analogies of which emerged in the territory of north-western Bosnia and
Herzegovina approximately simultaneously with the appearance of early La Téne types, that
is, in phase 3b of the chronological framework of B. Covié¢.”!

There are two further examples from the hinterland of the Dalmatian coastal region. Unfortu-
nately, determining the exact chronological position of the two iron belt clasps with a central
bar is a perplexing task owing to the fact that they came to light in mass graves.”

One of the most important discoveries of recent years showed that Szentlérinc is not the
easternmost point of the distribution of the variant under discussion. In the Miro¢ Mountain
a large hoard of iron objects came to light among unknown circumstances. Among the finds
there were several iron belt clasps with a central bar in some cases decorated with horizontal
grooves.” Unfortunately, the exact dating of the find is uncertain, but given the situation’s

63 FIALA 1899, 67.

64 TERZAN 1977b, SI. 5.

65 Covi¢ 1987a, T. 29,7.

66 TRUHELKA 1904, 94.

67 MARIC 1964, 41.
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69 JEREM 1968, Fig. 19,6/1; Fig. 24,31/3.

70  JEREM 1968, Fig. 24,31/2.

71 Covié 1987a, 262.

72 Vasarovine (MARIJAN 1986, T. 1,4); Crvenica-Ritke Liske (Covi¢ 1987b, T. 50,11).
73 JEVTIC 20164, PI. 3,4.
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resemblance to the distribution of the so-called Donja dolina type pins,” it might be seen
as evidence for the contacts over exceptionally large distances along the Sava and Danube
Rivers.

Of course, in the regions east of the area of today’s Slovenia there exist bronze belt clasps
with a central bar (Fig. 26.D). In fact, in terms of shape and design they are closely related
to the specimens made of iron. One of the most prominent examples is a piece included
among the finds of Grave no. 59 of the Sanski most cemetery. It has a rectangular plate and
a central bar made of bronze held together by two rivets. The central bar is decorated with
densely placed incised lines and X motifs. Not surprisingly, the assemblage included an iron
spearhead as well as an iron battle knife. In addition, there was a double pin among the finds,
which enabled B. Covi¢ to date the assemblage to phase 3a-2 in his system.” It is worth high-
lighting that Certosa fibulae of Type V are among the characteristic finds of this phase.” In
fact, this grave might provide help with determining the chronological position of the graves
in the cemetery with iron belt clasps of this variant. Interestingly, though, this is not the best
analogy to the belt clasp found in Grave no. 15 of the Alsényék cemetery.

An example fairly similar to the one from the cemetery under discussion came to light from an
unknown context in a fortified settlement near Semizovac.” B. Covi¢ assumed that the spec-
imen was part of a grave assemblage and dated it to phase 5 of the so-called central Bosnian
group. The beginning of this phase is marked by the appearance of the Certosa type fibulae in
the region.” Besides the incised decoration on the central bar, the specimen’s relative short-
ness and the shape of the hook” makes it considerably more similar to the piece from Grave
no. 15 than the other examples of the type discussed above.

Also, a specimen found in Grave no. 235 of the Jezerine cemetery near Pritoka has to be men-
tioned.® Based on its dimensions and design it is also a fairly similar item, especially consider-
ing that it ends in a hook on both sides. One apparent dissimilarity is that the shape of the belt
plate is not entirely rectangular, namely it has one semi-circular extensions at each corner.
As already mentioned several times, belt clasps with a central bar tend to occur in associa-
tion with weapons among the grave goods in Dolenjsko, in the north-western Balkans and in
southern Transdanubia. This is a notable exception because the urn grave yielded only one
single object apart from the ceramic urn, this belt clasp. As a result, its chronological position
is somewhat doubtful. Z. Mari¢ dated the grave to phase 3 of the framework she proposed
for the relative chronology of the Iron Age in the Una valley.* The beginning of this phase is
marked by the sporadic appearances of early La Téne fibulae and stylistic elements attributed
to the early La Téne art.*
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Ring jewellery

Temporal rings

It is beyond doubt that the most significant items among the grave goods of Grave no. 8 are
the relatively large bronze spirals made of thin wire with twisted decoration and ending in a
small spiral (Fig. 12.4-9). This type of jewellery is well-known even in southern Transdanubia
given the fact that similar spirals were found both in the Beremend and Szentl6rinc cemeter-
ies.® Although, the detailed documentation of the exact position of the finds within the grave
is missing, E. Jerem assumed that the spirals made of thin twisted silver wire found among the
grave goods of Grave no. 2 near Beremend were worn as bracelets. She also pointed out that
similar items predominantly occur in southern regions.* Indeed, similar pieces of jewellery
came to light in relatively large amounts from the Donja dolina cemetery. Most of them can
be dated to phase Ilc in terms of Z. Mari¢’ relative chronological framework,* or to phase 3a-1
in B. Covié’s system.* In other words, their chronological position is to some extent synchro-
nous with the proliferation of Certosa fibulae in today’s northern Bosnia. It is important to
note that in contrast to the specimens from Beremend, the spirals found in the Donja dolina
cemetery are almost exclusively made of bronze, and thus represent closer analogies to the
ones among the grave goods of Grave no. 8 in Alsonyék. In fact these items helped to recon-
struct the ring jewellery in Grave no. 8 as spirals, which had not been obvious due to their
fragmentary state.

It is worth mentioning that Z. Mari¢ and other scholars from Bosnia do not refer to these items
as bracelets. The reason behind this is simple: C. Truhelka, leader of the Donja dolina exca-
vations, managed to document the spirals’ relative position within the graves. According to
him these adornments were usually located on both sides of the skull.¥” One example might be
Grave no. 9 at Greda M. Petrovi¢ mladeg, in which Certosa 5 and Certosa 2 type fibulae were
found which suggest a fairly early dating within the Late Hallstatt Age for this grave, however,
B. Covi¢ claimed this burial to be unreliable.*® Nonetheless, a large body of evidence suggests
that such spirals were already fashionable jewellery when the Certosa fibulae appeared along
the middle course of the Sava River.®” On the other hand, however, the information currently
above leads to the conclusion that temporal rings of this kind became an element of attire in
southern Transdanubia with the appearance of the Certosa fibulae in the same region.

Interestingly, there are similar spirals among the items found in the graves of the Sanski most
graveyard, although they are not as common as in Donja dolina.” Based on the Certosa 13c
type brooches, the specimen in Grave no. 17 can be dated to the 3a-2 and 3b phases according
to B. Covi¢, that is, to the second half of the 5th century BC."! Likely, the spiral from Grave no.
122 might be dated to the same period. In contrast to the Donja dolina cemetery, where such
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spirals made of thin bronze wire tend to occur in graves in relatively large amounts, that is,
4-9 pairs, in Sanski most graves usually contained only one or two of these adornments. Also,
F. Fiala mentions that they were worn on wrists.” Another dissimilarity is that the spiral rings
of the Sanski most graveyard lack the twisted decoration characteristic of the pieces found in
the Riitesi¢ mound dated to the second half of the 5th century BC. Both in terms of design and
dating the specimen from Grave no. 9 of the Szentlérinc cemetery seems to be closely related
to the specimens mentioned above,” also according to the observation made during the exca-
vation this item was found on the right forearm of the deceased.”

In spite of the fact that there are numerous instances where such spirals were arguably worn
as bracelets, there may be no doubt that the ones found in Grave no. 8 of the Alsényék cem-
etery follow the patterns seen in the case of the examples in the Donja dolina cemetery. The
photos (Fig. 11) made of the burial clearly show how the fragments of the spiral rings were
scattered around the damaged skull. As a result, despite the disturbance, we can confidently
conclude that they were parts of some kind of headdress. Based on this example and the con-
clusion drawn about where the astragal belts were usually worn, one might argue that the
reconstructions of the graves at Beremend can to some extent be misleading.

Small bronze rings

According to the general view about the Late Hallstatt Age of southern Transdanubia, the lo-
cal elite and the communities, in general, began to establish strong ties with the communities
living to the south as well as to the east. However, while the Alsonyék cemetery provides a
large body of evidence for the former connection, so far there is only one single item suggest-
ing that the people using the graveyard were ready to wear elements of attire of eastern taste.
This object is a small spiral ring made of relatively massive bronze wire (Fig. 3.1). Based on its
characteristic shape it is fairly obvious that the item belongs to one of the most common and
recognizable types in the Carpathian Basin in the Middle Iron Age. These items are believed
to have been produced by workshops of the communities forming the so-called Alf6ld group.”
In addition, according to general belief the specimens found in Transdanubian contexts can
be seen as imports.” According to Tibor Kemenczei’s typological system the specimen found
in Grave no. 1 can be assigned to Type 2,” however, one characteristic feature of these, the
precious metal coating® visible on several pieces of the type under discussion is completely
missing in this case, although, one cannot rule out the possibility that this coating was worn
off during the time the item was buried.”

Interestingly, the exact function of these objects is still under debate. While some scholars argue
that they were worn as earrings, others consider them hair rings.” In the case of Grave no. 1
the ring was found under the skull’s left side. It was worn in pairs with a simple ring made of
thin bronze wire the shape of which does not follow the characteristic traits of the type under
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discussion. The position of the rings within the grave pit and in particular their position in re-
lation to the human remains are able to support both assumptions regarding the exact function
of the rings. It is beyond doubt, however, that similarly to the cases documented in context of
graveyards attributed to the Vekerzug culture, the rings were worn on the head by members of
the population using the Alsonyék cemetery living to the west of the Danube River.

The examples uncovered in the area of the so-called Alf6ld group of the Vekerzug culture

came from both inhumation and cremation burials.’

Based on the composition of other grave
goods, some drew the conclusion that these rings were common elements of female attire. The
grave assemblage and the anthropological analysis of the human remains found in Grave no. 1
tell a similar story. Interestingly, in the Szentl6rinc cemetery a burial came to light which in
terms of grave goods is very similar to the one under consideration. There were four cross-
bow fibulae, three of which were made of iron, very similar to the specimens discussed above
found also in Grave no. 1. In addition, both grave assemblages contained several glass paste
beads and a curved iron knife, which also signify the similarity between the two burials. Inter-
estingly, the best analogy of the bronze ring of simple design (Fig. 3.8) found on the other side
of the skull in Grave no. 1 also appears among the finds from another grave in the Szentl6rinc
cemetery.””” Given the Early La Tene fibula among the finds, this burial is dated to the latest

phase of the graveyard, that is, to the first half of the 4th century BC."”

Weapons
Spearheads

Among the grave goods found in graves hitherto discovered at the Alsonyék site weapons
seldom occur. Only two spearheads belong to this find category (Fig. 27). As earlier discussed,
belt clasps with a central bar appear regularly in association with weapons. The specimen
found in Grave no. 15 is no exception either. The other example comes from the one and only
burial with scattered cremated human remains, namely Grave no. 14.

Iron spearheads are constant elements of warriors’ equipment in Transdanubia from the sec-
ond half of the Ha C period onwards.” In general, multiple pieces tend to appear in each find
context and they are usually accompanied by iron axes.'® It is worth pointing out that iron
spearheads appear both in context of large tumuli and graves in so-called ‘flat’ cemeteries
during the earlier phases of the Hallstatt Age." In addition, iron spearheads were standard el-
ements of warriors’ equipment in the areas lying south of the Mura River,"” and also played an
important role in the north-western Balkans during the 6th—4th centuries BC."® In fact, while
outlining the so-called warrior horizon of the 5th century, B. Terzan brought attention to the
fact that iron spearheads were the main weapons in the region expanding from northern Italy
to the central Balkans.'”
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The typological characterization of
iron spearheads has never been an
easy task for obvious reasons.'’
Nonetheless, there are several note-
worthy attempts at classifying them,
even in cases chronologically related
to the cemetery under consideration.
A common characteristic of these at-
tempts is that their focus lies on the
ratios of different dimensions of the
spearheads. M. Gavranovic¢ tried to
distinguish basic variants among the &_
Iron Age spearheads found during the
excavations of the Donja dolina cem-
etery.""" Of the two spearheads found
in the Alsényék cemetery, only the
one discovered in Grave no. 14 can be
easily assigned to one of the types de-
scribed by named author, namely to
Type 2. The specimens belonging to
this type are characterized by slender
blades, a strong midrib and a relative-
ly long socket. In the case of the Don- . O —K

ja dolina cemetery, such spearheads

appeared during the 7th century BC
and were produced and used until the
end of the 5th century BC."? Based on
its relatively slender shape, its strong
midrib and its length of more than 30
cm, the specimen found in Grave no. 14 shows similarities with the spearheads of Type 1 in

Fig. 27. Spearheads found in the cemetery. 1 — Grave no. 14,
2 - Grave no. 15.

the system developed by A. Kozubova.'” In addition, in spite of its relatively small dimensions,
the spearhead found next to the deceased interred in Grave no. 15 might also be assigned to
this same type. As for the chronological position of the spearheads of Type 1, A. Kozubova,
brought attention to the fact that most iron spearheads date to the periods corresponding with
the Certosa and Negova horizons of the Dolenjska region."*

Iron sheath

Given the fact that iron sheaths are relatively common in the archaeological material of the
period under consideration it is hardly surprising that a similar item was also found in the
Alsonyék cemetery. The sheath made of bent iron sheet matches the shape of Grave no. 14’s
iron spearhead it covered. Similar simple and undecorated sheaths associated with iron spear-
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heads often occur in Middle Iron Age graves in the Great Hungarian Plain and even further
to the east, however, it is not uncommon occurrence that such iron sheets cover iron knifes
in grave contexts."” According to T. Kemenczei, most of them date to the 6th century BC,"*
when they were also wide-spread in today’s Oltenia and in the northern Balkans.'’ Similarly,
they are frequent elements in grave assemblages of the Certosa horizon in the area of today’s

Slovenia.!®

In contrast, iron sheaths are somewhat rare items in the Iron Age material of Transdanubia,
not unprecedented, though. An iron sheath covering a spearhead came to light during the
excavation of the Boba tumulus'” dated to the Ha D period based on the vessel decorated
with the so-called bucchero technique.'” Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that iron sheaths
appeared in Transdanubia at the same time they did in the north-western Balkans, namely in
the first half or in the middle of the 6th century BC as the example of Grave no. 37 at Greda
M. Petrovi¢ mladeg suggests.'!

Not surprisingly, there were examples of similar objects among the finds of the Szentlérinc
cemetery, however, the ones found in Grave no. 63 seem to be associated with knives in-
stead of spears. In fact, the specimens yielded by the burials unearthed near Doroslovo'* and
Vucedol'” are more comparable with the sheath from Grave no. 14 of Alsonyék in terms of
both shape and function.

Knives

Short iron knives appear rather frequently in
Early Iron Age grave contexts in the Carpathi-
an Basin.” Thus, it is hardly surprising that
there are three specimens among the finds of

the Alsonyék cemetery, or at least three items
can surely be identified as knives (Fig. 28). In
contrast to their relatively large number, their
conservation is generally poor, therefore a
more detailed study on their typological traits
is only possible in two cases.

The knife with curved back and tang found in
Grave no. 1 represents a variant that was used

during the entire Early Iron Age. In Transdan-

ubia, a similar specimen came to light among Fig. 28. Knives found in the cemetery. 1 — Grave
the finds of Tumulus no. 1 near Vaskeresztes, no. 1, 2 - Grave no. 14, 3 — Grave no. 16.
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a burial that can be dated to the Ha C2 period.”” Moreover, the Halimba cemetery north of
the Lake Balaton yielded several similar specimens.’® An example showing considerable re-
semblance with the one under discussion was revealed during the excavation of the Ha D
settlement near Alsopahok.'”” Furthermore, there are comparable specimens among the finds
of Grave no. 14 of the Bucany graveyard which can be dated to the late 5th, early 4th cen-
tury BC based on the Certosa 13h type fibulae found in the same context.'”” Several similar
examples can be found among the items discovered during the excavation of the Szentl6rinc
cemetery. Their chronological position is determined partly by Certosa 13h, partly by Certosa
13c type brooches.” But there are cases where a similar knife was in context with iron cross-
bow fibulae comparable with the ones discovered in Grave no. 1 of the Alsonyék cemetery."*!

The shape of the knife associated with Grave no. 16 differs only to small extent from that
of Grave no. 1’s knife. A minor dissimilarity is that in this case the point of the blade bends
slightly to the back of the knife, in addition, the blade reaches its full width right next to the
tang. In M. Gavranovi¢’ view this shape shows resemblance with knives dated to the Urnfield
Period,” and there are similar knives among the finds of the Statzendorf,"”* Fertérakos,”* and
Nagydém™ cemeteries. Moreover, the tumuli of the Sulmtal cemetery also yielded several
comparable examples."

Awl

The assemblage found in Grave no. 15 also included an iron object of uncertain function (Fig.
21.9). Although, during the excavation of the grave it was considered to be the fragment of a
knife, after its cleaning and restoration this assumption can be firmly ruled out. The object is
almost certainly an awl with the remains of its wooden helve that used to be attached to the
belt of the deceased based on its relative position to the bronze belt mounts.

It is worth addressing those graves of the Szentlérinc cemetery in which the composition of
grave goods is similar to that in Grave no. 15. Firstly, besides an iron spearhead and an iron
belt clasp, Grave no. 6 included two short iron rods which also lay next to the pelvis of the
deceased that resembles the situation in the Alsonyék case rather well.”’ In addition, a similar
iron rod came to light from Grave no. 12 in which the deceased was also equipped with weap-
ons, however, in this case it was found on the ribcage of the deceased."

It was B. Terzan who devoted an entire study to the tools in Hallstatt Age grave assemblages.
She collected examples from Northern Italy to the Danube River and reached the conclusion
that tools and especially tool sets are usually included in assemblages associated with the

125 FEKETE 1985, Abb. 13,30.

126 LENGYEL 1959, Pl. 43,7; PI. 46,8; Pl. 48,9.
127 HORVATH 2015, 247.

128 BUjNA — ROMSAUER, 1983, Taf. 2,5.

129 DizDAR 2015, 49.

130 JerEM 1968, Fig. 19,3/3; Fig 23,27/4; Fig. 23,29/6.
131 JEREM 1968, Fig. 23,29/6.

132 GAVRANOVIC 2011, 122.

133 REBAY 2006, 162.

134 DurkovIC 2009, Fig. 24,7.

135 NAGY 1939, Fig. 6,23.

136 DoBIAT 1980, Taf. 7,1; Taf. 7,7; Taf. 22,15;
137 JEREM 1968, 161.

138 JEREM 1968, 162.

82



Middle Iron Age Cemetery from Alséonyék, Hungary

most prominent members of the communities and thus, they might have served as status sym-
bols in funerary contexts.” She brings attention to awls which tend to be found among the
grave goods of Late Hallstatt Age burials with weapons in the Magdalenska gora cemetery,
for instance.™ It is important to note, however, that according to the author, graves equipped
with tools or sets of tools can hardly ever be dated after the middle of the 6th century BC. In
contrast, her collection of examples also includes a grave from Donja dolina which according
to Z. Mari¢ belongs to phase Ilc, that is, to the phase of the proliferation of Certosa fibulae in
the area of the Sava River’s middle course.™!

Incidentally, Grave no. 24 at Greda M. Petrovi¢ mladeg bears significance not simply because
of the casting mould found among the grave goods, but because similarly to Grave no. 15 in
Alsonyék and Grave no. 6 in Szentlérinc the grave assemblage also contained a belt clasp with
a central bar beside two iron spearheads and a long battle knife.'*

Whetstones

There are two graves (Grave no. 15 and Grave no. 16) containing whetstones among the bur-
ials of the Alsonyék cemetery hitherto excavated. Each grave assemblage contained a single
whetstone. These two graves are rather dissimilar from several aspects including the compo-
sition of grave goods and the burial rite. In the case of Grave no. 16 apart from an iron knife
there was no other grave good connected with the cremation burial, though, it must be em-
phasised that this grave had been heavily disturbed. In contrast, as earlier discussed the items
found in Grave no. 15 indicate that the deceased buried into this grave might have belonged
to a prominent group within the community using the graveyard. Also, it should not be ruled
out that in this case the whetstone was part of the armament.

In the case of the earlier Hallstatt Age of Transdanubia whetstones appear fairly frequently in
burial assemblages and similarly, they are often accompanied by weapons. Perforated speci-
mens came to light from the Gy6rajbarat 1 tumulus in the north-western part of the region.'
One might argue that from certain aspects Tumulus no. 5 near Vaszar is probably the most sig-
nificant mound in that cemetery. Besides iron spearheads, horse trappings, several tools and
some ceramic vessels the grave goods included a whetstone."** Whetstones were there among
the grave goods of Tumulus no. 2 near Somlévasarhely'* and Tumulus no. 1 at Pécs-Jakab-
hegy'* and several other burial mounds in Transdanubia, but there are instances of such tools
in funerary contexts in so-called ‘flat’ cemeteries like the one found near Halimba.'"

Contrary to the find types previously discussed, whetstones have been unprecedented as far
as Late Hallstatt Age grave assemblages in southern Transdanubia are concerned. In contrast,
in the case of the sites of the Vekerzug culture whetstones are frequently included among
grave goods, although, there are examples of cemeteries where not a single specimen came
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to light."® Based on the presence or absence of perforated holes for hanging the whetstones
A. Kozubova distinguishes two variants, both of which are fairly common.'*

Perforated whetstones are certainly not unprecedented in contexts showing strong cultural
contacts towards the Alsonyék cemetery. To begin with, according to C. Truhelka these items
are fairly common among the finds of the Donja dolina cemetery, however, there are only two
examples found in well-documented contexts.” It is worth mentioning however that one of
the latter is Grave no. 34 at Greda N. Sokié¢!*! which contained a spear with sheath, two further
spearheads and a machaira type battle knife. However, it is worth emphasising that this grave
is possibly somewhat older than the burials of the Alsonyék cemetery considering the fact
that the machaira found in the grave assemblage can be dated to the 6th century BC.** In spite
of this, however, it is worth paying more attention to the Late Hallstatt Age graves in today’s
Bosnia, especially as the best analogies of the belt clasp found in Grave no. 15 of the Alsonyék
cemetery are known, as discussed earlier, from these regions.

14 perforated whetstones are known from the Sanski most cemetery, found during the 19th
century excavations of the site. Among the graves containing such tools Grave no. 4 is note-
worthy, considering that the burial assemblage included among other items a large spearhead
and a belt clasp with a central bar."”® Based on these objects, the burial can presumably be
dated to Phase 3a-2 or 3b according to the system of B. Covi¢"**. Whetstones, however, appear
in older contexts as well, as suggested by Grave no. 2."** Besides Grave no. 4, Grave no. 60 also
supports the assumption that whetstones were standard elements of the warrior equipment,’**
however, there are several cases where the grave assemblages containing whetstones lacked
weapons. This is the situation with Grave no. 16 in the Alsonyék cemetery.

Carakovo is the third site in today’s north-western Bosnia and Herzegovina which is worth
mentioning. The cemetery found here was dated by B. Covi¢ to his 3™ period.”” Among the
graves excavated at this site, three burials were equipped with weapons and two of them con-
tained perforated whetstones.””® As far as their shape can be assessed based on the available
drawings, these whetstones are the best analogues to the piece found in Grave no. 15 of the
Alsonyék cemetery. In both cases the whetstones were associated with spearheads, and the
grave assemblage of Grave no. 4 of the Carakovo graveyard included an iron belt buckle™
fairly similar to the specimens found in the Szentl6rinc cemetery.'

So far, graves with weapons are seemingly rare among the burials of the so-called South
Pannonian Late Hallstatt group, thus this might partly explain why whetstones in general are
also rare in the archaeological material. There is nevertheless a noteworthy example. Among
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the stray finds of the Iron Age graveyard in Sabac there was a perforated whetstone similar to
the pieces discussed above.' In M. Vasiljevi¢’ view a Certosa fibula of Type V and other items
found at the site could indicate the existence of a 5th century cemetery. Although the exact
context of the whetstone remains unknown, it is worth noting that there also were several
iron spearheads among the stray finds.

To sum up, it seems reasonable to conclude that in the north-western Balkans whetstones
were common elements of the warriors’ equipment during the 6th and 5th centuries BC.'** As
a result, in spite of their apparent rarity, it is hardly surprising to see such a tool associated
with a grave assemblage including characteristic items such as iron spearheads or belt clasps
with a central bar. In addition, though, there are numerous examples where whetstones are
parts of grave assemblages completely lacking weapons, especially in the eastern part of the
Carpathian Basin.

Beads
Glass paste beads

Both in terms of their amount and the number of graves containing them, glass paste beads
represent the most abundant type of grave goods in the case of the Alsonyék cemetery (Tab. 1).
Basically, two variants can be distinguished, however, the occurrence of beads decorated with
eye motifs and simple unicolour beads does not show any differences. Since most of the beads
were found around the neck or on the upper part of the body it is reasonable to conclude that
the beads formed necklaces.'

Tab. 1. Summary of the glass paste beads of the Alsonyék cemetery
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Interestingly, Grave no. 8 contained almost as many beads (115 pieces) as the rest of the graves
combined (Fig. 13). This number is comparable with the amount of beads found in Grave no.
58 near Tolna-Mdzs or in the Paks-Gyapa grave.'* In spite of the obvious disturbance affecting
mainly the upper part of the skeleton, only relatively few beads were scattered farther from
the neck and chest of the deceased. It is worth noting, that even though Grave no. 8 yielded
the largest amount of beads in the cemetery, this number is only a fraction of that of the beads
in Grave no. 1 of the Beremend cemetery.'®® Contrary to the situation in the case of Grave no.
8, however, the beads of the Beremend grave were reportedly found around the cranium and
arranged like the ornaments of some kind of headdress."

Glass paste beads appeared in Trans-
danubia at the end of the Urnfield pe-
riod and their presence throughout 120
the Early Hallstatt Age is well-doc-
umented, although, they are fair-
ly rare.”” Their proliferation in the g

140 —_

100 o

southern part of named region can
be dated to the Ha D2/3 periods.'® 60

On the one hand, glass paste beads 40 °
came to light in relatively large
quantities from the graves found 20 ; i ,
near Beremend, Szarazd and Paks, ) —
on the other hand there are numer-

Glass_pastel Glass_paste2 Amberl Amber2

ous examples of such beads among

the finds of the Szentl6rinc cemetery Fig. 29. Bloxplot diagram of the amount beads found in the

but their average number per grave solitary graves (1) and (2) the graves of the Szentlérinc cem-
is considerably less (Fig. 29). etery, respectively.

Interestingly, so far glass paste beads only came to light from the northeaster part of the hith-
erto excavated section of the Alsonyék cemetery. This means that in contrast for instance to
the Sopron-Krautacker graveyard,'” such elements of attire did not appear in graves including
weapons.

Beads with eye motifs

Beads with eye motifs are one of the most characteristic and most recognisable elements among
Late Hallstatt Age grave goods in southern Transdanubia, however, it must be borne in mind
that the great majority of such beads came to light in the eastern part of the Carpathian Basin,
especially from the Szentes-Vekerzug cemetery and graveyards along the middle course of the
Tisza River." Due to the fact that glass paste beads with eye motifs appear most abundantly
in Slovenia in the time period under consideration, and literature even mentions a so-called

164 SzABO 2012, Fig. 9.

165 JEREM 1973, 66.

166 JEREM 1973, Abb. 3; PATEK 1982, 178.
167 PATEK 1982, 161.

168 PATEK 1982, 164.

169 JEREM 1987, 93.

170 KUNTER 1995, 41; KEMENCZEI 2009, 88.
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"Schichtaugenperlenhorizont" in that region parallel to the period of the late serpentine, Cer-
tosa and animal-headed fibulae,"”" some argue that their proliferation in the Carpathian Basin
is an evidence for the strong communicational ties maintained between the two regions."”” In
fact, in the case of the Donja dolina cemetery the strong relationship between Certosa fibulae
and the beads with eyes motifs is quite apparent.'”

One possible way of classifying beads with eye motifs is based on their base colour. According
to this approach two types of such beads can be distinguished in the case of the Alsényék cem-
etery. On the one hand, there are turquoise beads which are less abundant, as well as beads
of yellow base colour. Apart from a single piece, all turquoise beads with eye motifs came to
light from Grave no. 8, but they are strongly outnumbered by those with yellow base colour.
Grave no. 2 yielded one bead of each type, Grave no. 6 yielded only a single yellow bead with
eye motifs. In general, in the Great Hungarian Plain yellow beads with eye motifs are more
common than those with turquoise base colour, moreover, this seem to apply to the entire
distribution area of the beads with eye motifs.” Interestingly, the great majority of glass paste
beads in Grave no. 1 in Beremend were of turquoise colour and there were no yellow beads
with eye motifs among the grave goods."”

Another approach to the classification applies to the different patterns in the eye motifs’
arrangement. This approach, similarly to the method mentioned above, also leads to the dis-
tinction of two types. The eye motifs are arranged into two rows on 6 beads of Grave no. 8
and on one bead of Grave no. 2. Several similar beads came to light during the excavation
of the Szentl6rinc cemetery and there are comparable examples among the finds of both the
Szarazd-Gerenyaspuszta burial and the Beremend graves."”® Interestingly, all turquoise beads
with eye motifs belong to this category. In addition, in the Iron Age material found in the
territory of today’s Hungary, beads of this type are considerably more numerous than those
beads whose eye motifs are arranged into a single row. In contrast, the situation in the area of
today’s Slovenia is just the opposite.'”

Among the beads of Grave no. 8 there are two rather peculiar examples (Fig. 13.14). These
double beads with eye motifs are certainly not unprecedented. K. Kunter managed to collect
more than 120 specimens in his monograph.'”® In his view, this type of double beads prove that
beads with eye motifs were in a certain way ‘mass-produced’. This might raise the question
whether such beads were manufactured locally, however, at this point, it is not possible to
answer this question.

Unicolour glass paste beads

Most of the unicolour glass paste beads have a simple globular shape, their diameter varies be-
tween 0.5 and 1.0 cm. Based on their colour, four main types can be distinguished. The great ma-
jority of the beads is either of yellow or blue colour. The number of turquoise and white beads is

171 KUNTER 1995, 36.

172 JEREM 1981, 210-212.

173 Covié 1987a, 258; KUNTER 1995, 37.

174 KEMENCZEI 2009, 88; KUNTER 1995, Abb. 19.
175 JEREM 1973, 68.

176 PATEK 1982, 178-179.

177 KUNTER 1995, Abb. 20.

178 KUNTER 1995, 240.
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considerably smaller. Even though unicolour beads are common elements of Late Hallstatt Age
burial assemblages, there are specimens which deserve special attention owing chiefly to their
shape. For instance, two pieces among the beads of Grave no. 6 have ellipsoidal shape and they
are decorated with longitudinally running ribs (Fig. 9.3). The Late Hallstatt Age archaeological
material in Transdanubia lacks further examples of this variant, however, identical beads came
to light from Grave no. 1 near Vucedol."” Similarly, the prism-shaped bead from Grave no. 11
currently stands alone among the Late Hallstatt Age finds in Transdanubia (Fig. 16.A.1).

Amber beads

Considering the fact that in prehistoric archaeology amber is generally perceived as a pres-
tigious material, it is not surprising that in terms of grave goods the richest graves of the
cemetery contained amber beads, however, they did not appear among the finds of burials
with weapons. Special attention should be paid to the bead found in Grave no. 8 for its oblique
funnelled decoration (Fig. 13.12).

The Amber Road was one of the most important trade routes in Early Iron Age Europe.” One
branch of this route certainly ran along the eastern Alpine foothills. From the 8th century BC
onwards, the amount of amber in the area of today’s Slovenia increased significantly. It is most
likely, that the aforementioned trade route played an essential role in this process, and thus
it is hardly surprising that items made of amber appeared in the Early Iron Age burial assem-
blages in Transdanubia. The fundamental transformations of the first half of the 6th century
BC certainly affected the local elites and the communicational networks they maintained. As a
result, the significance of the western routes in the amber trade grew while that of the eastern
routes sank, but these latter certainly never ceased to exist." In fact, from the end of the 6th
century BC onwards the communication between the northern and southern regions in the
foreground of the Alps became dynamic again.'®® Arguably, this might explain the relatively
large amount of amber items in graves of the Dolenjska group during the so-called Certosa
horizon."™ At the same time, nonetheless, the significance of another communication route
increased rapidly. This route, probably having two branches along the Drava and Sava rivers,
and crossing the Danube-Tisza Interfluve, reached the area of the Great Hungarian Plain."

One possible set of evidence for the existence of this communication route, as P. Kmetova recent-

185

ly convincingly showed, are the horse burials' while the distribution of amber items appearing

in relatively large numbers in the Srem, Backa, and Baranya regions suggests the same."®

It is worth to note that only those graves contained amber beads which also yielded necklaces
made of glass paste beads. Hence, it is more than likely that the amber beads were included
among the beads comprising the necklaces, although, firm conclusions cannot be drawn due
to the disturbances documented within the graves.

179 BRUNSMID 1902, SI. 25.

180 CHYTRACEK et al. 2017, 188.

181 CHYTRACEK et al. 2017, 194—-195.

182 JEREM 1981, 212; CHYTRACEK et al. 2017, 196.

183 TEecco Hvaira 2012, Sl. 106.

184 CHYTRACEK et al. 2017, 196.

185 KMETOVA 2017, 109—110.

186 VASIC 1989, 104; Sremska Mitrovica (BRUNSMID 1902, 75); Doroslovo (BPYKHEP 1959, 7); Sabac (BACHIBEBIR
1976, 170).
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Spindle whorl

There are two graves among the hitherto excavated ones at Alsonyék which yielded spindle
whorls, one piece in each grave. In the case of Grave no. 1 the item made of clay was found
next to the hipbone of the deceased (Fig. 3.7). The undecorated doughnut-shaped whorl in
Grave 8 no. lay near right knee (Fig. 12.11). Despite its rather poor condition it is quite beyond
doubt that the specimen found in Grave no. 1 bears oblique channelled decoration which
makes it similar to the specimen found in Grave no. 2 of the Beremend cemetery.'”

Although there are critical views regarding the issue,'® spindle whorls are generally con-
sidered as one of the main attributes of female graves in the Eastern Hallstatt Zone." This
assumption is supported by the Magdalenska gora, Szentl6rinc and Strubarlija cemeteries,
just to name a few examples.”” Unambiguous counterexamples are certainly missing from the
hitherto excavated part of the Alsonyék cemetery, however, in the case of the Vekerzug cul-
ture, spindle whorls also appear in graves considered to be male burials.”

Pottery

Based on the find assemblages of hitherto unearthed graves at Alsonyék, pottery is a rather
rare element among grave goods. However, as far as the Late Hallstatt Age graveyards in
southern Transdanubia, eastern Slavonia and northern Serbia are concerned, this seems to
be a general phenomenon which is in drastic contrast to the funerary customs observed in
the earlier phases of the Early Iron Age.”* At Alsonyé¢k, there are only five graves containing
ceramic vessels,"” each of them yielding only a single pottery (Fig. 30). It is worth mentioning
that in some cases there were a few sherds in the graves, but neither is it possible to typolog-
ically analyse nor to date these. It is rather questionable whether their presence within the
graves is intentional or accidental, but it is worth noting that similar phenomena are recorded
in the case of both the Szentlérinc and Szeged-Kiskundorozsma cemeteries.*

From a technological point of view it is important to highlight that all vessels are handmade.
In contrast to the elements of the vessels sets in Early Hallstatt graves, these potteries are rath-
er small. The only arguable exception is the urn from Grave no. 16, however, due to its missing
fragments its exact dimensions are hardly discernible.

Kantharoi

Although ceramic vessels are on average rare in Late Hallstatt Age burial contexts in southern
Transdanubia, there is certainly a truly characteristic vessel type among them, the so-called
kantharos. Kantharoi are also known from settlement contexts in the region between the Lake
Balaton and the Sava River. The recently excavated Szajk settlement yielded several examples
of this type'” and one specimen appeared among the finds of the most recent phase of the

187 JEREM 1973, Abb. 6,2.

188 PRIMAS 2007, 307.

189 TERZAN 1984, 228; REBAY 2006, 112; REBAY-SALISBURY 2016, 81.

190 Tecco HvALA 2012, 342; JEREM 1968, 187; MEDOVIC 2007, 10.

191 KEMENCZEI 2009, 93.

192 METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 177.
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194 JEREM 1968, Fig. 23,28/7; Fig. 25,40/8; Fig. 26,46/3; Fig. 29,63/2; Fig. 29,67/10-11; PILLING — UJVARI 2012, Fig. 4.
195 GATI 2014, 117.
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multi-layered settlement of Gradina na Bo-
sut,"” also pieces belonging to this type were
found at several north-eastern Serbian sites."”’

So far two kantharoi came to light from the
Alsényék cemetery (Grave no. 6 and Grave no.
15). The vessels in both cases were placed next
to the feet of the deceased. This is a recurring
custom in the Szentlérinc cemetery, however,
vessels situated next to the head of the deceased
are not unprecedented either.”® In contrast, in
the case of the Vinkovci-Nama cemetery ce-
ramic vessels were in all cases next to the head
of the deceased.” The situation observed in
the case of the Stubarlija cemetery, however,
resembles the Alsonyék cemetery quite well.
Here, save a single exception, all vessels stood
next the feet of the deceased, moreover, most
of the vessels were in fact kantharoi.*

According to the general perception, the main
production area of kantharoi is the region be-
tween the Kapos and Sava Rivers.*” This is
why the 5th century BC specimens found in
Lower Austria are referred to as imports. Their
appearance can be dated to the end of the 6th
century and to the beginning of the 5th century
BC.* It is worth pointing out though that their
distribution area is not limited to the areas ly-
ing north of the Sava River. The vessel found in
one of the graves of the Donja dolina cemetery
is certainly an evidence for this,” but the ex-
ample of the two specimens found in Grave no.
1 in Arareva gomila, one of the most famous

204 3

princely burials in the Glasinac area,** is prob-

ably even more significant. Given the Korin-
thian helmet found among the finds this kan-
tharos can most likely be dated to the second

196 MEDOVIC — MEDOVIC 2011, Sl. 244,2.
197 KAPURAN 2013, 30.

198 JEREM 1968, 188.

199 MAJNARIC-PANDZIC 2003, 484—488.
200 MEDOVIC 2007, 16; 19.

201 JEREM 1996, 103; DizDAR 2010, 299.
202 JEREM 1996, 107; DizDAR 2010, 299.
203 TRUHELKA 1904, Taf. 43,2.
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Fig. 30. Ceramic vessels found in the cemetery.
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half of the 6th century BC.** Interestingly, besides Grave no. 15 at Alsényék, so far this is the
only burial the grave goods of which included both weapons and kantharoi.

Bowl with inverted rim

The vessel in Grave no. 9 stood to the right of the deceased (Fig. 14.A.2). Curiously, so far
similar vessels are missing from the finds collected at those sites between the Kapos and Sava
Rivers where Certosa fibulae of Type V occurred. In contrast, the Szentlérinc cemetery yield-
ed two comparable vessels with conical shape and inverted rim.* A fairly good analogy of
the bowl under discussion came to light from the Vinkovci-Nama cemetery, which was partly
synchronous with the graveyard unearthed near Szentl6rinc.*” Similar vessels appear abun-
dantly among the finds unearthed at the sites of the Alféld group which is hardly surprising
considering that bowls with inverted rim represent one of the most common vessel types.
Hence, numerous examples are known for instance from the Tapioszele*® and Szentes-Veker-
zug cemeteries.””

Small biconical vessel

The small pot in Grave no. 2, similarly to the kantharoi, was found next to the feet of the de-
ceased (Fig. 5.1). Interestingly, the most noticeable difference between the shape of this vessel
and that of the kantharoi (especially the piece from Grave no. 6) is the lack of handles. Neither
the Szentl6rinc nor the Beremend cemetery yielded comparable vessels. The best analogy of

the pot was found in Grave no. 14 of the Vinkovci-Nama cemetery.*

Urn from Grave no. 16

During the removal of the humus layer, the excavator heavily disturbed Grave no. 16. The urn
containing the human remains was also damaged in the process, apparently its fragments are
lost. Consequently, a detailed typological evaluation is not possible at the moment.*"

The layout of the cemetery and its environment

Alsonyék-Hosszu dilé is located in the southeastern part of Transdanubia, that is, Western
Hungary, quite close to the Danube River. Based on the maps of the First military survey of
the Habsburg Empire, the Middle Iron Age cemetery was located between the right banks of
the Sarviz River prior to the river regulations in the 19th century and the Szekszard hills,
respectively. Hence, this location is bordered by an area characterised by creeks and a vast
marshland formed by the Sarviz and Danube Rivers on the one hand, and hills on the other
(Fig. 31)*"* Whereas the areas frequently flooded have an altitude of 86-87 m above the mean
sea level, there are island-like, 6-7 m higher elevations which were permanently dry.””® The

205 PFLUG 1988, 104; BACK® 2009, 110; GAVRANOVIC 2011, 202.

206 JEREM 1968, Fig. 21,19/2; Fig. 22,26/1.
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211 It has to be pointed out that one cannot rule out the possibility that the picture presented on Fig. 22 should
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cemetery is located on the first alluvial terrace, thus the annual floods did not reach it. This
situation resembles the picture of the natural environment of the Beremend and Szarazd-
Gerenyaspuszta sites.

Fig. 31. Map section of the Josephinian Land Survey showing the environs of the site. Source: https://
mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurvey-hungary (last access: 01.11.2020).

Although the entire extent of the cemetery is currently unknown, the layout and relative
positions of the graves hitherto excavated are worth discussing. By looking at the map of the
excavated area one can distinguish two grave groups. On the one hand there are relatively
densely situated graves in the north-eastern section of the excavated area. On the other hand,
there are sporadically situated burials to the southwest. In addition, it is noticeable that all
graves with astragal belts were located in the north-eastern section, on the other hand, both
spearheads came to light from graves located in the southwestern part of the excavated area
(Fig. 32). Interestingly, the mean of the distances measured between each grave and its nearest
neighbour is 9.47 m, which is considerably larger than the value measured in the case of the
Szentl6rinc cemetery. Although it must be borne in mind that while the Alsonyék cemetery is
not entirely explored, the one excavated in Szentldrinc arguably is. The above values indicate
that these cemeteries might have different structural properties, though, there are also simi-
larities, nonetheless.

For instance, both cemeteries show features indicating that, according to M. Parker Pearson’s
classification, they can be assigned to those of segmented organization.?** This, however, is
more readily visible in the case of the Szeged-Kiskundorozsma (Fig. 33) and Novi Sad grave-
yards,”® which are certainly comparable to the Szentlérinc cemetery from various aspects,
including chronological span, burial customs and material culture. The former is an excellent
example because the layout of the two distinct grave groups shows similarities with those of
the Alsonyék cemetery and Szentlérinc graveyard, respectively. While in the case of the west-
ern group the average distance between the nearest neighbours is approximately 1.6 m, this
value is 13.5 m when the graves of the eastern group are concerned.

214 PARKER PEARSON 2001, 11.
215 AHBEJIWR 2017, T. 10.
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Fig. 32. Distribution of the characteristic types in the cemetery.
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Burial customs

Burial rite

The excavated graves included 13 inhumations and 2
cremation burials. In Grave no. 7 no human remains
were found. Based on the graves found near So-
pron-Krautacker, Kapuvar and Beremend, Erzsébet
Jerem convincingly showed how inhumation had .
become the predominant way of burying people
with the proliferation of the Certosa fibulae in the o e
western parts of the Carpathian Basin.”* Hence, it
is not surprising that the majority of the burials in
the Alsonyék cemetery are inhumations. It is im-
portant, however, that the cemetery shows a certain
diversity in burial rites which is not unprecedented
in southern Transdanubia and in the regions to the
southeast, but it is certainly not a common phenom-
enon, nevertheless. In fact, there is only a single
case showing similar diversity in named regions.
Among the burials in the Szentl6rinc cemetery the
predominance of inhumation is clearly visible, but
there are also burials with cremated human remains

i i i ' 0 10 20 30 40m
scattered in the grave pits, although their number is . fN

considerably smaller. There is also a third category.
During the excavation a few grave pits were iden- Fig. 33. Map of the Szeged-Kiskundorozsma
tified which did not contain any human remains.  cemetery.

Hence, E. Jerem perceived them as symbolic burials.

Interestingly, Grave no. 7 in the Alsonyék cemetery did not contain any human remains, how-
ever, it is not easy to decide whether it can be considered a symbolic burial. At least two other
scenarios have to be taken into account. On the one hand, the lack of human remains can very
well be the result of secondary manipulation or grave robbery. There are several examples of
such manipulations in contemporaneous cemeteries, but this issue shall be touched upon some-
what later. On the other hand, given the slight relative depth of the graves, it cannot be ruled

out that the human remains were removed during the removal of the humus layer.

Although both cemeteries yielded cremation burials, this is not a clear-cut similarity between
the two because there were no urn graves in the Szentlérinc cemetery. The Alsonyék ceme-
tery, however, provided examples for both types of cremation burials.

Position of the human remains

In the case of the inhumation burials, the majority of the deceased were laid into the grave
in a supine position. However, there are minor differences. For instance, in Grave no. 15 the
deceased lay turning slightly to the right, in addition, both hands were placed next to the head
(Fig. 20). As far as well-documented burials are concerned, this way of positioning the deceased

216 JEREM 1987; TERZAN 1990, 105; METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 203.
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is unprecedented in the Late Hallstatt Age in southern Transdanubia. Unfortunately, in the
case of the large cemeteries in north-western Bosnia and Herzegovina the exact position of the
deceased is poorly documented, thus comparable examples cannot be found there, either.

In the other cases, whenever it was possible to detect such details, the arms had been bent
so that the hands were placed onto the ribcage. According to the observation of P. Medovi¢

27 and the same phenomenon was

this was a recurring element in the Stubarlija cemetery
documented in the Tolna-Mozs grave,””® both dated to the 5th century BC.*"” There are also
examples from the 4th century BC. The same pattern appears in the case of the Szeged-Kiskun-
dorozsma® and the Novi Sad?' graveyards and in the case of the Sid-Beljnjaca burial.** It
is worth mentioning that graves where the hands of the deceased lay in the pelvis area are
certainly not unprecedented either.?” It cannot be ruled out that such instances might have
existed among the excavated burials, however, their detection was made impossible by the

disturbances and secondary manipulations.

Disturbance may also hinder the determination of the orientation of the bodies. Based on
the relatively undisturbed examples, the W-E axis with minor inclinations either to north or
south seems predominant. There is only one truly obvious counterexample. The body of the
infant in Grave no. 9 was oriented towards north (Fig. 14.A).

It is worth drawing attention to the fact that E. Jerem has already highlighted the W-E axis
predominance in the Late Hallstatt Age, based on major graveyards in the north-western
Balkans and the Szentes-Vekerzug cemetery. o

The unearthed section of the Alsonyék ceme-
tery is certainly not an exception to the pattern
(Fig. 34). Neither is the largest Late Hallstatt
Age cemetery in southern Transdanubia.”* It is
important to note that while in the case of the
Szentlérinc cemetery orientation to the west is
predominant, older Late Hallstatt Age burials in
Trandanubia (e.g. the Beremend graves) show a
certain balance between numbers of graves ori-
ented towards east and west. Interestingly, with
only one exception, all graves of the recently

unearthed cemetery near Novi Sad were ori-

1807

ented towards west. Naturally, exceptions™ are
omnipresent, though not in great numbers.? Fig. 34. Orientation of the graves at Alsonyék.
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225 One notable example is the grave found near Szarazd-Gerenyaspuszta the longitudinal axis of which was
reportedly aligned to the N-S axis. Source: Nandor Fettich’s report (Hungarian National Museum, Archives.
Call no. 35.Gy.1)
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Structural features of the graves

Based on the graves hitherto excavated at Alsonyék, rectangular grave pits with rounded cor-
ners seem to be predominant. Nonetheless, there is some variability. For instance, while Grave
no. 12 had an almost ovoid shape, Grave no. 1 and Grave no. 7 among others had nearly orthog-
onal corners. Similarly to the situation in the case of the Szeged-Kiskundorozsma and Novi Sad
cemeteries the latter shape is more common.”’” Unfortunately, no such observations were made
or have not been published yet, at sites more closely located to the Alsonyék cemetery.

One of the most interesting features of the cemetery are the holes found in 7 out of the 16
graves. In each of these 7 graves there were either one or two holes of a diameter varying
usually between 20 and 40 cm along the longitudinal axis. It is worth emphasising that, due
mainly to the undocumented discovery of most burials, such features have not yet been
observed in any Late Hallstatt Age graves in the southern part of the Carpathian Basin,
though, it cannot be ruled out that the graves found near Beremend or Szarazd did not have
such holes deepened into the bottom of the grave pits. Unfortunately, such observations are
also missing in the case of the cemeteries in today’s northern Bosnia and Herzegovina.

The function of these features are rather perplexing. In 5 out of 7 cases the grave had two holes.
Grave no. 2 probably also had two but the grave pit has cut an older feature which might have
hindered the observation of the second posthole (Fig. 4). It is important to note that at least in
two cases the skeleton as well as the grave goods lay above these holes, hence it is conceiva-
ble that by the time the deceased was laid into the grave these holes had already been filled,
in other words they played their role of unknown nature before or during the funeral. Apart
from one example, none of the holes contained any finds. Consequently, depositing objects
into them could have hardly been the aim when digging these holes.

In the Neolithic cemetery near to the one under discussion, several examples of postholes
dug into the corners of the grave pits were observed. Based on their relatively large di-
mensions, scholars have argued that these might have been the foundations of a house of
the dead (Totenhaus).”® Although, such constructions above the Iron Age graves are hardly
conceivable for the above reasons, similar constructions are not unprecedented in Late Hall-
statt Age contexts, nevertheless. Two graves in the Buc¢any cemetery in today’s Slovakia had
postholes in the corners, but, as J. Bujna and P. Romsauer argue, the posts in them might
have rather served as grave markers. This scenario seems to be more conceivable in the case
of the Alsonyék cemetery, although, in two cases (Grave nos. 6 and 8) it is still a problem
that both the human remains and the grave goods lay on the filled holes (Fig 9; Fig. 12). The
fact however, that the disturbance in Grave nos. 2, 6 and 8 directly affected the area of the
upper part of the body might suggest that these graves were in some way marked. None-
theless, it is noteworthy that on the one hand disturbances were also detected in some of
those graves which did not have such postholes, moreover, there is one example, Grave no.
15, where no sign of secondary manipulation is visible in spite of the burial’s two postholes.

227 PILLING — UjVARI 2012, 229; AHBEIWR 2017, 34.
228 ZALAI-GAAL et al. 2012, 113.
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The chronological position of the graves

It is beyond doubt that in the Alsényék cemetery the items which allow the most precise dat-
ing are the Certosa fibulae.?”” Certosa brooches of Type V appeared in southern Transdanubia
at the end of the 6th or at the beginning of the next century BC.”* In other words, not long
after their emergence in northern Italy and Slovenia.”! It is worth noting, however, that the
case of Grave no. 2 near Beremend is rather exceptional and underlines that based on solely
the Certosa fibulae of Type V none of the burials at Alsonyék can be dated earlier than the
beginning of the 5th century BC. It is reasonable to argue, though, that given the resemblance
between Grave no. 8 at Alsonyék and Grave no. 2 at Beremend, the former might be dated to
the beginning or to the first half of the 5th century BC. The same applies to the chronological
position of Grave no. 2 at Alsonyék.

Dating Grave no. 15 is somewhat more problematic. Theoretically, the Certosa brooch of Type
V would allow a relatively early date, but according to Tecco Hvala belt clasps with central
bars appear in the graves of the Dolenjska group only during the second half of the Certosa
horizon,*” in other words in the case of the Alsonyék cemetery, the belt of the grave suggests
a slightly later dating. On the other hand, based on the fibula it is justified to assume that the
grave in fact precedes most burials of the Szentlérinc cemetery. As a result, it is reasonable to
argue that Grave no. 15 belongs to Horizon 9 of the relative chronological system H. Parzinger
proposed,® that is, it is more or less synchronous with the Szarazd and Paks-Gyapa burials as

well as the earliest graves of the Szentlérinc cemetery.

Among the graves hitherto unearthed at Alsonyék, Grave no. 1 is most likely the youngest.
The iron crossbow fibulae comprise the strongest evidence for this. In the Dolenjsko region
the use of this type of fibulae commenced at the beginning of the Negova horizon.** In ad-
dition, it is worth mentioning that in the case of the Szentlérinc cemetery they are mostly
associated with either Certosa XIllc and XIIIh type fibulae or brooches of the Early La Tene
style.” In other words, a dating to Horizon 9 or even 10 seems reasonable,” i.e. to the second
half or end of the 5th century BC.

Lastly, one might even entertain the idea that one Iron Age burial of the Alsonyék cemetery
predates the early 5th century BC. Certainly, the evidence for this is very thin, but the possi-
bility is worth taking into consideration. As already mentioned, according to M. Gavranovi¢’
perception knives similar to the one found in association with Grave no. 16 resemble the knives
of the Urnfield period.”” Similar knives came to light from the Statzendorf cemetery,”® from
graves dated to the Ha C1-C2 periods.”” Furthermore, the specimens found in the Sulmtal

229 DiIzDAR 2015, 53.

230 TIAJIABECTPA 1984, 67; PARZINGER 1989, 124; TERZAN 1990, 159; METZNER-NEBELSICK 2002, 418; POTREBICA —
DizDAR 2014, 154; D1zDAR 2019, 323.

231 TERZAN — CRESNAR 2014, 719.
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cemetery date to the first phase of the site.” The typological analysis of the urn found in this
grave would certainly provide valuable information regarding the chronological position of
the burial, but unfortunately, this is not possible at this point. It is worth mentioning though
that the horizontal knob on the side of the vessel alone does not rule out the possibility that
the grave is indeed earlier than the others.

One also has to raise awareness of the possibility that although they are not included in the pub-
lication of the Avar Age graves of the site** Graves 3, 4, and, especially, 5 might date to the Mi-
gration Period. This also leads us to emphasise for the need for further investigations at the site.

Conclusions

Ever since the discovery of the Szentl6rinc and Beremend cemeteries, these sites has funda-
mentally shaped our understanding of the Late Hallstatt Age of southern Transdanubia and
the southwestern part of the Carpathian Basin. However, they also raised several questions. In
my view, the Alsonyék cemetery proved to be essential in answering some of these questions,
especially those regarding burial customs. Firstly, it offers an explanation why burials like
those found near Beremend, Szarazd and Paks seem to be solitary, isolated graves. In addition,
besides the Szentl6rinc cemetery this site also proves that the funerary customs, especially
the rite of the burials is more diverse than previously thougth. Beyond the insight into the
funerary customs of the 5th century BC which the graveyard has already provided, attention
has to be brought to the vast potential this site still has.

Although it is only partially excavated, in terms of the number of burials the Alsonyék site
is already the second largest Middle Iron Age cemetery in the region between the Kapos and
Sava Rivers. Moreover, the number of graves in the area around the excavated section can
certainly still be significantly higher. Future investigations of the site may offer further insight
into the characteristics of the layout of the graveyard and the complex social as well as cultur-
al relations of the population who chose to inter their deceased here.

Acknowledgements

I would like to express my gratitude towards Janos Gabor Odor for kindly allowing me to work
with this remarkable assemblage. I am also indebted to Marta Vizi, Attila Czovek, and Antal
Csiszér for their ernourmus help during my visits to the Wosinszky Mér Museum ~ Szekszard.
Also, I am deeply grateful for Zoltan Czajlik’s guidance and invaluable advices.

This research was supported by the UNKP-18-2 New National Excellence Program of the Min-
istry of Human Capacities.

References

AHBEINR, [. 2017: Hanasu crapujer reosgenor go6a y okoaunn Hosor Cana (Artefacts from the Early
Iron Age in the Vicinity of Novi Sad). I'para 3a ITpoyuasarwe Cnomenuka Kyrmype Bojeodume
30, 32—-47.

240 DOBIAT 1980, 144.
241 Kovacsoczy 2017.

98



Middle Iron Age Cemetery from Alséonyék, Hungary

APCEHWJEBUR, C. 1998: ITokyIiiaj cHTe3e Hala3a rBO3JeHOJOOHUX acTparaIoNAHUX mojacesa. Balcanica
29, 7-34.

APCEHMIJEBUR, C. 2013: TlojacHe xonue u3 muarez 26030eH0z 0064 Ha MJTY 3anadHoz U UeHMPATHO2
Bankana. bama Jlyxka.

BAKARIC, L. - Kr1Z, B. — SOUFEK, M. 2006: Pretpovijesni jantar i staklo iz Prozora u Lici i Novog Mesta u Do-
lenjskaj (Prehistoric amber and glass from Prozor in Lika and Novo Mesto in Dolenjska). Zagreb.

BaLAzs KovAcs, S. 2015: A régi Sarkoz. A Wosinsky Mér Mizeum Evkényve 36, 217-298.

BenAc, A. — Covi¢, B. 1957: Glasinac. Teil Il - Die Eisenzeit. Katalog der vorgeschichtlichen Sammlung
des Landesmuseums in Sarajevo 2. Sarajevo.

BLECIC KAVUR, M. — JASAREVIC, A. 2016: The Known Unknown: New Archaeological ,Clothes” of
Ritesi¢. In: SirBU, V.-JEVTIC, M.-DMITROVIC, K.-LJUSTINA, M. (eds): Funerary Practices of the
Bronze and Iron Ages in Central and South-Eastern Europe. Proceedings of the 14th International
Colloquium of Funerary Archaeology in Calak, Serbia, 24th — 27th September 2015. Belgrad-
Cacak, 225-236.

BPYKHEP, O. 1959: Xammtatcka Hekporora xox [lopociosa. I'para 3a npoyuasare cnoMeHuka Kyismype
y Bojeodune 3, 5-17.

BRUNSMID, J. 1902: Prethistorijski predmeti iz Srijemske Zupanije. Vjesnik Arheoloskog muzeja u Za-
grebu 6, 68—86.

Bozi¢ D. 2016: Graves from the Certosa Phase in Early Iron Age Barrow 48 at Sti¢na. Prilozi Instituta
za arheologiju u Zagrebu 33, 155-170.

Bozi¢ D. — GAsPARI, A. — PIRKMAJER, D. 2020: Poznohalstatska grobova s Kovka nad Hrastnikom v
Zasavju (Late Hallstatt burials from Kovk above Hrastnik, in the Zasavje region [central Slove-
nia)). Arheoloski vestnik 71, 499-527. doi: 10.3986/AV.71.18

BujNa, J. - ROMSAUER, P. 1983: Spathallstatt- und frithlaténezeitliches Graberfeld in Bucany. Slovenska
Archeologia 31, 277-322.

CHOCHOROWSKI, J. 1985: Die Vekerzug-Kultur. Characteristik der Funde. Warszawa-Krakow.

CHYTRACEK, M. - GOLEC, M. — CHVOJKA, O. — METLICKA, M. — MICHALEK, J. - NOVOTNA, M. — FROL{K-
OVA, D. 2017: Jantar star$i doby Zelezné a prubéh jantarové stezky ve stiedni Evropé (Bernstein
der élteren Eisenzeit und der Verlauf der Bernsteinstrafe in Mitteleuropa). Pamatky archeolo-
gické 108, 121-256.

Covié, B. 1956: Ilirska nekropola u Carakovu (Nécropole illyrienne 4 tombes plates de Carakovo prés
de Prijedor). Glasnik Zemaljskog Muzeja Bosne i Hercegovine u Sarajevu 11, 187-204.

Covi¢, B. 1987a: Grupa Donja Dolina — Sanski most. In: GABROVEC, S. (ed.): Praistorija Jugoslavenskih
Zemalja V. Zeljezno Doba. Ljubljana, 232-286.

Covi¢, B. 1987b: Srednjobosanska grupa. In: GABROVEC, S. (ed.): Praistorija Jugoslavenskih Zemalja V.
Zeljezno Doba. Ljubljana, 481-528.

DI1zDAR, M. 1999: Zeljezno doba. In: D1ZDAR, M.~ISKRA-JANOSIC, L.-SkRIvANKO, M. K. (eds): Vinkovci u
svijetu arheologije: katalog izloZbe. Vinkovci, 39-50.

DizDAR, M. 2010: Kantharoi of Autochthonous — "Pannonian” Origin from the La Téne Culture Ceme-
tery in Zvonimirovo, Croatia. In: BERECKI, S. (ed.): Iron Age Communities in the Carpathian Ba-
sin. Proceedings of the International Colloquium from Targu Mures 9-11 October 2009. Bibliotheca
Mvsei Marisiensis — Seria Archaeologica 2. Cluj-Napoca, 297-307.

D1zpAR, M. 2015: Late Hallstatt Female Grave from Belisce. A Group of Late Hallstatt Finds in the
Lower Drava Valley. In: GUTJAHR, Ch.-TIEFENGRABER, G. (eds): Beitrdge zur Hallstattzeit am
Rande der Siidostalpen, Akten des 2. Wildoner Fachgespriches am 10. und 11. Juni 2010 in Wildon/
Stmk. Rahden/Westf., 45-60.

D1zDAR, M. 2019: New Late Hallstatt Finds from the Vinkovci Region (Eastern Croatia): A Contri-
bution to the Study of Impacts from the Balkans to the southeastern Carpathian Basin. In:

99


https://doi.org/10.3986/AV.71.18

Bence So6s

FiLrirovi¢, V.-BuraTtovi¢é, A.-KapuraN, A. (eds): 36opnuk Padosa y Yacm 80 2. Kusoma
Pacmka Bacuha. (Papers in Honour of Rastko Vasi¢ 80" Birthday). Belgrade, 319-344.

DizDAR, M. - ToNc, A. 2018: Not just a belt: Late Iron Age female costume in the south-east Carpathian
Basin. Cmapunap 68, 47-63. doi: 10.2298/STA1868047D

Dosiar, C. 1980: Das hallstattzeitliche Gréiberfeld von Kleinklein und seine Keramik. Schild von Steier
Beiheft 1. Graz.

Dosiar, C. 1982: Funde aus der Sammlung Mecklenburg. Kleine Schriften aus dem Vorgeschichtlichen
Seminar Marburg 12. Marburg.

DULAR, J. 1978: Podzemelj. Katalog najdb. Katalogi in Monografije 16. Ljubljana.

DULAR, ]. 2003: Halstatske nekropole Dolenjske (Die hallstattzeitlichen Nekropolen in Dolenjska). Opera
Instituti archaeologici Sloveniae 6. Ljubljana. doi: 10.3986/9789610502944

DuLAR, J. - S. TEcco HvaLaA 2007: South-eastern Slovenia in the Early Iron Age: Settlement — Economy —
Society (Jugovzhodna Slovenija v starejsi Zelenzni dobi: poselitev, gospodarstvo, druzba). Opera
Instituti archaeologici Sloveniae 12. Ljubljana.

Durkovic, E. 2009: Kora vaskori temeté Fertérakos-Kohidai diilén (Fritheisenzeitliches Griberfeld in
Fert6rakos-Kéhidai diil6). Communicationes Archaeologicae Hungariae, 51-83.

EGG, M. 1986: Italische Helme. Studien zu den dltereisenzeitlichen Helmen Italiens und der Alpen. Mon-
ographien des Romisch-Germanischen Museums 11. Mainz.

EGG, M. 1999: Waffenbriider? Eine ungewohnliche Bestattung der Frithlaténezeit in Novo mesto in
Slowenien. Jahrbuch des Romisch-Germanischen Zentralmuseums Mainz, 46, 317-356.

EGG, M 2006: Anmerkungen zu den Fiirstengrabern im Osthallstattkreis. In: CARNAP-BORNHEIM, C—
KRrAUSSE, D.-WEssE, A. (Hrsg.): Herrschaft, Tod, Bestattung: zu den vor- und friihgeschichtlichen
Prunkgrdbern als archdologisch-historische Quelle; Internationale Fachkonferenz Kiel 16.-19. Okto-
ber 2003. Universitatsforschungen zur prahistorischen Archaologie 139. Bonn, 41-60.

FEKETE, M. 1985: Rettungsgrabung fritheisenzeitlicher Hiigelgraber in Vaskeresztes. Acta Archaeologica
Acadaemiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 37, 33-78.

F1aLra, F. 1899: Das Flachgraberfeld und die prahistorische Ansiedlung in Sanskimost. Wissenschaftliche
Mitteilungen aus Bosnien und der Herzegowina 9, 62—128.

FIGLER, A. 2010: Hallstatt-kori halomsirok Nagybaratin (Hallstatt Age Tumuli in Nagybarati [Gy6ruj-
barat]). Arrabona 48, 7-48.

FiLirovi¢, V. — MLADENOVIC, O. 2017: Prilog proucavanju ¢lanaka astragalnih pojaseva sa teritorije
centralne i jugoisto¢ne Evrope (Contribution to the Study of Astragal Belt Segments from the
Territory of Central and Southeastern Europe). Prilozi Instituta za arheologiju u Zagrebu 34,
143-184.

Frey, O.-H. 1969: Die Entstehung der Situlenkunst. Studien zur figiirlich verzierten Toreutik von Este.
Romisch-germanische Forschungen 31. Berlin.

GAAL, A. 2001: Kés6 vaskori sir az S-9-es 1t teriiletérdl (Spateisenzeitliches Grab vom Gebiet der Au-
tostrafle S9). In: GAAL, A. (ed.): Tolna megye évszazadai a régészet tiikrében. Szekszard, 27-30.

GABROVEC, S. 1987a: Dolenjska grupa. In: GABROVEC, S. (ed.): Praistorija Jugoslavenskih Zemalja V.
Zeljezno Doba. Ljubljana, 29-119.

GABROVEG, S. 1987b: Svetolucijska grupa. In: GABROVEC, S. (ed.): Praistorija Jugoslavenskih Zemalja V.
Zeljezno Doba. Ljubljana, 120-150.

GAL, K. - MOLNAR, A. 2004: Sé-Doberdé. Az 1998-as és 2001-es asatasok vaskori leletenyaga (Hallstatt-
und Lateénezeitliche Siedlungsreste aus Sé, Komitat Vas). Savaria 28, 159-230.

TAPATIIAHVH, M. 1973: ITpaucmopuja ra miry Cn. Cpbuje. Beorpan.

GASPARI, A. — MLINAR, M. 2005: Grave with a machaira from Most na Soci. Last versions of single-
edged swords with a bent hilt. Arheoloski Vestnik 56, 169-186.

100


https://doi.org/10.2298/STA1868047D
https://doi.org/10.3986/9789610502944

Middle Iron Age Cemetery from Alséonyék, Hungary

GAT1, Cs. 2014: On the Crossroads of Cultures. Cultural and Trade Connections of the Site of Szajk in
South Transdanubia. In: BERECKL, S. (ed.): Iron Age Crafts and Craftsmen in the Carpathian Basin.
Proceedings of the International Colloquium from Targu Mures 10-13 October 2013. Bibliotheca
Mvsei Marisiensis — Seria Archaeologica 7. Targu Mures, 115-138.

GAVRANOVIC, M. 2011: Die Spdtbronze- und Friiheisenzeit in Bosnien. Universitatsforschungen zur pra-
historischen Archéologie 195. Bonn.

GUSTIN, M. — TERZAN, B. 1977: Beitrige zu den vorgeschichtlichen Beziehungen zwischen dem Stidost-
alpengebiet, dem nordwestlichen Balkan und sem siidlichen Pannonien im 5. Jahrhundert. In:
MARKoOTIC, V (ed.): Ancient Europe and the Mediterranean: Studies presented in honour of Hugh
Hencken. Warminster, 77—89.

HoRrNAK, M. 2006: Prispevok k historickej interpretacii sklenenych koralikov v severovychodoalpskej
oblasti halstatskej kultury a vo vekerzugskej kultire (Ein Beitrag zur historischen Interpreta-
tion der Glasperlen auf dem Nordostalpengebiet der Hallstattkultur und in der Vekerzugkultur).
Studia Historica Nitriensia 13, 37—47.

ILon, G. 2017: Skythische Spiralringe oder Piercings aus West-Transdanubien und ihre Symbolik
(Scythian spiral jewellery or piercings from West-Transdanubia and their symbolic meaning).
In: HECKOVA, J. (ed.): Mimoriadne ¢islo Casopisu venované Zivotnému jubilee prof. Petra Romsau-
era: Sedem Decénii Petra Romsauera. Studia Historica Nitriensia — Supplementum, Nitra, 97-116.
doi: 10.17846/SHN.2017.21.5.97-116

JASAREVIC, A. 2017: Zaboravljeni grobovi iz Donje Doline (The Forgotten Graves from Donja Dolina).
Glasnik Zemaljskog Muzeja Bosne i Hercegovine u Sarajevu 54, 7-30.

JEREM, E. 1968: The Late Iron Age Cemetery of Szentl6rinc. Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scientiarum
Hungaricae 20, 159-208.

JEREM, E. 1973: Zur Geschichte der spaten Eisenzeit in Transdanubien. Spateisenzeitliche Grabfunde
von Beremend. Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 25, 65—86.

JEREM, E. 1974: Handelsbeiehungen zwsichen der Balkanhalbinsel und dem Karpatenbecken im IV. und
V. Jahrhundert v. u. Z. In: CHROPOVSKY, B. (ed.): Symposium zu Problemen der jiingeren Hallstatt-
zeit in Mitteleuropa. Bratislava, 229-242.

JEREM, E. 1981: Siidliche Beziehungen einiger hallstattzeitlichen Fundtypen Transdanubiens. Materijali
Saveza arheoloskih drustava Jugoslavije 19, 201-220.

JEREM, E. 1987: Die iltesten Korperbestattungen im Osthallstattkreis. Mitteilungen der Osterreichischen
Arbeitsgemeinschaft fiir Ur- und Frithgeschichte 37, 91-101.

JErEM, E. 1996: Zur Ethnogenese der Ostkelten — Spéthallstatt- und frithlaténezeitliche Graberfel-
der zwischen Traisental und Donauknie. In: JEREM, E.~KRENN-LEEB, A.-NEUGEBAUER, J.-W.—
UrsAN, O. H. (eds): Die Kelten in den Alpen und an der Donau: Akten des Internationalen Sym-
posiums, St. Polten, 14.-18. Oktober 1992. Budapest, 91-110.

JEVTIC, M. 2016a: Basarabi and Ferigile Finds on the Border Between the Carpathian Basin and Central
Balkans. Contributions to the Early Iron Age Chronology. In: BERECKI, S. (ed.): Iron Age Chro-
nology in the Carpathian Basin. Proceedings of the International Colloquium from Targu Mures,
8-10 October 2015. Bibliotheca Musei Marisiensis — Series Archaeologica 12. Cluj-Napoca, 9-18.

JeEvTIC, M. 2016b: On frunerary ritual in the princely tumulus in Pilatovi¢i near Pozega. In: SirBU, V.-
Jevti¢, M.-Dmrtrovi¢, K.-LjuSTINA, M. (eds.): Funerary Practices of the Bronze and Iron Ages in
Central and South-Eastern Europe. Proceedings of the 14th International Colloquium of Funerary
Archaeology in Cacak, Serbia, 24th—27th September 2015. Belgrad—Cacak, 257-270.

Jovanovi¢, M. 1998: Astragalni pojasevi na podruéju centralnog Balkana i jugoisto¢ne Evrope (Astra-
galoid Belts in the Region of the Centrals Balkans and Southeast Europas). Pao My3eja Bojeéooune
40, 39-96.

HorvArtH, L. 2015: K6zéps6 vaskori 6nt6formak Alsopahokrol (Middle Iron Age Moulds from Alsé-
pahok). Archaeologiai Ertesits 140, 229-255. doi: 10.1556/0208.2015.140.9

101


https://doi.org/10.17846/SHN.2017.21.S.97-116
https://doi.org/10.1556/0208.2015.140.9

Bence So6s

KapPURAN, A. 2013: Late Hallstatt Pottery from North-Eastern Serbia (6th to 4th century BC). Cmapunap
63, 23-51. doi: 10.2298/STA1363023K

KELLER, Ch. 2015: Die Rekonstruktion sozialer Gruppen der Hallstattzeit zwischen Enns und Donau. Eine
statistische Analyse. Berliner Archéologische Forschungen 14. Berlin.

KemENCZEL, T. 2002: Beitrage zur Schmuckmode der Alfold-Gruppe skythischer Pragung (Adatok a
szkita jellegi Alfold-csoport ékszerdivatjahoz). Folia Archaeologia 49-50, 29-77.

KeMmENczEr, T. 2009: Studien zu den Denkmadlern skythisch geprdgter Alfold-Gruppe. Inventarta Praehis-
torica Hungariae 12. Budapest.

KeMENczEr, T. 2010: Funde der skythisch gepragten Alfold-Gruppe in Transdanubien. Folia Archaeolo-
gia 54, 101-125.

KrimscHA, F. — BLascHKE, W. — THIELE, E. 2012: Bemerkungen zu Vorkommen, Verbreitung und Be-
deutung iiberdimensionierter Lanzen der europédischen Eisenzeit. Archdologisches Korrespon-
denzblatt 42, 351-369.

KMETOVA, P. 2017: Contacts between the Late Hallstatt groups of the Pannonian Basin, the south-east
Alpine Hallstatt region and ancient Veneti from the perspective of horse burials In: TREFNY,
M. - JENNINGS, B. (eds.): Inter-regional contacts during the first millenium B.C. in Europe. Hradec
Krélové, 92-117.

KnEz, T. 1986: Novo mesto I HalStatski grobovi (Hallstattzeitliche Graber). Carniola archaeologica 1.
Novo mesto.

Komenus, J. 2012: O jeqHOM HOBHjeM Halasy U3 rsospneHor goda y Cpemy. Cmapunap 62, 107-112.

KoRroSEc, J. 1943: Noviji neobjavljeni predmeti predpoviestne zbirke (Nekoliko novih nalaza sa gradine
“Grad” iznad Semizovca). Glasnik Zemaljskog Muzeja u Sarajevu 54, 51-59.

Kovacsoczky, B. 2017: Alsonyék-Elkeriilé ut 2. lel6hely avar kori temet6je 1. (Friedhof des Fundortesin
Alsonyék-Umgehungstrafie 2. aus der Awarenzeit 1.). A Wosinsky Mér Mizeum Evkonyve 39,
95-233.

KozuBoVA, A. 2013: Pohrebiska vekerzugskej kultury v chotine na juhozapadnom Slovensku. Dissertatio-
nes Archaeologicae Bratislavenses 1. Bratislava.

KR1z, B. - JEREB, M. — TERZAN, B. 2014: Novo mesto-Kandija. In: TERZAN, B. - CRESNAR, M. (eds.): Abso-
lutno datiranje bronaste in zelezne dobe na Slovenskem (Absolute Dating of the Bronze and Iron
Ages in Slovenia). Katalogi in Monografije 40. Ljubljana, 473-484.

KRrRoOMER, K. 1959: Brezje. Halstatske gomile z Brezij pri Trebelnem (Brezje. Hallstattische Hiigelgraber
aus Brezje bei Trebelno). Arheoloski Katalogi Slovenije 2. Ljubljana.

KuUNTER, K. 1995: Schichtaugenperlen. Glasperlen der vorrémischen Eisenzeit 4. Marburger Studien zur
vor- und Frithgeschichte 18. Marburg.

LAZAR, J. 1955: Hallstatt-kori tumulusok a Sag-hegy tavolabbi kornyékérél (Hallstattzeitliche Tumuli
aus der weiteren Umgebung des Sagberges, Westungarn). Archaeologiai Ertesits 82, 202—211.

LENGYEL, . 1959: A halimbai (Veszprém megye) koravaskori temeté (La Cimetiére du premier Age du
Fer de Halimba). Archaeologiai Ertesits 86, 159—-169.

MaJNARIC-PANDZIC, N. 2002: Multi-headed ,,Pins” of the Donja Dolina Type Revisited. Godisnjak Cen-
tra za balkanoloska ispitivanja 32, 283-292.

MajNARIC-PANDZIC, N. 2003: Ein spéthallstattzeitliches Graberfeld in Vinkovei (Nordostkroatien) und
das Problem eines neuen Phidnomens der Pferdausstattung in diesem Gebiet. Germania 81,
481-511.

MARCHESETTI, C. 1993: Scritti sulla necropoli di S. Lucia di Tolmino (Scavi 1884—1902). Trieste.
MARIC, Z. 1964: Donja dolina. Glasnik Zemaljskog Muzeja Bosne i Hercegovine u Sarajevu 19, 5-128.

MARIC, Z. 1971: Die japodischen Nekropolen im Unatal. Wissenschaftliche Mitteilungen des Bosnisch-Her-
zegowinischen Landesmuseums, A — Archdologie 1, 13-96.

102


https://doi.org/10.2298/STA1363023K

Middle Iron Age Cemetery from Alséonyék, Hungary

MARIJAN, B. 1986: Zajednicka grobnica Zeljeznog doba iz Vasarovina kod Livna. Glasnik Zemaljskog
Muzeja Bosne i Hercegovine u Sarajevu — Arheologija 40/41, 23-38.

MARTON, L: 1933: A korai La Tene-kultura Magyarorszagon (Die Friithlatenezeit in Ungarn). Archaeolo-
gia Hungarica 11. Budapest.

MEDOVIC, P. 2007: Stubarlija Nekropola Naselja Feudvar kod Mosorina (Backa). Muzej Vojvodine: Pose-
bna izdanja 20. Novi Sad.

MEebpovi¢, P. — MEDOVIC, 1. 2011: Gradina na Bosutu. Naselja starijeg gvozdenog doba. Novi Sad.

METZNER-NEBELSICK, C. 2002: Der ,, Thrako-Kimmerische“ Formenkreis aus der Sicht der Urnenfelder- und
Hallstattzeit im siidostlichen Pannonien. Vorgeschichtliche Forschungen 23. Rahden/Westf.

MrTHAY, S. 1980: A vaszari koravaskori temeté és telephely (Gréberfeld und Siedlung von Vaszar aus
der Fritheisenzeit). Archaeologiai FErtesité 107, 53-78.

Nacy, L. 1939: A kozéprépaspusztai (Veszprém megye) kora-vaskori temeté (Das fritheisenzeitliche
Gréberfeld von Puszta Kozéprépas [Komitat Veszpréml). Folia Archaeologica 1, 39-57.

OszTAs, A. - BANFFY, E. — ZALAI-GAAL, L. - Oross, K. — MARTON, T. — SomoGyr, K. 2013: Alsonyék—Bata-
szék: introduction to a major Neolithic settlement complex in south-east Transdanubia. Berichte
der Romisch-Germanischen Komission 94, 7-22.

[TanaBectpa, A. 1984: Knesescku epobosu cmapujee 26030eHo0z 006a Ha yenmpaniom bankarny. Beorpan.

PArDUCZ, M. 1955: Le cimetiere halstattien de Szentes-Vekerzug III. Acta Archaeologica Academiae
Scientiarum Hungaricae 6, 1-19.

PArDUCZ, M. 1966: The Scythian Age Cemetery at Tapidszele. Acta Archaeologica Academiae Scien-
tiarum Hungaricae 18, 43-112.

PARKER PEARSON, M. 2001: The Archaeology of Death and Burial. Bryan, Texas.

PARZINGER, H. 1989: Chronologie der Spdthallstatt- und Friihlaténe-Zeit: Studien zu Fundgruppen zwi-
schen Mosel und Save. Quellen und Forschungen zur prahistorischen und provinzialromischen
Archéologie 4. Weinheim.

PATEK, E. 1982: Die hallstattzeitlichen Glasperlen Transdanubiens. Savaria 16, 161-180.

PATEK, E. 1993: Westungarn in der Hallstattzeit. Qvellen und Forschungen zur Préhistorie und provin-
cialrémische Archieologie 7. Weinheim.

PrLuc, H. 1988: Korinthische Helme. In: BorTini, A.-voN Hasg, F.-W.-EcG, M.-PrLuG, H.-
ScHAAF, U.-SCHAUER, P.-WAURICK, G.: Antike Helme. Sammlung Lipperheide und andere Bestdn-
de des Antikensmuseums Berlin. Monographien des Romisch-Germanischen Museums 14. Mainz,
65-106.

PiLLING, Z. — UyvARy, F. 2012: Tron Age Settlement and Cemetery from Szeged-Kiskundorozsma. In:
BERECK], S. (ed.): Iron Age Rites and Rituals in the Carpathian Basin. Proceedings of the Inter-
national Colloquium from Targu Mures 7-9 October 2011. Bibliotheca Mvsei Marisiensis — Seria
Archaeologica 5. Targu Mures, 217-248.

Porovi¢, P. 1996: Early La Téne Between Pannonia and the Balkans. Cmapunap 47, 105-125.

POTREBICA, H. 2008: Contacts between Greece and Pannonia in the Early Iron Age - With Special Con-
cern to the Area of Thessalonica. In: BIeHL, P. F.-RassamAKIN, Y. Y. (eds): Import and Imitation
in Archaeology. Langenweif3bach, 187-212.

PoTREBICA, H. — D1ZDAR, M. 2014: Late Hallstatt and Early La Téne Gold and Silver Beads in Southeast
Pannonia. In: GospeN, Ch.-CRAWFORD, S.-ULMSCHNEIDER, K. (eds): Celtic Art in Europe — Mak-
ing Connections. Essays in honour of Vincent Megaw on his 80th birthday. Oxford, 152-158. doi:
10.2307/j.ctvh1dqs8.21

PriMAs, M. 2007: Spinnwirtel im Grab — zum Symbolgehalt einer Beigabe. In: BLECIC, M.-CRESNAR, M.—
HANSEL, B. (eds): Scripta praehistorica in honorem Biba TerZan. Situla 44. Ljubljana, 301-312.

RapIMsKy, R. 1895: Die Nekropole von Jerezine in Pritoka bei Biha¢. Wissenschaftliche Mitteilungen aus
Bosnien und der Herzegowina 3, 60—-218.

103


https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvh1dqs8.21

Bence So6s

RassMANN, K. - MiscHKA, C. —=FURHOLT, M. - OHLRAU, R. ~ RADLOFF, K. - WINKELMANN, K. - SERLEGI, G. -
MaRrTON, T. — OszTAs, A. — Oross, K. - BANFFY, E. 2015: Large Scale Geomagnetic Prospection
on Neolothic Sites in Hungary 1. Hungarian Archaeology 2015 Spring, http://files.archaeolingua.
hu/2015TA/Rassmann_E15TA.pdf (last access: 09.02.2021).

ReBAy, K. 2006: Das hallstattzeitliche Grdberfeld von Statzendorf in Niederosterreich. Moglichkeiten und
Grenzen der Interpretation von Sozialindexberechnungen. Universitatsforschungen zur prahisto-
rischen Archéologie 135. Bonn.

REBAY-SALISBURY, K. 2016: The Human Body in Early Iron Age Central Europe. London—-New York. doi:
10.4324/9781315277233

Rusroru, A. 2012. The Celts and Indigenous Populations from the Southern Carpathian Basin. In:
BERECKTL, S. (ed): Iron Age Rites and Rituals in the Carpathian Basin. Proceedings of the Inter-
national Colloquium from Targu Mures 7-9 October 2011. Bibliotheca Mvsei Marisiensis — Seria
Archaeologica 5. Targu Mures, 357-390.

ScHWELLNUS, F. 2011: Die Siedlung von Sopron-Krautacker (Westungarn) in der spaten Hallstatt- und
frithen Latenezeit. Archdologischer Korrespondenzblatt 41, 359-373.

STARE, V. 1965: Zeleznodobne gomile na Vinkovem vrhu (Eisenzeitliche Grabhiigel auf Vinkov vrh).
Arheoloski vestnik 15-16, 215-257.

STARE, V. 1973a: Prazgodovina Smarjete. Katalogi in monografije 10. Ljubljana.

STARE, V. 1973b: Gomile pod Koriti na Dolenjskem (Hiigelgraber bei Korita in Dolenjsko). Arheoloski
Vestnik 24, 744-765.

SzaBO, M. 2012: Celtes et Pannons dans le Sud-Est de la Transdaubie. Acta Archaeologica Academiae
Scientiarum Hungaricae 63, 351-366. doi: 10.1556/AArch.63.2012.2.4

Tecco Hvala, S. 2012: Magdalenska gora. Druzbena struktura in grobni rituali Zeleznodobne skupnosti
(Magdalenska gora. Social structure and burial rites of the Iron Age community). Opera Instituti
Archaeologici Sloveniae 26. Ljubljana. doi: 10.3986/9789612546007

Tecco HvALa, S. 2017: Molnik pri Ljubljani v zelezni dobi (The Iron Age site at Molnik near Ljubljana).
Opera Instituti Archaeologici Sloveniae 36. Ljubljana 2017. doi: 10.3986/9789610503750

Tecco HvaLA, S. — DULAR, J. - Kocuvan, E. 2004: Zeleznodobne gomile na Magdalenski Gora (Eisen-
zeitliche Grabhiigel auf der Magdalenska Gora). Katalogi in Monografije 36. Ljubljana.

TERZAN, B. 1977a: Certoska fibula (Die Certosafibel). Arheoloski vestnik 27, 317-536.

TERZAN, B. 1977b: O horizontu bojevniskih grobov med Padom in Donavo v 5. in 4. stol. pr. n. §t. (Horizon
of Warrior Tombs found in the Fifth and Fourth Centuries B.C. in the Territory between the
Po and the Danube). In: GUSTIN, M.-GROSMAN, D.-TUSEK, M. L. (eds): Keltske $tudije. Posavski
muzej BreZice 4. BrezZice, 9-21.

TERZAN, B. 1986: Zur gesellschaftsstruktur wéahrend der alteren Hallstattzeit im Ostalpen-Westpann-
onischen Gebiet. In: TOROK, L. (ed.): Hallstatt Kolloquium Veszprém, 1984. Antaeus — Beiheft 3.
Budapest, 227-244.

TERZAN, B. 1990: Starej$a Zelezna doba na slovenskem Stajerskem (The early iron age in Slovenian Sty-
ria). Katalogi in monografija 25. Ljubljana.

TERZAN, B. 1994: Uberlegungen zum sozialen Status des Handwerkers in der frithen Eisenzeit Stidost-
europas. In: DoBiaT, C. (ed): Festschrift fiir Otto-Herman Frey zum 65. Geburtstag. Marburger
Studien zur Vor- und Frithgeschichte 16. Marburg, 659-669.

TERZAN, B. 1997: Heros der Hallstattzeit. Beobachtungen zum Status an Grébern um das Caput Adri-
ae. In: BECKER, C.-DUNKELMANN, M.-L.-METZNER-NEBELSICK, C. (eds): Chronos. Beitrdge zur
prahistorischen Archdologie zwischen Nord- und Siidosteuropa. Festschrift fiir Bernhard Hdnsel.
Internationale Archiologie — Studia honoraria 1. Espelkamp, 653-669.

TERZAN, B. 1998: Auswirkungen des skythisch gepragten Kulturkreises auf die hallstattzeitlichen Kul-
turgruppen Pannoniens und des Ostalpenraumes. In: HANSEL, B.-MACHNIK, J. (eds): Das Kar-

104


https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315277233
https://doi.org/10.1556/AArch.63.2012.2.4
https://doi.org/10.3986/9789612546007
https://doi.org/10.3986/9789610503750

Middle Iron Age Cemetery from Alséonyék, Hungary

patenbecken und die osteuropdische Steppe. Prihistorische Archiologie in Stidosteuropa 12. Siid-
osteuropa-Schriften 20. Rahden/Westf., 511-560.

TERZAN, B. — CRESNAR, M. 2014: Poskus absolutnega datiranja starejse zelezne dobe na Slovenskem
(Attempt at an Absolute Dating of the Early Iron Age in Slovenia). In: TERZAN, B.—-CRESNAR, M.
(eds): Absolutno datiranje bronaste in zZelezne dobe na Slovenskem (Absolute Dating of the Bronze
and Iron Ages in Slovenia). Katalogi in monografije 40. Ljubljana, 703-724.
TERZAN, B. — Lo ScH1Avo, F. - TRAMPUZ-OREL, N. 1985: Most na So¢i (S. Lucia) II. Szombathyjeva izko-
pavanja (die Ausgrabungen von J. Szombathy). Catalogi et Monographiae 23. Ljubljana.
TopoROVIC, J. 1965: Ein Beitrag zur stilistischen und zeitlichen Bestimmung der astragaloiden Giirtel
in Jugoslawien. Archaeologia Iugoslavica 5-6, 45—48.

TOROK, GY. 1950: Pécs-jakabhegyi foldvar és tumulusok (The earthwork and tumuli of Pécs-Jakabhegy).
Archaeologiai Ertesité 77, 4-9.

TPAJKOBUR, [1. 2008: Hengeno. Hekponone cmapujez e6030enoz doba ko0 [opocnosa (Depfeld: Early Iron
Age Necropolis at Doroslovo). Sombor.

TRUHELKA, C. 1904: Der vorgeschichtliche Pfahlbau im Savebette bei Donja Dolina. Wissenschaftliche
Mitteilungen aus Bosnien und der Herzegowina 9, 3-170.

Turk, P. 2009: Belt hook. In: TUurk, P.-IsTENIC, J.-KNI1FIC, T.-NABERGO], T. (eds): The Ljubljanica -
a River and its Past. Ljubljana, 242-243.

Vasi¢, R. 1989: Jedan prilog proucavanju Sremske grupe (Une Contribution a ’étude du Grupe de
Syrmie). Godisnjak Centra za balkanoloska ispitivanja 25, 103—113.

BACUR, P. 2009: Benenike o ['macunuily — xpoHoioruja kueskeBckux rpobosa (Notes on Glasinac — the
Chronology of Princely Graves). Cmapunap 59, 109-118. doi: 10.2298/STA0959109V

BACMIBEBI'R, M. 1976: Hanasu crapujer reosnesor nob6a y lllanmy. Cmapunap 27, 167-174. doi: 10.5652/
kokusaikeizai.1976.167

VULPE, A. 1967: Necropola hallstattiana de la Ferigile. Monografie arheologica. Biblioteca de arheologie
11. Bucuresti.

ZALAI-GAAL, I. — OszTAs, A. — KOHLER, K. 2012: Totenbrett Oder Totenhtitte? Zur Struktur der Graber
der Lengyel-Kultur mit Pfostenstellung in Siidtransdanubien. Acta Archaeologica Academiae
Scientiarum Hungaricae 63, 69-116. doi: 10.1556/AArch.63.2012.1.3

105


https://doi.org/10.2298/STA0959109V
https://doi.org/10.5652/kokusaikeizai.1976.167
https://doi.org/10.5652/kokusaikeizai.1976.167
https://doi.org/10.1556/AArch.63.2012.1.3




