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2015. oktober 14-16. kozott a miskolci Herman Ott6 Muzeum rendezte meg a IX. MQMOX kon-
ferenciat, vagyis az Oskoros Kutatok IX. Osszejovetelét. E konferenciasorozat 1997-ben indult
utjara, és hagyomanyosan kétévente, mindig egy meghatarozott témakorben ad lehetéséget
az 6srégészet kutatdinak ujabb eredményeik bemutatasara. Debrecen, Szombathely, Készeg
és Szazhalombatta utan Miskolc varosa el6szor adott otthont a programnak.

A konferencia témaja ezuttal ,A ritualé régészete” volt, a tematika kidolgozasat az ELTE BTK
Régészettudomanyi Intézetének kutatoi segitették. A felvezetd és 6sszefoglald el6adasokon tul
a Strukturalt depozitumok; Ritualis cselekvésmodok és ritualis specialistak; Ritualis tér (ritualis
épitmények, ritualis taj, ritualis térhasznalat); valamint a Temetkezések mint ritualis cselekvés-
formak altémak koré rendez6dott a program. A konferencia {6 célja az volt, hogy kozosen
szamba vegyiik azokat a jelenségeket, melyek ebben a korben értelmezhetéek, titkoztessiik
az eltéré6 megkozelitéseket, interpretaciokat, és kozos fogalmi keretet alakitsunk ki — hiszen
a kutatas igy tud megujulni, fejlédni.

Ezeknek a céloknak csak részben tudtunk megfelelni, a konferenciat mégis eredményesen
zartuk. A harom nap alatt 31 el6adas hangzott el, mellettitk 12 poszter is bemutatasra keriilt.
A résztvevd 120 kutatot és érdekl6dét rendhagyd modon fogadd ,Pannon-tenger Muzeum”
hangulatos helyszinnek bizonyult, és sokat jelentett, hogy a szervezésben a Mizeum munka-
tarsai és a kozel 40 f6s Régészeti Tar egy emberként vett részt.

Az esemény Ota eltelt négy évben tobb kutaté munkaja is megjelent, igy ebben a kotetben
tizennégy tanulmany kapott helyet. A kozlések a konferencia altémait felbontva, immar id6-
rendi sorrendben, a kékorszaktol a vaskor végéig foglalkoznak a ,ritualé régészetével”, ered-
ményeiket egy kulturalis antropoldgiai tanulmany egésziti ki. A kotet kiadasa egy sikertelen
palyazatot kovetéen a Herman Ott6 Muzeumban anyagi nehézségekbe titkozott, emiatt
a Szervez6k nevében szeretnénk megkoszonni az ELTE BTK Régészettudomanyi Intézetének
a lehetéséget, és kiilonosen Vaczi Gabor aldozatos munkajat, amelynek révén a Dissertationes
Archaeologicae sorozat Supplementum koteteként végiil mégis hozzaférhetévé valhat a kutatas
és az érdekl6dék szamara.

DissArcH Supplementum 3. 7. DOI: 10.17204/dissarch.suppl3.7






Grindstone: Grinding... and Human Sacrifice? Why?

GABOR ILON
9662 Mesterhaza, Kossuth u. 2.

ilon.gabor56 @gmail.com

Abstract

Three features, dated to diverse periods of prehistory (Neolithic: Transdanubian Linear Pottery Culture;
Bronze Age: Tumulus culture; Iron Age: Celtic Period) are presented in the current study. One of our main
goals is to encourage the introduction of an otherwise generally accepted protocol for the investigation and
sampling of similar phenomena to Hungarian archaeological research. The method focuses on the exam-
ination of 1, complete or partial human skeletal remains; 2, complete or partial animal skeletal remains;
3, offerings according to social position; 4, tools for food preparation and equipment of the ritual feast;
5, traces of burning or fire; 6, patterns of the action sequence burning—fragmenting—scattering, together with
material analyses for all samples. This way a categorization of the results might open a possibility for a more
adequate interpretation. The features under study fall into category A in Joanna Briick’s classification system
of human skeletal remains,’ but I regard the phenomena also containing grindstones a subcategory. The ritual
in the course of which these were created might have been practiced for millenia in an unchanged form; its
possible interpretation was described by Istvan Toth. According to our view such actions represent the liminal
zone between the worlds of the living and the dead.

Three features, dated to diverse periods of prehistory (Neolithic: Transdanubian Linear Pot-
tery Culture; Bronze Age: Tumulus culture; Iron Age: Celtic Period) are presented in the
current study. All were unearthed by the author in sites in Gyér-Moson-Sopron as well as
in Vas County: Szombathely-Oladi plato, Szombathely-Reiszig erd6 alatti d(il6, and Ménf6-
csanak-Széles-foldek. The three phenomena share the very same basic character:

« all of them contain human remains
« with complete or fragmented grindstones around the bones
« with charred wood and burnt clay debris in their infills (Figs 2-3, 5, Tab. 1).

The interpretation of these phenomena - as e.g. a rite or a microhistorical event — only be-
comes possible by the incorporation of as many results of diverse relevant scientific studies
as possible (e.g. pits with burnt animal and human remains? at a horizontal settlement of the
Baden Culture, or at a Bronze Age tell).? The current study intends to highlight the importance
of this approach, and the author wishes to press the introduction of the described protocol
into everyday field routine of the Hungarian archaeological research, as otherways there is
no real chance to reach new, relevant conclusions. Only this approach may yield series of data
suitable for statistical processing.*

Brick 1995, Table 1.

Sava et al. 2012, 62-67, Fig. 20; GoGALTAN 2012, 19, PL. IV/1.
HANSEN 2016, 212.

LuLL et al. 2016.

AW DN =

DissArcH Supplementum 3. 241-258. DOI: 10.17204/dissarch.suppl3.241



Gabor ILon

\ - /_._z. /' -
BT OLADI PLATO e i
M _"\2006-2007. EVI-FELTARAS 3
5P TRt Ny %2 ARG
TR :si“w /’L
: P\ sl
TN 5 N B
.“ -\II. ".-.J__..,-’ '-./-\\\ \ A
) e
=l %e.-
e T Y
A
hoa "i%
i 3
<
AEMOY
1 3
£
% § Kapor u.
€ (el |
|OLADI PLATO L |
2006-2008, EV| FELTARAS |
Szamoeg - --——-___‘_‘_'-.‘.I \
5mu. II_.
—
|
1
""‘"“‘Wﬂaﬁm |
PARKERDEI UTI LAKUPARK
2005. EVI FELTARAS
%
e =
Wt
u.Ww
‘n‘ -
ob
|, Janes E
e

A Parkerdei Uti lakopark és az Oladi platé
feltarasok dsszesitd rajzai
2005-2008.

Asatas vezezet6: llon Gabor,

M= 1:1000

Mérte: Vamos Gabor (2005-2008.)
Osszedllitotta: Isztin Gyula (2014.)

ﬂi

§
0 3.....,. B 100 125 250 m
D e — —
— LT
|
—
XA
t
M. Janog Pal et
|
\ 1 = %
1 .L 7 -3
\'. % | E A ook
1 /" %
\ e / 2
Y
\ \
\ \
'1 Kozmdn kivili dOi6 (Vizmd)
= 2005, EVI FELTARAS
Arm . g
Kaplakan u. —
Jeikules:
i o i D
~tarherstch oy T

Fig. 1. Survey map of Szombathely-Oladi plat6é. An arrow marks the pit’s position (survey by Gabor

Vamos, prepared by Gyula Isztin).
1. kép. Szombathely-Oladi platé feltarasi 6sszesitéje. A nyil a
Gabor, készitette: Isztin Gyula).
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Grindstone: grinding... and human sacrifice? Why?
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Fig. 2. Szombathely-Oladi plat6. 1-2 — Feature 71/D
during excavation, 3 - its radiocarbon age

(photo by Gabor Ilon).

2. kép. Szombathely-Oladi platé. 1-2 - A 71/D
g6dor feltaras kozben, 3 — a godor “C kora

(fotd: Tlon Gabor).

Case studies

Szombathely-Oladi platéo (Vas County) is
located on top of a hill chain, farther from
the valley of the Perint stream. The main
historic periods present are the Neolithic
and the Copper Age. In feature 71/D, a pit
of the Middle Neolithic Transdanubian Lin-
ear Pottery Culture the skeletal remains of
two humans were unearthed, together with
grindstones (Figs 1-2, Tab. 1). One of them
was a young woman, her intact body lying
in a crouched position, heading north-
wards, while the decayed remains of an
older man were scattered by the pit’s walls
in an elongated patch directed SW-NE.
Can this be a collective burial® or a double
grave in the settlement? Or perhaps a dou-
ble sacrifice? There was not any mark of a
violent death on the bones. Good analogies
and remarkable interpretations are known
from Germany (single burial with a grind-
stone).® It would require a comparative
study involving the archaeological record
of several sites to reveal any connection
between the sex, body position, and state of
decomposition of the individuals (Tab. 1)
A superficial survey of literature did not
yield any collective burials or human depos-
its with grindstones west of the study area.®

The pit’s position in relation to the set-
tlement’s structure may be described and
interpreted with caution. The quality of
interpretation is largely affected by a com-
promised excavation method forced upon
us by autorithies,” which resulted in open
excavation carried out only where the dis-

tribution of the phenomena made it necessary: in a lower zone in the territory of the future
Parkerdei Residence, but not on the top of the hills. At higher altitudes, the possibilities were
limited to the control of soil removal and the conduction of excavations in the path of future

ToéTH 2009a.

MEYER et al. 2013a, 113, 116, Abb. 2, 4.
Brick 2009, 9, 14.

RiNNE - FucHs 2013, 14, Abb. 2.

O 0 N NG

Office of Cultural Heritage.

Andras Figler (1955-2010), former Head of Office of the Western Hungarian headquarters of the National
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roads, following only notable phenomena out-
wards if necessary. However, the pit in ques-
tion is clearly positioned in one of the cores of
the Linear Pottery settlement (in this area the
phenomena of the Furchenstich and Baden ho-
rizons were not present). It is possible that the
phenomenon was part of a Ldngsgrube stretch-
ing along a house’s wall, or that the deposit
was actually placed inside - in this case one
might perhaps interpret the building as some
early variation of a funerary house(?)."

Meénfécsanak is the only case the excavation
and processing of which is more or less in
accordance with the above-mentioned com-
plex scientific protocol. The site is located on
top of a terrace by the confluence of the Raba
and the Marcal rivers. The pit, feature 7765, is
positioned in section JD-23 (Fig. 3, Tab. 1)."!
The feature was interpreted as a foundation
deposit, as implied by the incorporated phe-
nomena: a pythos containing the skeleton
of a child (primitia) next to an architectural
ornament made of clay, remains of the ritu-
al feast including food (bones of adult cat-
tles, pigs, ewes and small ruminants, as well
as carp and pike, shells, emmer and multi-
row barley) and basic tools of its preparation
(grindstones made of grainy, alluvial sand-
stone from the Danube area). The extraction
of the grindstones from the profane realm
by breaking them is a further element of the
sacrifice. The pit’s infill also contained ele-
ments of the close environment, e.g. gramma
phytolits. The chain of ideas: ‘flour (grist) =
bread-like food = life’ seems to be present and
reflects the same notion since the Neolithic,
as it is proven by objects from several histor-
ic periods. Besides, supportive data may also
be found in written sources: grist is scattered
beside the deceased in The Odyssey, Book 11;
flatbread appears on the list of offerings in
the Book of Leviticus (Lev 3:1-7) in Lev 3:2;

10 Bruock 2011, 236.
11 Iron 2014a.
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Fig. 3. Ménf6csanak-Széles foldek. 1 — position
of the features of the Tumulus Culture settle-
ment (black triangles) and of the three hoards
dated to the Koszider Period (three circles for-
ming a triangle). The arrow marks the position
of feature 7765 (by Istvan Eke, Tamas Csuti),
2 — feature 7765 during excavation; 3 — the
radiocarbon age of the pit.

3. kép. Ménfbcsanak-Széles foldek. 1 — A halom-
siros kultura telepiilésének jelenségei (kitoltott
haromszogek) és a koszideri koru kincslelet
helye (harom tres kor, gula alakban), a nyil a
7765. szamu godrot mutatja (Készitette: Eke
Istvan, Csuti Tamas), 2 — a 7765. szamu godor
feltaras kozben, 3 — a godor *C kora.
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and there is a well-known sacrifice in a considerably younger source, the ballad of Kémives
Kelemen (Clement Mason), where, after killing her, the mason’s wife’s body gets cremat-
ed, the remains ground, and utilized in order to prove the success of the castle’s building.
It is however a question (and not only in the cases of the grindstones found in this pit or
mentioned in the study) that in wich grinding phase were the stones used. It would be
useful to take the fundamental work by Tinde Horvath'? seriously, and build, in Hungary,
a database of this important tool of agriculture.

The pit’s position in relation to the settlement’s structure was clear: it is positioned on the
southern fringes (Fig. 3.1). As the nearest features were located at a distance of 30 and 80 m
respectively, this one seems to be excluded from the settlement.

Naturally, we are very far from revealing that to which type of offerings as enlisted in the
Book of Leviticus (burnt, cereal, peace, purification, reparation or sin offerings) these fea-
tures, together with other archaeological phenomena, might belong. It was not possible to
detemine the sex of the animals in the feature of Ménf6csanak due to heavy fragmentation of
the remains, but analogies of other, coeval phenomena might be useful in this case, like the
burial 1A from Nagydém. This grave was fitted with varied animals in abundance: remains
of a 15-18 months old calf, an adult bull and a pig, a 6—8 months old lamb, a 1.5-2 years old
ram, and fish were found in it."”® It must be noted that by Moses the subject of the burnt of-
fering as well as of the offerings of wealthy men are always male animals. Another analogy,
Veszprém-Kadarta-Gelemér lays further off. A vessel depot from the Koszider Period was
found here; the pit also contained bones of predominantly pigs, but also ewe, and cattle."
Some animals may regularly appear as offerings beside human remains in several historic
periods:" the list includes hare, dog, ewe, cattle, and pig, and becomes completed with horse
during the Iron Age. The dog’s presence might symbolize bad aspects, i.e. the ravening of
the deceased.' While animals served as paraphernalia in rituals and as food in feasts, their
remains might also acted as mediums to enhance the fertility of humans of the same sex."”
The detection of blood offerings™ is hard, but it was possible decades ago already by a soil analy-
sis of the vessel’s infill,"” and recently by an analysis of the inner wall, e.g. that of the askos from
Alsévadasz-Vardomb.” Thus, a routine sampling would be worth to deal with this possibility.

The irregular pits at Ménf6csanak also contained a few shells, as did a burial of the Magyarad
culture at Budmerice.?" They were perhaps introduced to mark the significance of this auxiliary
food resource, but they could also have been brought to their final place by floods.

As far as I know, a complex, interdisciplinary processing — like that of the feature at Ménf6-
csanak — of similar phenomena is regrettably not part of a daily routine even in international
research. In the followings, I'd like to discuss a few fields which must be covered by a future
protocol. One of these is a thorough anthropological processing, the application of which

12  HorvATH 2000.

13 VOROS 1995.

14 TronN 2012; Tucya 2012.

15 HorvATH 2011, Tab. 10.1-2; INsoLL 2010; GRIEBL — HELLERSCHMID 2013, 341; FLEISCHER et al. 2013, 454, Tab. 9.
16 HANSEN 2016, 230.

17 INsoiLr 2004, 73; HorvATH 2011, 132.

18 HANSEN 2016, 221.

19 DumA — LENGYEL 1967.

20 SzATHMARI 2003, 519-520.

21 JeLINEK 2013, 267, Fig. 3.
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became fundamental already in international
research. There are well-known observations
on violence marks from Hungary* as well as
from neighbouring countries.”” Cannibalism,
however, is hard to prove.” Another important
method is phosphate analysis, by which it be-
came possible to prove for example the practice
of defleshing of the cadavers in the Aunjetitz
culture.” Isotope analyses might be helpful in
locating the origin of the ‘buried’ members of
the community.”® Extended archaeogenetical
investigations® involving larger series are only
a recent development in Hungarian research.”
A categorization of the bones by their direction
in the find context is a more simple but expe-
dient method.” These results highlight the cur-
rent methodological lag of Hungarian research,
and urge for a change. Naturally, a precise,
detailed field documentation (including data on
position, e.g. face down, on the back, crouched
on either side, bent, or sitting) and excavation
of the phenomena is fundamental.*

Gor-Kapolnadomb (Vas County) is situated
on a bank of the Répce stream. Features con-
taining irregular deposits of human remains,
belonging to the Late Bronze Age Urnfield, i.e.,
the Late Iron Age Celtic settlement were un-
earthed here; the phenomena were processed

Fig. 4. Gor-Kéapolnadomb. The position of the
pit containing human remains is marked by a
black circle (survey and map by Attila Rideg).
4. kép. Gor-Kapolnadomb. Godor (fekete pont)
emberi maradvanyokkal (felmérés és térkép:
Rideg Attila).

and published according to our current undestanding at the time (Fig. 4).*' The identified prac-

tices include single and collective burials as well as skull burials or deposits in separate pits,
the latter referring to skull cult.** Similar variations appear in the archaeological record of
e.g. a settlement at Hodonice Vétérov (Czech Republic).* The incorporating feature, at least

in the Early Iron Age in the territory of Eastern Hungary, is predominantly a pit.** Beside

complete and partial bodies, the Urnfield Period pits at Gor also contained ‘prestige’ goods:

22 HorvATH — KOHLER 2012, 458, Fig. 6.9.

23 E.g. Pavol Jelinek (JELINEK 2007); Julius Jakab (JAKAB 2013); Sorin-Cristian Ailincai (ArLINcAT 2015, 54-66).

24 ZEEB-LANZ 2014.

25 ERNEE 2013.

26  MULLER-SCHEESSEL et al. 2013, 419-422, Abb. 10.
27 MEYER et al. 2013b, 430.

28 Kiss 2016.

29 TREBSCHE 2016, 97.

30 ROTTIER 2012.

31 Iron 1992; Iron 2001; K. ZoFFMANN 2001; K. ZOFFMANN 2007.
32 ZALAI-GAAL 2009; GRIEBL — HELLERSCHMID 2013, Abb. 3.

33 RoOZNOVSKY 2012.
34  AILINCAI 2016, 147-148.
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moulds, stone anvils (Ha B2/B3),* antler cheekpiece,* loomweights,” and there was also
a Celtic double burial with ‘simple’ animal bones and vessel fragments.* There is a clear con-
nection between grave good type and the sex of the deceased: e.g. the antler cheekpiece was
found in the burial of a man, while the loomweight beside a woman. There’s a good analogy for
the latter from Tésetice-Kyjovice, where a pit was unearthed containing the skeletal remains of
a woman and two children, with spindle whorls beside them.* The position of these special pits
in the Urnfield Culture settlement is clearly determined by a need to ensure their proximity to
water: they are aligned in an almost straight line along the bed of the Répce stream.

The processing and evaluation of a coeval tumulus from Zahradka (in the southern part of
the Czech Republic) is enviably exemplary. The work incorporates anthropological, archaeo-
zoological, xylotomical, archaeobotanical, pollen-, entemological, textile- and metal analyses,
and radiocarbon dating. An environmental reconstruction was also completed, with changes
detected up to the Celtic Period.” In this latter respect our current state is very good, as (due
to the work of Pal Siimegi and his colleagues) there is a complex climatic and environmental
reconstruction at hand, describing the conditions and changes in the territory of Western
Transdanubia from the Ice Age on.*

The relevance of the work hypothesis of a specialist in ancient history, Istvan Toth, elaborated
upon an analysis of the connection between the well-known urns from Sopron-Burgstall
and Roman Period tombstones from Pannonia Superior seems to exceed its original limits.
Elements of several themes: the fighting- or competition scene, the coach representation,
the hunting scene and the deer(?) herd are reflected by the archaeological record of Gor.
The two males from the bard scene on one of the Sopron urns, together with the two women
adoring them (representing gender as well) are reflected in Gor by human remains. In the
hunting scene the prey is deer, while dogs are aiding the hunters: the remains of both spe-
cies were identified in the material from the pits’ infills at Gor. There is also an analogy for
the red deer killed by spear,* and for the Bos or Bison (in the form of cattle and horse bones).
In Istvan Toth’s opinion the deer and bovid herd representations may be connected with the
Pleiades:* a similar theory was set by the author on the globule segments in the golden hoard
of Velem.* This connection might open way for us to reveal a possible cognitive background
of these phenonena, one that may be valid for all the Urnfield Culture and a vast part of
Europe. We have every right to suppose that the idea lives on here, in this ‘inbetween’ re-
gion of Europe, and becomes reflected even by stone relief representations during the Roman
Period.* To sum up Toéth’s hypothesis: “...the Great Hunter, Orion and his two dogs, Canis
Maior and Canis Minor herd the bull (Taurus) and the hare (Lepis) before them toward the deer

herds of the stars around the Polaris’*

35 IrLonN 1992.

36 ILoN 2001, 246, Abb. 3, Taf. 3.1.

37 ILoN 2001, 246-247, Abb. 4, Taf. 7.

38 ILoN 2001, 246-247, Abb. 4, Taf. 7.

39 ROZNOVSKY 2010, 80, Obr. 10.

40 SALKOVA et al. 2015.

41 SuMEGI et al. 2011; NAFRADI et al. 2015.
42  VOROs 2019.

43 ToOTH 2009b, 23-24; TOTH 2015, 72.

44 TLonN 2015b, 73-74.
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Fig. 5. 1-3 — Szombathely-Reiszig erd6 alatti diilé, the pit dated to the Celtic Period (drawing by Agnes
Kenesei, photo by Gabor Ilon).
5. kép. 1-3 — Szombathely-Reiszig erd6 alatti diil6 kelta kori godre (rajz: Kenesei Agnes; foté: Ilon Gébor).

Pit A in the L-8 section at Goér provides another analogy. This feature contained hare, red
deer, cattle and pig bones beside vessel fragments as well as the complete, intact skeleton
of a 3-5 years old child laying on its back.” In my opinion the interpretation of Sandor
Gallus,* a version also accepted by Istvan Toth* on a much debated element of the sacrifice
scene on one of the urns from Sopron-Burgstall was basically right. In Gallus’s description
“...based on a good photo the meaning of the formerly misinterpreted scene becomes clear.
The figure on the left holds the sacrificial animal by its rear legs, while stabbing it with a
knife in his right hand. The knife is unbent. In the meantime, the figure before him holds
the animal by its head, grasping its horns. The animal is either laying on the floor or is
held above an altar. It is perhaps a goat considering its small size and horns.” But Istvan
Toth thinks further® (and, as the above-mentioned example from Gor shows, he might be
right): the subject of the sacrifice is indeed “small and with horns”. But it’s not an animal:
it’s a child. A naked child with horns, representing the sacred. Were it an animal, the rear
legs would be just as long as the front ones: thus, these are not front legs, but scematic rep-
resentations of the short hands of a child. It is horned because Dionysos, the son of Demeter
(in other version Persephone) was born with horns on his head... the circle could be closed

47 ILonN 2001, 248.

48 GALLUS 1934, 15.

49 ToTH 2015, 77.

50 ToéTH 2009b, 22, 9. kép; TéTH 2015, 77-78.
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here by citing the analysis and interpretation of the bronze hoard and organic remains from
a pit at TIkervar, but this is not necessary, as the study is already published.”

Another example of the features under study was unearthed at Szombathely-Reiszig erd6 (Vas
County); the publication is available.’® The pit, dated to the Celtic Period, contained the skele-
ton of a young man together with grindstones (Fig. 5). The processing is incomplete however,
as the poor condition of the bones significantly limited the anthropological investigation by
hindering the observation of stress or violence marks. The budget of the development-led
excavation on a future road’s path only allowed us to conduct a few analyses at the time,
and today the majority of the analyses carried out on the material from Ménfécsanak are not
possible to perform here due either to the lack of financial resources or that of suitable sam-
ples. Nonetheless, the E-W direction of the skeleton is congruent with the main practice on
coeval sites in the Danube region of Austria.”

The position of this pit in relation to the settlement’s structure can only be reconstructed on
one axis. There are other coeval features inside a ten meter radius around, but due to the fact
that the excavated area matches the road’s path (segments 3+452-454), it’s impossible to tell
whether all these phenomena are positioned on the fringes or inside the settlement.

It can be stated that the remains of the ritual feast (grindstones, vessels, remains of food
including nutritious shells as well), together with other utilitarian objects (mould, spindle
whorl, loomweight, horsebit) as well as special ones (moon idol, reflecting temporality**)
can be regarded as prestige items. Mass grave 841 at Stillfried also contained wetstones,
bronze hooks and knives.” It is by all means important to note whether the objects (grind-
stone, vessel, jewellery, animal remains) in the features are complete, fragmented, or even
showing firemarks.* And this is the place to highlight again that only upon large quantities
of well-documented features will it be possible to build relevant hypotheses.

During my time on field in the territory of Vas and Gy6r-Sopron Counties the only mass
grave or ‘deviant burial’ (like the Early Iron Age ones from Pusztataskony®’ in Eastern Hungary
and Stillfried*®) I had the chance to unearth was dated to a later period of the Middle Ages.

Finally I would like to draw attention on three special types of phenomena that may be inter-
preted as ‘deviant’ occurrences of human remains.

« Neolithic and Copper Age pits with small clay figurines of humans in their infill are
interpreted by the majority of Hungarian researchers as symbolic human sacrifices.
Several examples are known from the study area. The most abundant sites in this re-
spect are Sé-Malomoldal (124 pieces) as well as Szombathely-Oladi platé (95 pieces),”
where 65 figurine fragments were found in the infill of a single pit (Feature 1) of 50 cm in
diameter. The feature, naturally, contained grindstone fragments as well. A region-wide
evaluation of the features of this type can only be efficiently carried out as a monograph.

51 NAGyY et al. 2012.

52 IronN 2004.

53 TREBSCHE 2016, 97, Abb. 14.

54 INSoLL 2004, 43.

55 GRIEBL — HELLERSCHMID 2013, Abb. 11.

56 BruUck 2009, 13.

57 KIRALY et al. 2013.

58 GRIEBL — HELLERSCHMID 2013.

59 Karicz 1998; KAROLYI 1992, 43—44, 36. t.; KARoOLYI 2011; ILoN 2007; ILoN 2009.
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+ A bog body, dated to the Late Tumulus culture, was found in the peat mine at
Vindornyasz6l6s (county Zala).®® The man was laying on his back, with the body
directed N-S, and a dagger near the right hand (perhaps originally it was hanging
from his belt). The possible explanations in this case are simple drowning, drowning
of a wounded man and sacrifice.”’ There is regrettably no possibility for further inves-
tigations, as the remains were lost by the miners and even that is a question, whether
every belonging of the man had been brought into the museum’s collection. The feature
fits into category H in Joanna Briick’s system.®

+ Skeletal remains of about a dozen people were deposited in the Ké-lik (Stone-hole)
cave at the Mt. Szentgal-Ttizkoves.®® The research conditions here fall very far behind
the ones obtained in the case of Lichtensteinteinhohle® (Urnfield Period): the bones
had not been radiocarbon dated; only a fireplace or torch remain dates the feature to
the start of the Middle Bronze Age, but its relation to the human remains is unclear.
There is no comprehensive anthropological evaluation carried out, so the questions
of how many men, women and children were interred in the cave, which parts are
present and what is their condition remain unanswered. The presence of characteris-
tic Urnfield Culture material makes the radiocarbon dating of the remains necessary.®
It is well known that caves were considered sacred place since prehistoric times
(including the Bronze Age). Caves fit into category G in Joanna Briick’s system.*

Summary

The described features may be regarded as uncommon contexts, as a border or liminal zone
between the worlds of the living and the dead. The ritual practice followed a strict and conserv-
ative regulation, with its main characteristic being immutability.” In the case of the features
under study only a planned sampling, analysis and evaluation can provide real answers to the
following questions: 1, partial or complete skeletons, and their social position (full member or
subjected); 2, which animals or which of their parts participate in the ritual (including pristine
fur colour, and body regions, on which we have no knowledge today);*® 3, types of offered
objects according to social position; 4, tools for food preparation used as part of the ritual,
food remains, intact or fragmented remains of the tools and vessels used as part of the ritual;
5, firemarks on bones and tools; 6, variations in the pattern of the action sequence burning-
cutting—scattering,” and finally a categorization of the observations according to the afore-
mentioned structure. The presented features fall into category A (within a settlement, with
no traces of burning on the bones) in Joanna Briick’s” classification system of human skeletal
remains, but I regard the phenomena also containing grindstones a subcategory.

60 BAKkAY et al. 1970, 6, 256, Taf. 16.13; KEMENCZEI 1988, 30, Taf. 10.125; ILoN 2015a, 247.
61 Turk 2009, 66-71, Fig. 68; BURMEISTER 2013.

62 BRUCK 1995, Tab. 1.

63 ILon 1991.

64 FLINDT et al. 2013, 359, Abb. 1, 3, 7-8, Tab. 1.

65 ILoN 2014b, 121, 129, Taf. 18.

66 SCHAUER 1981; BRUCK 1995, Tab. 1.

67 BRUCK 1995, 256257, Fig. 13; INsoLL 2004, 11-12, 99, 152-153.
68 INsoLL 2010, 238-241, Tabs 1-2.

69 BruUck 2009, 15.

70 BRUCK 1995, Tab. 1.
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Grave offerings probably posessed a considerable symbolic power” for pristine communities,
and bore special meanings. Other details (e.g. direction, body position, ways of postmortem
manipulation) offer infinite possibilities for categorization,’ making both typologization and
interpretation” difficult, but this step cannot be avoided. Fear, respect and joy filled jointly
the community and its collective memory participating in the ritual event,” a dimension
not reachable using archaeological methods. ...and the members of the community became
immersed in a union, in the transformation to sacred, holy, and ancestral.”
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Orléké — 6rlés... és emberaldozat? Vajon miért?

E tanulméanyom alapvet6 célja, hogy az ¢skor kiilonboz6 fazisainak (4jkékor: dunantuli vonal-
diszes keramia kultaraja, bronzkor: halomsiros kultura és vaskor: kelta kultura) telepiiléseirdl
és csak a sajat asatasi praxisombol, azaz Gyér-Moson-Sopron és Vas megyéb6l bemutassak
harom (Szombathely-Oladi plat6 és Szombathely-Reiszig erdé alatti diils, valamint Ménf6-
csanak-Széles foldek), f6 jellemzdikben szinte teljes azonossagot titkkroz6 jelenséget. Ezek az
alabbiak: 1. mindegyikben emberi maradvanyok voltak, 2. mellettiik érl6koveket vagy 6rl6-
kovek toredékeit talaltam, 3. a betdltésiikben szeniilt famaradvanyok és égett agyagtapasztas
is volt (2-3, 5. képek, 1. tablazat).

Nem mellékes célom ezen irasom kapcsan az, hogy szorgalmazzam a hazai kutatasban egy
altalanos protokoll alkalmazasat az ilyen tipusu godrok mintavételezésére. A vizsgalt god-
rok esetében: 1. emberi csontvazak, vagy csak részletek, 2. allatok csontvaza vagy részleteik,
3. a tarsadalmi statusznak megfelel6 adomanytargyak, 4. a szertartasi étel elkészitésének
eszkozei, és a ,gongyoleg” maradvanyai, 5. a tliz nyomai, 6. az égetés — darabolas — szétszoras
modozatai és a jelenségben tett 9sszes megfigyelés természettudomanyos vizsgalata, valamint
a megfigyelések rendszerezése ad lehetéséget a hipotézisek megfogalmazasara. Joanna Briick
emberi csontmaradvanyokat osztalyozo6 rendszerében’ e godrok az A kategoriaba sorolhatok.
Az 6rlékoves ,szett-tel” rendelkezd, egyuttal homo maradvanyos godroket a jelenségek egyik
alcsoportjanak tartom. A harom godor jellemz6i alapjan feltételezem, hogy a szertartas gya-
korlata évezredeken at a hagyomanyokhoz ragaszkodo, szigord szabalyok szerint zajlott,
és allandosag jellemezte a ritust. Ezt Gor-Kapolnadomb urnamezés kori godreinek (4. kép)
jelenségei megerGsiteni latszanak.”” A szertartasi cselekmény értelmezésének egyik lehetséges
moédozatat hazankban Toth Istvan okortorténész irta le az egyik soproni kora vaskori edény
karcolt rajzai, illetve a romai kori Nyugat-Pannonia sirkovei jeleneteinek osszevetése kap-
csan.”® Ennek szamunkra leglényegesebb és kiemelendd eleme az emberaldozat bemutatasa.
Ugy vélem, hogy az ilyen jelenségek a hatarzénat képezik az é16- és a tulvilag kozott.

76  BRUCK 1995, Tab. 1.
77 ILonN 2001.
78 ToéTH 2009b; TOTH 2015.
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A mellékelt adomanytargyak korabeli ereje” nyilvan nem lehetett elhanyagolhato, és jelen-
téssel birt. Természetesen a részletekben (pl. tajolas, a test pozicidja, manipulalas modozatai)
szinte végtelen variacio® lehetséges, ezért tipologizalasuk, s igy értelmezésiik nehézségek-
be titkozik, de nem elkeriilend6. A rettegés, a tisztelet és az 6rom egyiittesen volt jelen a
szertartason résztvevd kozosségben, annak kollektiv emlékezetében, amelyekrdl régészeti
modszereinkkel nem igazan szerezhetiink informaciokat. ...és a szertartas kozben a szentté /
szentséggé / 6ssé alakulas, egyesiilés folyamataban® meriilt el az ,,innepl6” kozosség.

Az emberi maradvanyok deponalasanak tovabbi kiilonleges helyzeteire csak a figyelmet
hivom fel néhany nyugat-dunantuli lel6hely kiemelésével. Ilyenek 1. a neolitikus és réz-
kori agyagszobrocskakat tartalmazo godrok (Sé, Szombathely-Oladi plato), 2. a ,laphullak”
(Vindornyasz616s) és 3. a barlangok (Szentgal).

79 HANSEN 2016, 216.

80 INsoLr 2004, 16-17.

81 HANSEN 2016, 212-213.
82 InsoLr 2004, 153-154.
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Szombathely- Meénfbcsanak- Szombathely-
Oladi plato, Széles-foldek, Reiszig erd6 alatti
feature 71/D feature 7765 diil, feature 390
Neolithic,
Chronological bosition Transdanubian Bronze Age, Late Iron Age,
gieatp Linear Pottery Early Tumulus Culture Celtic Period
Culture
relative depth (cm) 90 80 140
extensions (cm), 100x140, 170x180, 100x130,
groundplan quadrangular oval oval
shape vertical shaft narrowing downwgrd
extending

~~ burnt clay debris and large, coarse,
its relation with the small, above very small, in the infill | above the bones,
human bones forming a layer
charcoal layer, its . in a layer above,
: . ; everywhere in the | .
intensity and relation ‘nfill. few in a layer below, few | and below, a large
with the human bones ’ amount
age at death 9 171_23;1222 old 5-8 years old 15-18 years old
: ?
-§ sex 2‘1‘;;;1;2;1? child man?
g : ?
N .
S atl;loever?ggs]fs;ie in a vessel beside the
g 1: no;gl-anatomical grindstones, the right on the
f position ' order pelvis and scapula grindstones,
9: crouched on the among the animal laying on its back
left side bones

Condition of the remains,

very poor, in clay

good, in loess

very poor, in clay

shell

soil type

O
5 - complete 2 - 1
<9
=& 6
3 fragment > (of two examples) 2

Vessel (pcs) 3 35 1 fragment

architectural
Other objects - ornament, portable -
oven
cattle, pig, ewe, small
Animal remains shell ruminant, pike, carp, -

Archaeobotanical remains

no analysis

emmer, multirow
barley, goosefoot

no analysis

Food remains

no analysis

some kind of bread

no analysis

Table 1. Data of the pits containing grindstones.
1. tablazat. Az 6rl6koves godrok adatai.
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