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A Grave from Nezabylice, Chomutov District.
On the Phenomenon of Inhumation in Stage B1
of the Early Roman Period in Bohemia

Abstract

Plilpanova-Reszczynska A., Kuljavceva Hlavova J., Ondrackova L., Cernochové R., Ktivanek R., Radoni M., Pilpan M.
2023. A Grave from Nezabylice, Chomutov District. On the Phenomenon of Inhumation in Stage B1 of the Early Roman
Period in Bohemia. Analecta Archaeologica Ressoviensia 18, 131-158

The article describes the discovery of a skeletal grave in 2015 in Nezabylice (NW Bohemia, Chomutov district) at a crema-
tion burial ground, which was dated to stage B1 of the early Roman period according to characteristic metal objects. Today,
only four dozen similarly dated skeletal graves are registered in Bohemia, which, together with the early date of acquisition,
makes them one of the rarest and most difficult to recognize archaeological monuments in this area. In the given situation,
every recently researched skeleton grave from the early Roman period brings a wealth of new and important information
about this distinctive phenomenon of burial rite among the Elbe-Germanic tribes.

Keywords: Bohemia, early Roman period, inhumation grave, arrangement and equipment of graves

Received: 19.09.2023; Revised: 11.10.2023; Accepted: 18.10.2023

1. Introduction

A peculiar phenomenon of the funeral rite is the
distinctly rare occurrence of the skeletal method of
burying the deceased in the early Roman period in
Bohemia. A substantial part of the finds of skeletal
graves were already made in the 19" century, and the

lack of any documentation fundamentally reduces
their informative value (cf. Bren 1953; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2011). The unsatisfactory situation of the
source base is significantly improved by the presented
skeletal grave from the early Roman period, explored
in 2015 at the contemporary cremation cemetery in
Nezabylice in northwestern Bohemia. The find brings
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new knowledge not only with regard to the geographi-
cal or spatial distribution of the Elbe-Germanic buri-
al grounds, but also with regard to the construction
arrangement and artefact equipment of the skeletal
graves of the given period.

2. Location and natural environment
of the site

The necropolis from the Roman period is located
less than 2 km southeast of the village of Nezabylice
(Chomutov district, NW Bohemia) at an altitude of
320 m above sea level on the hill of a long and slightly
elevated terrace of the Chomutovka River, flowing ap-
proximately 1.2 km north of the site, with settlements
from the early Roman period concentrated along its
course and the right-bank tributary Hacka (cf. Blazek
et al. 2014, 800-801; Pulpanova-Reszczynska et al.
2018, fig. 8). The exposed landscape position provides
good visual control of the surrounding area. The Ore
and Doupov Mountains, Dzban Uplands and the vol-

canic hills of the Central Bohemian Highlands are in
viewing distance of the locality (Fig. 1).

Locality lies in the area of Zatecka panev and in
the Blazimska plosdina district. It is a rugged upland
formed by erosion-accumulation processes of the
Eger River and its left tributaries (Lorber 1998, 18-
28; Demek and Mackov¢in (eds.) 2006, 72; Bina and
Demek (eds.) 2012, 121-123). The predominant lo-
cal rocks form quaternary eolic loess and ochre clay
loam, to a lesser extent also clays, sands and sandy
clays (http://mapy.geology.cz/geocr_50/). According to
field observations, the subsoil at the site of the site
consists of compact dense orange-ochre clay with
black veins. The topsoil has a thickness of about
30 cm. With regard to pedological conditions, the lo-
cal soils are among the heavy soil types, from brown
to black ground. The area falls between the beech-oak
and oak-beech vegetation stages with the occurrence
of thermophilus plant species. With regard to the
climatic conditions, it is a warm area with low sum-
mer precipitation (Lorber 1998, 26, 29; Demek and
Mackov¢in (eds.) 2006, 17-18, 72).
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. 1. Location of Nezabylice, Chomutov district, north-west Bohemia (map modified by M. Sykora).
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3. Circumstances of the finding

The cemetery of the Roman period at Nezabylice
was discovered by two amateurs in October 2010, dur-
ing an illegal survey with metal detectors (Blazek et al.
2014, 801). Subsequently, an extensive geophysical sur-
vey was carried out, which documented the presence of
many dozens of well-defined anomalies, i.e. graves and
metal artefacts (Ktivanek 2012, 17; 2016, 11; 2017, 14).
Since 2012, a systematic field excavation of the burial
site has taken place every year, as part of an interna-
tional Czech-Polish project (Blazek et al. 2014; 2015;
2016; 2017; 2018). The total area measured by magne-
tometers is 3.3 ha. The archaeologically explored area
is 28.2 ares, which represents roughly 8.5% of the as-
sumed area of the necropolis (Pilpanova-Reszczynska
et al. 2017a, 112-114; Pulpan et al. 2018, 646).

Nezabylice represents the first modern and sys-
tematically investigated burial site from the early Ro-
man period discovered in northwestern Bohemia in
the last 50 years (cf. Kruta 1967). By 2023, over 260 ar-
chaeological objects have been explored here, roughly
half of which date back to the early Roman period.
More than 100 cremation urn graves, pit cremation

graves and several other objects are dated to this pe-
riod. Graves with warrior armor and equipment play
a prominent role among them (cf. Blazek et al. 2014;
2015; 2016; 2017; 2018; Pulpanova-Reszczynska et
al. 2017a, 115-123; 2017b; Ondrackova et al. 2018;
Pulpan et al. 2018, 646-650; Dobes et al. 2020, 4-5).
The skeletal grave presented below, published only
tentatively so far (Pulpanova-Reszczynska 2018, 89—
96), represents a rare find at the cremation ground.

4. Finding situations

A skeleton grave from the early Roman period
(feature 69) was manifested during geophysical mea-
surement as a distinct, extensive and irregular anom-
aly with varied values of measured magnetic field in-
tensity gradient (Fig. 2). An additional survey using
geo-electrical resistivity measurements confirmed the
presence of several other objects in its vicinity. How-
ever, non-destructive surveys and field research have
not yet confirmed the presence of another skeletal
grave from the Roman period (Fig. 3).

Feature 69 was uncovered in 2015 as part of probe
IX with an area of 0.6 acre. The analyzed feature was
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Fig. 2. Nezabylice, Chomutov district. Geophysical measurements and soundings from 2011-2016 on the area of the burial ground
(prepared by J. Saly).
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Fig. 3. Nezabylice, Chomutov district. Geo-electrical resistance measurement and spatial distribution of funeral objects in the vicinity
of feature 69 (measured by R. Ktivanek; prepared by J. Saly).

in close contact with a skeleton grave from the Middle
Bronze Age stored in a stone box (feat. 75), respect-
ing its course at a distance of about 20 cm. Several pit
graves from the Roman period were also concentrated
in its vicinity - features 71 to 74 (Fig. 3).

Grave-pit: Feature 69 consisted of a regular ob-
long grave-pit with dimensions of 320 x 95/105 cm,
which was oriented in the N-S direction with a slight
deviation to the NE-SW. The walls of the structure
sloped sharply towards the bottom to the final di-
mensions of the grave-pit 285 x 50/60 cm. From the
existing surface of the field, the depth of the feature
reached 107-110 cm (Fig. 4).

Stratigraphy: The overlay consisted of a 37 cm
thick layer of topsoil. The contours of items 69 and 75
were lined on the surface by a clayey dense and very
compact black-brown layer. The filling of the feature
was a clayey brownish-rusty, heavily mixed, in places
rather speckled layer. A deep brown clay layer was at
the bottom. The feature was buried in the underlying
dense, compact, orange-rusty clay. The longitudinal
profile was tub-shaped, the transverse profiles were
bowl-shaped and showed the massive stone lining of
the grave (Fig. 4).

134

Modification of the grave-pit: The interior of the
feature was carefully lined with several (at least eight)
continuous layers of stones from the surface to the
level of the skeleton. The stones were mostly spread
over the entire surface of the grave, with the largest
concentrations mainly in the northern half and cen-
tral part of the grave (Fig. 5, 6).

Human skeleton: The human skeleton was laid at
the bottom of the burial pit (at a depth of 106 cm) in
an extended position on its back, with the head point-
ing to the north, the feet to the south, the face to the
west. The whole body was slightly turned on its axis
towards the right side, i.e. towards the western wall
of the grave. The upper limbs were placed alongside
the body: the left limb, however, considerably higher
than the right, which rested partly under the body
(wrist and knuckles under the right pelvis). Left radi-
us turned towards the body. The lower limbs, slightly
bent outside the body axis, were placed parallel to the
SE (Fig. 7).

Anthropological analysis: The examined individual
is very poorly preserved and the bones are fragmentary.
Based on the dental abrasion, the age was estimated at
30-40 years (adultus II), the sex was not determined
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Fig. 4. Nezabylice, Chomutov district. Ground plan and profile of a grave from the early Roman period (feature 69) and ground plan
of a grave from the Bronze Age — feature 75 (drawn by S. Cmunt Martinkova).
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-37cm -48cm

-61lcm -70cm

Fig. 5. Nezabylice, Chomutov district, feature 69. Ground plans of inhumation grave in levels 37-70 cm
(drawn by S. Cmunt Martinkov4).
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-90cm

-100cm -104cm

Fig. 6. Nezabylice, Chomutov district, feature 69. Ground plans of inhumation grave in levels 80-104 cm
(drawn by S. Cmunt Martinkov4).
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- 106cm

B 0 50cm
—_— — ==

Fig. 7. Nezabylice, Chomutov district, feature 69. Grave-pit with a skeleton and finds.
1 - pan; 2 - brooch; 3 - buckle; 4 - vessel (the numbering of the finds also corresponds to
the other images; drawn by S. Cmunt Martinkov4).

(according to metric methods, it is more likely a man).
Pathological changes were not registered.

Distribution of finds: The grave equipment con-
sisted of four artefacts concentrated in a small area in
the northern part of the grave, or around the head and
on the chest of the human skeleton (Fig. 8). Between
the skull and the northern wall of the grave, a metal
pan (1) was placed at the bottom of the grave. The han-
dle was broken into two parts that were located close
to the skull. In the gap between the broken off handle
and the body of the vessel rested a brooch turned with
the winding upwards (2). A belt buckle (3) lay wide
open at the right shoulder joint of the skeleton. Frag-

138

ments of a small ceramic vessel (4) adjoined the skull
in the western direction.

Finds: 1. Bronze pan of Eggers 131 type, pre-
served almost intact, before reconstruction the edge
of the vessel was slightly broken, the body corroded
and broken into several smaller and larger pieces, the
handle was broken off from the body of the vessel and
broken into two pieces, bottom pierced. The handle
is decorated around the perimeter with a double en-
graved line and ends with two feathered bird (duck)
heads, between which there is an oval-shaped open-
ing, which is decorated at the bottom with six en-
graved semi-arches. The obverse of the handle is deco-
rated with a stylized thyrsus, topped with pine cones
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Fig. 8. Nezabylice, Chomutov district, feature 69. Distribution of
grave goods near the skull and on the upper half of the skeleton.
1 - pan; 2 - brooch; 3 - buckle; 4 - vessel (photo by M. Pulpén;
modified by S. Cmunt Martinkova).

at both ends. On both sides of the thyrsus, tendrils in
the motif of ribbons made with the dotting technique
(min. 3 x 2). A pair of stamped rings (2 x 2) symmet-
rically distributed between the tendrils. The reverse of
the handle is undecorated, without a stamp (cf. Sakar
1965; 1970).

Tinning: a) irregular on the outside of the vessel,
a strip 1.7-2.2 cm wide below the edge; b) all-over on
the inner side (Cernochova 2016, 6, tab. 1). Engraved
and pitted decoration: in the upper part of the vessel,
from the outside (on the tin strip) and from the inside,
several thin and irregularly engraved single and double
lines; on the bottom of the vessel, from the inside and
outside, a central dimple and turned concentric circles
formed by single and double lines. Total height 10.3
cm; outer diameter of rim 16.5 cm; inner diameter of
rim 15.5 cm; bottom diameter 11.3 cm; handle length
15 cm; total length of container with handle 31.3 cmy;
thickness of the tin plate 1 mm; no. 17/15 (Fig. 9: 1; 10).

2. Brooch A 45a, preserved almost completely,
catch slightly broken, its part missing, with a broken
but preserved needle, winding 3 x 2, open eyelets, dec-
oration: belt engraved on the trigger, brooch very cor-
roded. Length 46 mm; weight 14 g; no. 19/15 (Fig. 9: 2).

3. Eight-shaped bronze belt buckle similar to the
Madyda-Legutko type AA4, practically intact, only
slightly damaged, originally broken into two pieces,
with a square clamping plate and a rhombic projection
ending in a circular rivet hole, plate undecorated. Di-
mensions: frame length 74 mm, frame width 27 mm,
frame cross-section 3 mm, plate length 60 mm; weight
19 g; no. 18/15 (Fig. 9: 3).

4. Ceramic miniature vessel - most likely a ter-
rine, approx. 1/4 of the upper part preserved, the
greater part of the vessel preserved only in individual
and very small non-reconstructable fragments, with
a reinforced and sharply edged rim, a higher cylindri-
cal neck, which is offset from the body by a sharply
edged strip highlighted with an engraved groove, the
surface is smooth black matte to shiny, the material is
coarse sandy with a greater admixture of mica. Pre-
served height 3.5 cm; rim diameter approx. 7.5 cm; no.
16/15 (Fig. 9: 4).

5. Evaluation of finds

A set of three metal objects and a fragment of
a ceramic object were preserved in skeleton grave 69
from Nezabylice. Significant finds from the early Ro-
man period include mainly metal artefacts made of
copper alloy, i.e. a pan, a brooch and a belt buckle.
Approximate dating of the analyzed grave is also con-
firmed by the torso of a miniature ceramic vessel.

The most prestigious find from the grave is un-
doubtedly the Eggers 131 type metal pan (Fig. 9: 1;
10). Its handle is finished with feathered bird’s heads.
It is decorated with a thyrsus/thyrsos with pine cones
and ribbons, there are a total of four rings on both
sides. This motif represents the most lavish way of
decorating this type of vessel (Droberjar 2014, 415,
tig. 14). In addition to the way the handle is decorated,
its sophisticated surface treatment also testifies to the
technological sophistication and care with which the
vessel was made. The outer and inner surfaces of the
vessel were for the most part meticulously tinned (cf.
Droberjar and Frana 2004).

Pans of type E 131 (in German: Kasserollen mit
Schwanenkopfbiigel after Motykova-Sneidrova 1963,
45; “bronze dipper with duck’s head” after Sakar 1970,
33) belong to the most widespread types of bronze
vessels in Bohemia from the 1* half of the 1% century
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Fig. 9. Nezabylice, Chomutov district, findings from feature 69.
1 - pan; 2- brooch; 3 - buckle; 4 — vessel. 1-3: bronze; 4: ceramics (1-3: drawn by A. Waldhauserova;
4: drawn by H. Jona$ové; modified by S. Cmunt Martinkova).

AD (Eggers 1965, 31, 34-35, fig. 5; Sakart 1965; 1970;
Karasova 1998, 29-32, map XII; Droberjar 2014, 415).
Recently, a total of 32 vessels of this type at 13 loca-
tions were known from Bohemia (Droberjar 2007, 45,
62-63, tab. 4, 5; 2014, 415). Within the Central Euro-
pean Barbaricum, pans of type E 131 are also relatively
common, and their greatest occurrence is concentrat-
ed mainly in the regions of the Czech basin (Eggers
1951; Motykovéa-Sneidrovd 1963a, 404, 406; Eggers
1965, 31, 34-35, fig. 5; Tejral 1967, 122; 1970, fig. 24;
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Karasova 1998, 29-32, map XII; Jilek 2012, 70-72;
Droberjar 2014, 415; Schuster 2016, 129-133, fig. 9).
In addition to Bohemia, the course of the Elbe and the
lower course of the Odra, individual specimens are
found in SW Slovakia or, quite rarely, in Polish Mazo-
via (cf. Schuster 2016, 130, 133, fig. 9).

Pans of type E 131 found in Central European
Barbaricum are mainly from stage B1 of the early Ro-
man period (e.g. Karasova 1998, 29-32; Jilek 2012,
70-72; Schuster 2016, 129). Pans of this type from cre-
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mation graves 34 and 69 in Slddkovicovo (Galanta dis-
trict) together with brooches with eyelets of type A 45
were considered by T. Kolnik to be accompanying
finds defining the earliest stage Bla in southwestern
Slovakia (Kolnik 1971, 511, 513, fig. 12, 14; 1980; also
Kraskovska 1976, 431, fig. 2: 12). According to J. Tejral
(1967), the E 131 type pans were dated to the 1% half
of the 1* century AD and were included in the first
phase of imports flowing into Czech territory (Tejral
1967, 93-94, 121-122, fig. 6: 1-3). The pans became
an important find, which made it possible to compare
Moravian finds with Czech ones, i.e. with phase II of
stage B1 according to K. Motykova-Sneidrové (accord-
ing to Tejral 1970, 138, 146; cf. Motykova-Sneidrova
1963b; Kolnik 1971, 513). Most often, authors date
them more precisely to the Augustan-Tiberian period
(cf. Sakar 1994, 24; Karasova 1998, 31; Jilek 2012, 71;
Schuster 2016, 129). On the other hand, it must be
mentioned that some specimens of E 131 pans may
have had - like other Roman imports - relatively long
periods of circulation in the regional areas of Barbari-
cum (Schuster 2010, 215-223; 2016, 129-130).
However, the ornament on the handle of the ves-
sel from Nezabylice belongs to one of the most im-
pressive ways of decorating this type of vessel in Bo-
hemia (Fig. 11: 9; cf. Droberjar 2014, 415-417, fig. 14).
Pans with the motif of Dionysus’s stick - i.e. thyrsus
— are classified as type E 131b, which is documented
in Bohemia only in the case of 11 vessels (list of locali-

ties by Droberjar 2014, 417). On the other hand, the
identical motif finished with pine cones, ribbons and
rings is documented only in two Czech specimens.
The first comes from urn grave 63 from Tisice, district
Mélnik (Fig. 11: 5; cf. Motykova-Sneidrové 1963a, fig.
19: 8; Droberjar 2014, 416, fig. 14: 5); the other from
skeleton grave I11/1948 from Prague-Bubenec¢ (Fig.
11: 1; cf. Droberjar 2014, fig. 14: 1). The last-men-
tioned specimen is most similar to the vessel from
Nezabylice, which is similarly tinned inside and out
and also decorated with concentric circles on the bot-
tom (Droberjar 2014, 415, fig. 7). The aforementioned
find from Prague-Bubene¢ 1948 was included by the
author of the last study (Droberjar 2014) in the elite
group of graves of the Lubieszewo/Liibsow type and
dated to phase B1b of the early Roman period (Dro-
berjar 2014, 425-426, 428-431).

The deceased individual buried in the Nezabylice
grave had two parts of their costume made of bronze,
namely a brooch near the head and a belt buckle ly-
ing on their right shoulder. The brooch has been
preserved intact. It has two open eyelets on the head
and a wide hook for attaching the string. The brooch
bow is banded without accentuated edges in the up-
per part, decorated with a notched band in the middle.
A knot (ring) is placed on top of the bow and the end
is slightly rounded (Fig. 9: 2).

This type of brooch belongs to the group of
brooches with eyelets identified in the literature by

Fig. 10. Nezabylice, Chomutov district. Bronze tinned pan type E 131 after restoration and
conservation and detail of the handle (photo by R. Cernochova).
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Fig. 11. Thyrsus motif on vessels of type E 131.
1. Prague-Bubene¢, gr. 1948; 2. Holubice; 3. Sladkovic¢ovo, gr. 34; 4. Dobrichov-Pichora, gr. V; 5. TiSice, gr. 63; 6. Ttebusice, gr. 560;
7. Tiebusice, gr. 587; 8. Hotin; 9. Nezabylice, gr. 69 (amended and modified by S. Cmunt Martinkova according to Droberjar 2014, fig. 14).

the symbol A 45a. It was distinguished by P. Gliising
from Almgren’s type A 45 (Gliising 1968, 59). In later
literature it also appears under the name bohmische
Augenfibeln (Cosack 1979, 59-63) or klassische Au-
genfibeln (Kunow 1980, 160). These brooches are an
earlier variant of the A 45 type and are character-
ized by a less massive and less rounded bow than
the younger A 45b buckles. In earlier specimens,
the decoration is found less frequently and is at the
same time less ornate than in the case of the A 45b
brooches (Kunow 1998, 100; Droberjar 1999, 73).
For the specimen from the Nezabylice grave, we find
many analogies not only in Bohemia, but also in the
whole of Barbaricum. In the Bohemian basin there is
a significant concentration of brooches of type A 45
and especially variant A 45b, which is why most re-
searchers believe that the production center of these
brooches could have functioned on Bohemian terri-
tory (Kunow 1998, 101). Their production probably
began in phase Bla of the early Roman period, but
we can see their greatest expansion in the follow-
ing phase B1b (Droberjar 1999, 75). From graves in
northwestern Bohemia, we know type A 45 from the
localities of Louny, Prosmyky, Radovesice, Tvrsice
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and Litométice (Kunow 1998, 114, fig. 6). In addition
to Bohemia, the given type is recorded in almost the
entire territory of Barbaricum from southern Sweden
and the islands of Gotland and Oland, through the
Rhineland in the west, the Danube in the south to the
Przeworsk culture in the east. Individual specimens
are also found in northern Italy (Cosack 1979, map
13; Kunow 1998, fig. 6; Maczynska 2004, 216, map 1;
Droberjar 2014, 420-421). Specimens of type A 45a,
which were singled out by E. Droberjar (1999, 74), are
represented both in Bohemia and in the whole Bar-
baricum. As an example, the author of the study cites
specimens from graves 126 and 147 from Dobfichov-
-Pichora (Droberjar 1999, 74, tab. 71: 126/2, 80: 147/5;
2006, 617, tig. 12: 10).

Analyzes of the co-occurrence of A 45 brooches
along with other grave equipment elements showed
that this type of find cannot be included either among
objects providing the function of a gender marker, or
among attributes of social status (Kunow 1998, 111;
Fuczkiewicz 2010, 348-349; Cerny 2013, 44-45). They
occur in both female and male burials, as well as in
urn and skeleton graves (Luczkiewicz 2010, 348-350,
354-356; Cern}'f 2013, 44-45).
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Another part of the outfit found in the analyzed
grave is a bronze belt buckle with an eight-shaped
frame. The buckle was preserved intact, but has an un-
usually curved frame in relation to the clamping plate,
which may indirectly indicate an unusual placement
of the belt in the shoulder area. The square-shaped
clamping plate is connected to the frame by a single
rivet, from which a profiled tab with a rivet hole at the
end protrudes (Fig. 9: 3).

The mentioned buckle can be classified in group
A according to the R. Madyda-Legutko classification
(1986), which is characterized by an eight-shaped
frame. It is closest to type 4, which consists of bronze
buckles with an elongated, eight-shaped and two-part
frame with rhombic cross-section, which is connected
to the leather part of the belt with a profiled clamping
plate (Madyda-Legutko 1986, 5, fig. 1). The length of
the frame varies between 80 and 105 mm, the width
30 mm and the length of the plate reaches 70-80 mm.
They can have two or four rivets. R. Madyda-Legut-
ko (1986, 5) included two buckles from Zliv in Bo-
hemia, supplemented by brooches of type A 67, A 26
and bronze vessels E 24, E 30, E 124, E 131 and E 154
(Schulz 1885, tab. ITI: 1-12; IV: 13-15, 20, 21). Anoth-
er specimen of this type was discovered in the burial
ground at Putensen in grave 150, where it was found
together with brooches A 24, A 37 and A 67, and with
a late La Téne pointed shield boss (Wegewitz 1972, 84,
fig. 35: 188; Madyda-Legutko 1986, 5). The author of
the typology places them in phase II of stage B1 (Ma-
dyda-Legutko 1986, 5). Belt buckles with eight-shaped
frame are known from Bohemia mainly from richly
equipped urn and skeleton graves (cf. Droberjar 2006,
626, fig. 20: 8-9, 12, 14; 2014, fig. 11: 1, 16).

The last item from the grave is a fragmented part
of a miniature ceramic vessel (Fig. 9: 4). Its more pre-
cise typological determination is rather problematic
due to the poor state of preservation - it could have
been either a small terrine, or a cup (cf. e.g. Droberjar
2006, 610-617, fig. 4-6, 10, 11). Although miniature
vessels are certainly not among the common finds
of the Roman period, they are confirmed in Central
Europe throughout this period, by partial finds in
settlements and burial grounds (Krekovi¢ 1979, 414;
Droberjar 1999, 48). In Bohemia, they are mainly
found in early Roman settlements (Krekovi¢ 1979,
414), cremation burial grounds (Droberjar 1999, 48),
but also as part of the equipment of skeleton graves.
We have reports of these findings from skeletal graves
from Prague-Bubene¢ 1929, where a miniature ves-
sel — just like in the case of Nezabylice - rested next
to the skull of a skeleton (Horakova-Jansova 1931,

80-82) and recently also in the case of the burial of
a most likely adult woman from Prague-Modrany
(Zemanova 2016, 914). A general analogy to the ves-
sel from Nezabylice can be found at the Dobfichov-
Pi¢hora site in urn grave 52, where a rare miniature
terrine (Droberjar type 20) was dated to stage B1, or to
phase Bla (Droberjar 1999, 48, fig. 47: 52/2). The pur-
pose of such small vessels is not exactly known. It is
considered that they could have been children’s toys/
products, drinking vessels, symbolic grave goods, or
in women’s graves they could have been used to store
cosmetic products (Krekovi¢ 1979, 416-417; Drober-
jar 1999, 48).

6. Construction of the grave

Feature 69 from Nezabylice provides interesting
insights into the construction of skeleton graves in the
early Roman period. The external surface and above-
ground form of the grave can be indicated by the
black-brown clay layer that lined the outline of feature
69 along the perimeter (Fig. 4). In addition to the pos-
sibility that it was a natural terrain depression, it could
be either the remains of a flooded and partly plowed
mound embankment or a smaller above-ground grave
cover created by piling up excess soil. Unfortunately,
due to the close proximity of a grave from the Bronze
Age (feature 75), the perimeter of which was lined
with the same layer, it cannot be ruled out that this
eventual surface treatment belonged rather to a grave
from an earlier period (Fig. 4).

Somewhat more clues were found regarding the
internal arrangement of the grave-pit. The most strik-
ing element in this context is the massive and com-
pact stone lining, recorded practically over the entire
surface of the grave in at least eight successive height
levels. According to the finding situation in the grave,
we believe that the stones were not found in random
groupings (formed, for example, when a wooden ceil-
ing and a possible mound embankment collapsed into
the inner parts of the grave) but, on the contrary, they
clearly show an intentional method of storage. The
stones were selected according to their size and shape
and regularly laid out in such a way that they fit to-
gether as tightly as possible, apparently making their
easy removal impossible. This observation concerns
mainly the northern half and the central part of the
grave (cf. Figs. 5 and 6). The total volume of the stones
in the grave was approximately 0.75 m’. According to
the geological assessment, these were mainly whitish,
yellowish or reddish quartz boulders (pebbles) with
a size of 10-15 cm. The source of the boulders was
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most likely local fluvial sediments of young Tertiary
to Quaternary age. The relic of this early Tertiary ter-
race lines the entire length of the northern slope of the
elevation with the burial ground (Radon 2015).

The method of storing the deceased and goods
brings interesting findings. First of all, the skeleton
gives the impression that the deceased was consider-
ably “crammed” into the narrow interior of the grave-
pit. The discovered position of the skeleton further
indicates that the grave was not filled with earth at
the time of the individual’s burial, but was formed by
a primary hollow space. This is evidenced not only by
the position of the torso slightly turned towards the
right side, but also by the left arm with a rotated radius
resting significantly higher than the right arm lying
under the pelvis, as well as by the lower limbs turned
out of the axis of the torso. Based on the situation, it
can be concluded that the dislocation of the skeleton
most likely occurred as a result of taphonomic pro-
cesses in the original hollow space (cf. Cerny 1995).

Another indication that indirectly suggests the
original presence of the hollow space is the distri-
bution of goods in the grave. In the case of the belt
buckle and the brooch, their original functional stor-
age can be seriously doubted. Similarly, a damaged
bronze vessel with a broken and broken handle and
sunken bottom does not clearly reflect the original ar-
cheological situation. However, the detected position
of the artefacts can probably be explained by the effect
of post-depositional and transformation processes
(Krutova 2003; Droberjar and Waldhauser 2012, 899).
In essence, there are only two possible explanations
for how these processes took place — either it can be
proof of the collapse of the cover (the wooden ceiling
of the burial chamber or rather the lid of the coffin)
together with the stone lining into the inner parts of
the grave, or it can be proof of a secondary interven-
tion in the grave. At the same time, we have certain
knowledge for both options. The deep brown clay
layer recorded at the bottom of the grave-pit suggests
the presence of an internal case made of organic mat-
ter in which the deceased was buried. Eight fragments
of metal-preserved wood, which were found on the
handle of a bronze vessel, attest to it in an exact way.
On the basis of the dendrological analysis, pine wood
(Pinus) and several unidentifiable conifer wood frag-
ments, probably also pine wood (after Koc¢arova and
Kocar 2016), were identified. Unfortunately, we have
no clues about the actual form of this box. In theory,
it could only be simple slabs on which the deceased
could be placed or a monoxylous coffin. However,
due to the fact that pine is a quality soft to medium
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hard wood, easy to process and usable for construc-
tion purposes, we rather assume that it was a closed
coffin with a lid, which was assembled from narrow
slats, or wider planks. At a certain stage, the lid of the
coffin must have either decomposed due to natural
processes, or cracked under the weight of the stones
and fallen into the inner parts of the coffin, causing
the aforementioned movement and damage to the
artefacts. The slight shift of the stone lining from the
upper parts of the grave downwards is also confirmed
by the longitudinal profile of the grave, where we re-
corded a roughly 20 cm wide and arc-shaped gap be-
tween the stone layers.

However, there are also observations indicat-
ing a possible secondary intervention in the grave. In
the two upper layers of the filling, indistinct traces of
a possible secondary intervention were recorded in
the area towards the lower limbs of the skeleton (cf.
Fig. 5). The disturbance of the grave is also evidenced
by the much looser arrangement of stones found in
the southern part of the grave, where, compared to its
central and northern part, the stones are distributed
in less systematic and less dense groups (cf. Fig. 6).
Furthermore, given that it is a space where bronze ves-
sels are usually stored in other skeleton graves from
the early Roman period (cf. Droberjar 2006, fig. 43;
2014, 401, fig. 4), the possibility remains that it is part
of a looter’s shaft, or at least an attempt to secondarily
damage or loot the grave. If we take into consideration
the deposition of goods in the grave from Prague-
Bubenec 1948 (cf. Droberjar 2014, fig. 4), we find that
bronze dipper/pan of E 131 type is placed behind the
head of the skeleton, similarly to the case of Nezab-
ylice. At the feet of the skeleton in the Bubenec¢ grave,
there were another three bronze vessels (cf. Drober-
jar 2014, fig. 4). In the case of grave IV from Straky,
a bronze strainer was placed near the head, and a pan
of E 131 type together with another bronze vessel
rested at the feet of the skeleton (cf. Pi¢ 1905b, 338,
tig. 9; Motykové—Sneidrové 1963b, 59; Droberjar 2006,
tig. 43). The abovementioned fact suggests that in the
richly equipped graves with pans/dippers of E 131
type, the concentration of bronze vessels is typically
higher near the lower limbs of the skeletons. There-
fore, it cannot be completely ruled out that we could
have been dealing with a similar situation in the case
of the grave from Nezabylice, part of which could have
been robbed already in prehistoric times.

The relatively common presence of stones in skel-
eton graves from the early Roman period is confirmed
in Bohemia by relatively frequent but rather fragmen-
tary mentions from field excavations. It turns out that
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it was not a geographically limited phenomenon. On
the contrary, graves lined with stones cover a substan-
tial part of northwestern Bohemia (documented in the
districts of Litomértice, Teplice, Louny and Chomu-
tov). Thanks to this, we know a large number of graves
from the localities of Byckovice (Michalek 1999, 33,
tab. 29), Libésovice (Franz 1935, 95), Lysec (Anony-
mous 1858, 140), Radovesice (Pi¢ 1905a, 303; Preidel
1930, 246), Trnovany (Bfen 1953, 526) and Tvrsice
(Preidel 1930, 264; Motykova-Sneidrova 1963b, 64).
On the other hand, stone fillings and linings in cen-
tral Bohemia occur exclusively in the Prague Basin
and its vicinity. This is confirmed by excavations in
the Prague districts of Bubene¢, Déblice (Motykova-
Sneidrova 1963b, 13; Droberjar 2014, 398), Modtany
(Zemanova 2016, 913-914) and Nové Butovice
(Petris¢akova 2014, 272, tab. I), or in Noutonice (Fel-
cmann 1900, 17-18). Probably the best building anal-
ogy to the find from Nezabylice was provided by the
grave from Prague-Nové Butovice, where a stone case
was documented (Petri§¢akova 2014, 272) and the
grave from Prague-Bubene¢ 1948, where a stone-fill-
ing was preserved (Droberjar 2014, 398).

While stones in ancient Roman graves appear to
be a relatively common issue, we only have weak evi-
dence for wooden coffins. A written mention of pos-
sible existence of a coffin or plates comes from a grave
in LibéSovice (Franz 1935, 95; Brenl 1953, 525-526).
According to indirect indications, the presence of
a wooden chamber is considered in the grave from
Prague-Bubene¢ 1948, but no traces of the wooden
structure were preserved (after Droberjar 2014, 398).
The combination of a pine coffin covered with a lid
and a stone lining intentionally placed in several con-
tinuous layers in the Nezabylice grave represents one
of the most sophisticated structures ever documented
in the interior of a skeleton grave of stage Bl of the
early Roman period in Bohemia.

7. The phenomenon of inhumation in stage
B1 of the early Roman period in Bohemia

The phenomenon of skeleton burials in the early
Roman period in the region of Bohemia has been dealt
with by a number of authors. Its occurrence was first
pointed out at the beginning of the last century by J. L.
Pi¢ (1905a, 305). H. Preidel (1930; 1935) contributed
to significant expansion of the source base of the pre-
war period. The equipment of these graves was de-
scribed by J. Bien (1953) and K. Motykova-Sneidrova
(1963b; 1967). Detailed analyses were presented, for

example, by R. Kohler (1975a; 1975b) and J. Lichar-
dus (1984). In recent years, E. Droberjar (2006, 650
652, 695-697; 2011; 2014; Droberjar and Waldhauser
2012) has intensively focused on the phenomenon of
skeletal burials in Bohemia, as well as, marginally, on
the compendium of Bohemian prehistory (Pleiner
and Rybova (eds.) 1978, 689; Sala¢ 2008, 93-94).

The genesis of inhumation in Bohemia has not
yet been sufficiently explained (cf. Pleiner and Rybova
(eds.) 1978, 689-690, 737; Lichardus 1984; Margos
2000, 255, 261; Droberjar 2006, 650). Traditionally,
explanations for this phenomenon have been sought
in either the cultural-ethnic, socio-economic or ritu-
al-religious spheres (Bfen 1953, 516; Krekovi¢ 1996).
The most common consideration in the case of skeletal
burials is whether they may have been wealthy indi-
viduals, foreigners, envoys, traders, craftsmen, possi-
bly scattered remnants of the native Celtic population,
or whether they were an adopted post-Celtic tradition
(cf. Bren 1953, 516; Pleiner and Rybova (eds.) 1978,
689-690, 737; Lichardus 1984, 88-89; Krekovi¢ 1996,
36; Droberjar 2002, 137; 2006, 652; 2011, 16; 2014,
428-431). However, many of these hypotheses have
recently been refuted. For the time being, the question
of what caused the spread of inhumation in the Cen-
tral European Barbaricum in the early Roman period
cannot be adequately answered (cf. Margos 2000, 261;
Ibragimow 2008, 126-128; 2011, 178).

7.1. Criticism of the source base

At the outset, it should be pointed out that a deeper
understanding of the issue of skeletal burial and the re-
sults of the analyzes is complicated by the a priori in-
complete or uncertain context of the findings, stemming
primarily from the method of research and documenta-
tion, which primarily depend on the date of acquisition
of the findings (cf. Droberjar 2006, 651). Frequently, we
do not even have very basic data, such as when or under
what circumstances the find was obtained (e.g. Pecky:
Bren 1953, 526; Motykové-Sneidrové 1963b, 42). We do
not even know the approximate date of acquisition for
seven graves (17.5%). As shown by the histogram of the
development of the source base (Fig. 12), a substantial
part of the finds (11 graves; i.e. 27.5%) were made until
the end of the 19" century. The largest part of the graves
(15;i.e. 37.5%) dates from the 1* half of the last century.
In younger periods, we observe a significant decline
in them. In the 2™ half of the last century, we record 3
graves (7.5%) and in the new millennium only another
4 graves (10%).
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Fig. 12. Histogram of the development of the source base of skeletal graves in Bohemia
(prepared by A. Pilpanova-Reszczynska).

Unfortunately, we have to assess the research
method and the method of obtaining most of the find-
ings as unsatisfactory. The vast majority of older finds
were made during various construction or mining ac-
tivities, during which the graves were significantly dis-
turbed and, moreover, largely un-expertly examined
(cf. Droberjar 2006, 651). A typical example is Zaluzi
near Celdkovice, where a larger part of the grave in
the Liman’s brickyard had already been destroyed by
mining and the findings were handed over by quarry
workers (cf. Motykova-Sneidrova 1963b, 67). How-
ever, the disturbance by the construction also applies
to some later (e.g. Prague-Bubene¢, Prague-Dablice),
as well as recently conducted research (Semcice). In
recent times, the finds of graves are either related to
rescue archaeological research on construction sites
(Semcice, Prague-Modrany) or to systematic research
of an endangered site (Nezabylice). In 2002, a pair of
damaged skeleton graves were examined in Semcice
and evaluated in detail (Waldhauser 2004; Droberjar
2006, 696; Droberjar and Waldhauser 2012). The year
2015 also brought an identical increase, when skel-
eton graves from the early Roman period were exam-
ined near Nezabylice (Blazek et al. 2016; Pulpanova-
Reszczynska 2018) and during rescue research in
Prague-Modrany, about which basic information was
provided (Zemanova 2016).

The low level of field documentation is also re-
lated to the early dates of acquisition of the finds,
while we lack it for the vast majority of older finds.
Exceptionally, we have a partial drawing reconstruc-
tion of the original find situation (Prague-Bubenec
1948: Droberjar 2014, fig. 4), or a rough reconstruct-
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ed sketch (Noutonice: Droberjar 2002, fig. on p. 216;
2011, fig. 3: 2). If we leave aside the presented grave
from Nezabylice and the grave from Prague-Modrany
(Zemanova 2016), then only three drawings of terrain
situations are known from publications (Poplze: Za-
potocky 1969, fig. 12; Sala¢ 2008, fig. 59: A; Semcice:
Droberjar and Waldhauser 2012, fig. 3; Prague-Nové
Butovice: Petris¢akova 2014, tab. I), with photographs
from two sites (Prague-Bubene¢: Svoboda 1955, fig. 1;
Droberjar 2005, fig. on p. 817; 2014, fig. 2, 3; Prague-
Modrany: Zemanova 2016, fig. 15). All the parameters
of the graves, the position of the skeletons, including
the spatial distribution of grave goods, are therefore
either not known at all in older researches, or we can
only deduce them on the basis of diary entries or writ-
ten references.

A slightly better situation concerns the geographi-
cal data of cemeteries and graves. Most often we know
the verbal description of a partial location, but some-
times the findings can only be located within the given
cadastral territory. However, regarding the physical
orientation of the graves and their spatial arrange-
ment, the situation is again quite unfavorable. Plans
or approximate sketches of the distribution of graves
within the funerary grounds are known from older re-
search only in the case of graves from Byckovice (Mi-
chalek 1999, sketch on tab. 28) and two graves from
Prague-Bubene¢ (Droberjar 2014, fig. 1), and later on
only for the recent research (Semcice, Nezabylice).
A number of other problems arise from this situation.
Sometimes there are uncertainties in the localities not
only in the number of examined graves (Duchcov,
several graves: Glott 1935, 24-25; Straky, 3-4 graves:
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cf. Pi¢ 1905a, 305; 1905b, 337-338; Preidel 1930, 258;
Novotny 1955, 230; Motykova-Sneidrovd 1963b, 43;
Droberjar 2006, 696-697, tab. 3; Sala¢ 2008, 93), but
also whether the graves without equipment belong
to the early Roman period at all (Tvrsice, gr. IV: cf.
Motykova-Sneidrové 1963b, 64; Droberjar 2006, 697;
Straky, gr. III: cf. Pi¢ 1905a, 305; 1905b, 337-338;
Motykovéa-Sneidrova 1963b, 59; Lichardus 1984, 124;
Droberjar 2006, 696-697, tab. 3), or whether they
come from funerary or other find contexts (Lysec: cf.
Anonym 1858, 140; Bren 1953, 520). Sometimes it is
not possible to decide whether the preserved invento-
ries originate from one or more graves (Kutna Hora-
Sedlec: cf. Cizmat and Valentova 1979, 146). At the
sites where skeleton and cremation burials are record-
ed (Radovesice, Prague-Bubene¢, Tvrsice), we lack
certainty as to whether they belong to specific types of
graves (Motykové-ﬁneidrové 1963b, 43, 45, 48, 50, 64;
Prague-Michle - brooch with eyelets: Bren 1953, 526;
cf. Neustupny 1930; Motykové-Sneidrova 1963b, 46).

The documentation methods are also related to
the not entirely satisfactory level of visual recording
of movable finds. Most of the time, individual objects
are depicted only in a relatively small format on pho-
tographic tables and without a corresponding scale
(cf. e.g. Preidel 1930; Hordkova-Jansova 1931; Glott
1935; Franz 1935; Novotny 1949; 1955; Motykova-
Sneidrovéa 1963b), and sometimes there we lack them
at all. Detailed drawings of finds on an adequate scale
are thus only known from more recent works (cf. Za-
potocky 1969; Michalek 1999; Droberjar and Wald-
hauser 2012; Droberjar 2014; Petri¢akova 2014).

The last problem with analyzes is the sometimes
quite uncritical acceptance of some information. As
a typical example, in this context, is the alleged skel-
eton grave from Prague-Bubenec¢ originally marked
as 111/1944 (Lichardus 1984, 123), in which the kettle
of type E 124, cited and analyzed by many authors,
should have been found (cf. Bfen 1953, 519; Novot-
ny 1955, 230, 254-255, fig. 15; Motykové—gneidrové
1963b, 45; Sakar 1970, 30; Lichardus 1984, 123; Drob-
erjar 2006, 696). It was only during the revision of J. A.
Jira’s find fund that the origin of the vessel was found
at the Austrian site of Wels (Hlava 2010, fig. 21), and
therefore this alleged grave was canceled in the last
analysis by E. Droberjar (2014, 397, note 1). Although
the outlined state of the source base cannot be evalu-
ated other than as unsatisfactory (cf. Droberjar 2006,
651; Droberjar and Waldhauser 2012, 899), we will try
to evaluate it in the following paragraphs.

7.2. Geographical distribution of stage B1
skeletal graves in Bohemia

When looking at the Bohemian basin, two sig-
nificant concentrations with the occurrence of skel-
etal graves from stage B1 of the early Roman period
emerge. The first is located in northwestern and the
second in central Bohemia (Fig. 13).

In northwestern Bohemia, we currently have
13-16 skeletal graves in 12 locations. The sites are ac-
cumulated within a radius of 25 to 35 km and are con-
centrated in three separate micro-regions, between
which there are relatively large landscape hiatuses (cf.
Lichardus 1984, 73, fig. 28). The structure of the sites
is determined by the natural geomorphology of the
terrain (sites avoid elevations above 300 m above sea
level), the main hydrological backbone (the Eger, Bi-
lina and Elbe rivers), but also a dense network of low-
er-order streams (e.g. BlSanka, Chomutovka, Hacka,
Modla etc.). Micro-regions are represented in an even,
or in a practically identical way, which concerns not
only the number of graves (4-6), but also the number
of sites found within them (4).

The second important area with the occurrence
of skeletal graves is the central regions of Bohemia,
from where we currently record a total of 13 locali-
ties with 22-24 skeletal graves from stage B1 of the
early Roman period. The core of the area is the Prague
plateau with the largest concentration of sites (center
A according to Lichardus 1984, 72, fig. 28). This in-
cludes localities from both banks of the Vltava from
Prague city districts (Bubene¢, Déblice, Modiany and
Nové Butovice) and municipalities from the northern
suburbs (Libeznice, Noutonice). In total, 10 skeletal
graves were examined at these six sites. The last area is
located east of Prague in the central Bohemian plateau,
within which we recorded finds on the left and right
banks of the Elbe (cf. center B according to Lichardus
1984, 72, tig. 28). There are 4 sites spreading along the
left bank of the Elbe (Nehvizdy, Zaluzi, Pecky, Kutna
Hora-Sedlec) with the finds of 6-7 graves. The same
number of sites (Kropacova Vrutice, Lysa nad Labem,
Semcice, Straky) with the finds of 7-8 graves are lo-
cated in the area between the Central Bohemian and
Jizera plateau on the right bank of the Elbe.

The geographical distribution of individual skel-
etal graves and small inhumation cemeteries in Bohe-
mia (Fig. 13) is broadly correlated with the situation
of cremation necropolises of stage Bl (cf. Droberjar
2006, fig. 62). It is not without interest that many of
the skeletal graves lie on the edges of the oikumene
of contemporary cremation necropolises (e.g. Kutna
Hora-Sedlec, Kropacova Vrutice, Semcice, Trnovany,
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European Environment/A

Fig. 13. Spatial distribution of skeleton graves of stage B1 of the early Roman period in Bohemia (the numbering of sites corresponds to
the serial numbers in Tab. 1; background map by the European Environment Agency; prepared by J. Sély).
1. By¢kovice (Litoméfice district); 2. Cizkovice (Litoméfice district); 3. Duchcov (Teplice district); 4. Kropacova Vrutice (Mlada
Boleslav district); 5. Kutnd Hora-Sedlec (Kutnd Hora district); 6. LibéSice (Most district); 7. LibéSovice (Louny district); 8. Libeznice
(Prague-East district); 9. Lysa nad Labem (Nymburk district); 10. Lysec (Teplice district); 11. Nehvizdy (Prague-East district);
12. Nezabylice (Chomutov district); 13. Noutonice (Prague-West district); 14. Pecky (Kolin district); 15. Poplze (Litoméfice district); 16.
Prague-Bubene¢ (Prague 6 district); 17. Prague-Déblice (Prague 8 district); 18. Prague-Modfany (Prague 4 district); 19. Prague-Nové
Butovice (Prague 13 district); 20. Radovesice (Litoméfice district); 21. Semcice (Mlada Boleslav district); 22. Sifem (Louny district); 23.
Straky (Nymburk district); 24. Trnovany (Teplice district); 25. Tvrsice (Louny district); 26. Zaluzi (Prague-East district).

Nezabylice). However, the question remains of how to
interpret this phenomenon - whether to consider it
as a reflection of the structure of funeral grounds or
rather the current state of research.

The Nezabylice find represents the westernmost
inhumation grave of the given period within the Bo-
hemian basin (Fig. 13: 12). In the immediate vicinity of
the analyzed locality there is a grave/graves in Tvrsice
(Fig. 13: 25; Preidel 1930, 264; Motykova-Sneidrové
1963b, 64; 1965; Lichardus 1984, 124; Droberjar 2006,
697), Libésovice (Fig. 13: 7; Franz 1935, 95, fig. VI;
Bren 1953, 525-526; Motykova-Sneidrova 1963b, 29;
Lichardus 1984, 123; Droberjar 2006, 696) and in
Sitem (Fig. 13: 22; Motykov4-Sneidrova 1963b, 53; Li-
chardus 1984, 124; Droberjar 2006, 696). An equally
important finding is that the inhumation grave from
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Nezabylice - similarly to the grave/graves in Tvrsice
or Byckovice — was located near cremation graves (cf.
Motykova-Sneidrové 1963b, 64; 1965; Michélek 1999,
tab. 29). The mentioned sites prove that stage B1 skel-
etal graves are also found in contemporary crema-
tion necropolises in some cases, which has long been
disputed (cf. Droberjar 2006, 650; 2014, 430-431).
No less important is the fact that the graves at three
nearby locations (LibéSovice, Tvrsice, Nezabylice)
have an analogous construction, the common feature
of which is stone lining and sometimes the presence of
a wooden coffin (LibéSovice: cf. Franz 1935, 95). The
mentioned findings indicate that the area of the mid-
dle course of the Eger (Ohfe) represents an important
micro-region of the early Roman period, which may
have some specific manifestations of funeral rites.
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7.3. Basic parameters of the graves

Until now we have recorded approximately 40
finds of skeletal graves from stage B1 of the early Ro-
man period, originating from 26 sites (Tab. 1). After
deducting the uncertain assemblages without equip-
ment (Straky gr. III, Tvrsice gr. IV, LibéSovice second
burial) we can count 37 sets (cf. Droberjar 2006, 650,
695-697). Compared to previously recorded finds,
there was a slight increase in the source base. If we take
into consideration that roughly 566 cremation graves
from stage B1 were recorded in Bohemia (Droberjar
2006, 645-649), then in comparison to the recently re-
corded 6.4% (Droberjar 2006, 650), nowadays inhuma-
tion is represented by roughly 7% of the total number of
all graves of the period found so far (cf. Sala¢ 2008, 93).

Based on the preserved data, it can be concluded
that grave-pits with skeletal burials take on either reg-
ular rectangular shapes with rounded corners (cf. No-
votny 1955, fig. 1; Droberjar 2014, fig. 2; Petris¢akova
2014, tab. I), or slightly irregular up to slightly oval
shapes (cf. Zapotocky 1969, 194, fig. 12; Zemanova
2016, fig. 15). A regular narrow and elongated pit was
discovered in Nezabylice. In most cases, however, we
do not have data on their shape. The documented
length of grave-pits ranges from 210 cm (Byckovice)
to 320 cm (Nezabylice), most often falling within
the range of 210-220 cm (3x) or 250-280 cm (3x).
The width of the graves ranges from 70 cm to 92 cm
(4x), then from 95 cm to 110 cm (3x) and only in one
case it reaches up to 160 cm (Prague-Bubenec 1948).
If we take into consideration the total surface area
of the objects, three categories emerge among them:
a) smaller graves with an area of approx. 1.5 to 2.25 m?
(Poplze, Byckovice, Prague-Modrany 2015, Prague-
Nové Butovice); b) medium-sized graves with an
area of around 3 m* (Libé3ovice, Nezabylice); c) large
grave chamber, a grave with an area of more than 4 m?
(Prague-Bubenec 1948).

Depending on the depth, the following catego-
ries of graves can be distinguished: a) shallow graves
deepened to a level of 30-40 cm (4x); b) the most nu-
merous group is represented by moderately sunken
graves with levels of 50-75 cm (7x); c) deep graves
with a bottom at a level between 100-150 cm (4x). We
do not include here the uncertain case from Zaluzi,
where the bottom of the grave was supposed to reach
up to 285 cm.

A very variable parameter is the orientation of
grave-pits, which can be divided into at least three
groups: a) graves oriented along the longer wall in
the E-W direction (11x); b) graves with direct north-

south orientation (5%); ¢) graves with a north-south
orientation with a deviation to NNE-NE (7x). The
orientation of burials, which naturally depends on the
overall orientation of the grave-pit, is even more var-
ied: a) skeleton with head to the west (at least 7x); b)
head to the east (Kutnad Hora-Sedlec); c) head to the
north/northeast (4x); d) head to the southwest (2x).
The variability of differently oriented graves (W-E;
N-S) is documented even within one burial ground
(Noutonice).

De facto in all graves, a typical stretched position
of the skeletons was found, resting on their backs with
the upper limbs laid mostly along the body (cf. Drober-
jar 2014, 400). Only in probably two cases was the left
upper limb bent at the elbow (Hordkova-Jansova 1931,
80). The lower limbs also mostly lay stretched, only in
one case they were found in crossed position (Nou-
tonice, gr. 7: Felcman 1900, 18; Motykové—gneidrové
1963Db, 6). A special way of depositing the deceased is
mentioned in the case of Radovesice, where the skull
was supposed to have been placed in a bronze bowl
(Pi¢ 1905a, 303) and Noutonice gr. 7, where the fingers
of the lower limbs were supposed to be reaching into
a ceramic container (Felcman 1900, 18).

Vast majority of graves were prepared for just
one individual. Only in the case of Libésovice it can
be considered whether it was a simultaneous dou-
ble burial (the second individual without goods was
placed in some kind of niche?) or rather an additional
burial in superposition with the older one (cf. Franz
1935, 95). The situation in Byc¢kovice is sometimes in-
terpreted as a bi-ritual burial (Droberjar 2011, 14, fig.
2; 2014, 430-431), however, the direct connection of
the urn together with the skeleton burial seems rather
problematic (compare the original description of the
finding situation of gr. 4/ 1902 from J. Szombathy’s di-
ary no. 66 of 16 October 1902: see Michélek 1999, 33).

On the question of who was buried in the skeletal
graves of the early Roman period, we would primar-
ily expect useful data from anthropological analyses.
However, we must consider that there are currently
only eight specialized analyzes conducted, represent-
ing only 20% of all identified skeletal burials. On this
basis, it can be claimed that in the graves analyzed,
mostly adult male (up to 6x) and female (up to 3x)
individuals were buried, exceptionally also an in-
fant (1x). Individuals buried in Nezabylice, Prague-
Bubene¢ 1948 (Kuzelka 2014), Semcice gr. 16/02
(Stranska 2012), a robust individual from Prague-Nové
Butovice (Petrid¢akova 2014), in the Noutonice gr. 6
(Droberjar 2002; 2015), and perhaps also an individ-
ual from Kutna Hora-Sedlec (Leminger 1909, 78-79)
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Table 1. Basic data on skeletal graves of stage B1 of the early Roman period in Bohemia.
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S g 58 g &l 2 | E%| w g = g =
z. S A A =) o | £2| & &M = & &
1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
1 | Byckovice 4 210x80| ¢ W-E | dorsal ? 2x A54a; | Michélek 1999; Droberjar 2006
W A2al
2 | Cizkovice | 1898 ? ? ? ? ? eyelets | Preidel 1930; Motykova-Snei-
drova 1963b; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2006
3 Duchcov | few gra- ? ? ? ? ? A236 GloEt 1935; Bren 1953; Motyko-
ves va-Sneidrova 1963b; Lichardus
1984; Droberjar 2006
4 | Kropacova | 1882 ? ? W-E w ? E 131 | buckle | 4x A45; | Cervinka 1884; Pi¢ }905a; Bren
Vrutice AA17 | Al9all; 1953; Motykova-Sneidrova
2x stolen| 1963b; Lichardus 1984; Wald-
hauser and Kos$nar 1997; Dro-
berjar 2006
5 | Kutn4 Ho- 1887 ? ? E-W | dorsal | male? 5x fit- | 2x A45 | Pi¢ 1905a; Lemingeg 1909; Bien
ra-Sedlec E tings 1953; Motykova-Sneidrova
1963b; Droberjar 2006
18872 ? ? ? ? ? buckle Cizméf and Valentové 1979;
AA5 Droberjar 2006
6 Libésice ? ? ? ? ? ? 2x Al19a | Preidel 1930; Motykové-Snei-
drova 1963b; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2006
7 | LibéSovice 1933 280 x 60 ? dorsal | two A2b Fran} 1935; Bien 1953; Motyko-
110 indivi- va-Sneidrova 1963b; Lichardus
duals 1984; Droberjar 2006
8 | Libeznice ? ? ? ? ? ? Al9all; |Bieri 1953; Motykova-Sneidrova
A24 1963b; Lichardus 1984; Dro-
berjar 2006
9 | Lysanad ? ? ? ? ? ? A 237c |Bierl 1953; Motykova-Sneidrova
Labem 1963; Sakar 1970; Lichardus
1984; Droberjar 2006
10 Lysec 1858 ? ? ? ? ? E131, Anonymoug 1858; Bien 1953;
124 Motykova-Sneidrova 1963b;
Sakar 1970; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2006
11 | Nehvizdy 1 ? ? ? 1xdor- ? A236b; | Preidel 1930, 203; Bren 1953;
sal A19all Motykové-Sneidrové 1963b;
N ? ? ? tﬁxog ? Ad5b; Lichardus 1984; Droberjar 2006
e side AGT
3 ? ? ? ? A236b
12 | Nezabylice | 69/2015 | 320 x 110 [NE-SW| dorsal | >male | E131 | buckle | A45a | Blazek et al. 2016; Pulpanova
105 N 30-40 AA4 -Reszczynska et al. 2017aPtlpan
et al. 2018; Palpanova-Reszc-
zynska 2018
13 | Noutonice 6 ? 60 W-E | dorsal | male A48; | Felcman 1900; Pi¢ 1905a; Bren
40-50 Vippa- 1953; Motykové-Sneidrova
chedelh. | 1963b; Lichardus 1984; Dro-
7 ? 40 W-E | dorsal ? A2b berjar 2002; 2006
8 ? 30 N-S | dorsal ?
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
14 | Petky ? ? ? ? ? ? eyelets | Bren 1953; Motykova-Snei-
drova 1963b; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2006
15 Poplze | VI/1962 |217 x 92| 50/55 | W-E | dorsal | female 2x A2all| Zapotocky 1969; Lichardus
w 1984; Droberjar 2006
16 | Prague- 1929 ? 60 |SW-NE| dorsal |female? buckle | 3x A49 | Hordkovd-Jansové 1931; No-
-Bubenec SW G9 votny 1955; Motykova-Snei-
drova 1963b; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2005; 2006
1942 ? ? ? ? ? bowl | buckle | A45; Novotny 1955; Bfer 1953;
AAl Al9all | Motykova-Sneidrova 1963; Li-
end Bl chardus 1984; Droberjar 2005;
2006; 2014
1948 260 x 120 [SW-NE| dorsal | >male | E 92, | 2x belts | 3x A45, Novotny 1949; 1?55; Bren
160 SW | 30-40 | 124, A24, 1953; Motykova-Sneidrova
131, 2x TKF | 1963b; Lichardus 1984; Dro-
154 1b1-2 berjar 2005; 2006
17 | Prague- 1955 ? 150 | N-S | dorsal ? eyelets | Motykova-Sneidrova 1963b;
-Déblice N Lichardus 1984; Droberjar
2005; 2006
18 | Prague- ? ? ? ? ? end Rad-| Kost. |Bten 1953; Motykova-Sneidro-
-Modfany datz JV N-c va 1967; Droberjar 2005; 2006
24/2015 | 220 x 95 ? W-E | dorsal |female? 3x Zemanova 2016
W
19 | Prague- 10 250x90| ? W-E | dorsal | male A 45b Petrig¢akova 2014
-N. Buto- w matu-
vice rus
20 |Radovesice| 1839 ? ? ? ? ? E69 | Voigt C Pi¢ 19Q5a; Preidel 1930; Moty-
kova-Sneidrova 1963b; Sakar
1970; Lichardus 1984; Sklenar
1992; Droberjar 2006
1914 ? 75 ? dorsal ? Voigt B 4x | Preidel 1930; Bren 1953; Moty-
(2x kova-Sneidrova 1963b; Lichar-
Al9all) | dus 1984; Blazek and Kotyza
1990; Droberjar 2006
21 Semcice | 16/2002 ? 35 W-E | dorsal | male? A 45 Waldhauser 2004; Droberjar
w 45-60 2006a; Droberjar and Wald-
182002 | ?x85 | 40 | W-E juvenis hauser 2012
15-17
22 | Sifem 1911 ? 2 |NE-SW| ? ? buckle | eyelets |Motykova-Sneidrova 1963b; Li-
AAT? chardus 1984; Droberjar 2006
23 Straky 11904 ? ? N-S ? ? buckle 2% Pi¢ 1905a; 1905b; Prei@el 1930;
AA15 | TKFla; | Bren 1953; Motykova-Sneidro-
Kost N-c| v 1963b; Sakar 1970; Lichar-
111904 ? ? ? ? ? dus 1984; Droberjar 2006
11T 1904 ? ? N-S ? eyelets
IV 1905 ? 75 N-S N ? E 69, A24
131,
163
24 | Trnovany ? 60 |SW-NE| dorsal ? Kostrz. |Bien 1953, 526; Motykova-Sne-
N-c idrovéa 1963b; Lichardus 1984;
Droberjar 2006
25 | Tvrsice 1II? ? ? W-E | dorsal ? 2x A45 | Preidel 1930; Motykova-Snei-
drové 1963a; 1963b; 1965; Li-
vz ? 100 |NE-SW ? ? chardus 1984; Droberjar 2006
26 Zaluzi ? 285 |NE-SW| NE ? 2x ey- | Motykova-Sneidrov4 1967; Li-
elets chardus 1984; Droberjar 2006
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can be considered male or rather male. All recognized
deceased lived to adulthood (category adultus) most
often in the range of 30-40 years (Prague-Bubenec,
Nezabylice), 40-50 years (Noutonice), or to senile age
in the range of 45-60 years (Semcice). As the youngest
of the whole set, there is an undetermined adolescent
aged 15-17 years old buried in the grave 18/02 from
Semcice (after Stranska 2012, 902), which according
to the preserved Jahn 20 type spur is rather considered
to be male (Droberjar and Waldhauser 2012, 894).

In the other three anthropologically determined
cases, we have confirmed female burials. The first
comes from Poplze, Litoméfice district (Zapotocky
1969, 194). The gracile bones, the height of the skel-
eton of 160 cm and the goods suggests that a woman
could have been buried in Prague-Bubene¢ 1929 (ac-
cording to Hordkova-Jansova 1931, 80). The skeleton
in Prague-Modfany was tentatively determined to be
probably an adult woman (Zemanova 2016, 913-914).

From the overview it is clear that in the case of
80% of the finds determining the gender and age of the
deceased is basically dependent solely on the analy-
sis of preserved personal equipment or goods, which
is certainly not optimal. In the given situation, it is ob-
vious that we will probably not be able to do without
DNA analyzes when resolving this issue in the future.

7.4. The equipment of skeletal graves
and its storage

The range of objects represented in skeleton
graves is very varied and in principle (perhaps with the
exception of weapons) reflects similar functional com-
position as cremation graves (cf. e.g. Droberjar 2006).
The predominant category is personal equipment
represented by components of clothing (brooches: 65
items in 33 graves), body or clothing ornaments (pins:
14 items in 8 graves) and belt components (13 items
in 12 graves). Exceptionally, shoe parts are also docu-
mented (Prague-Bubene¢ 1948). Bronze vessels (13
pieces in 7 graves) slightly prevail over ceramic vessels
(up to 12 pieces in 10 graves) among grave goods. Very
abundantly (in 5 graves) drinking horns, or their par-
tial fittings and ends are also recorded. The occurrence
of tools and objects of daily use is also more common,
among them we record iron knives (4x), iron (2x)
or bronze scissors (1x) and a razor (1x). Two graves
contained parts of outfit (spurs: Semcice, Prague-
Bubene¢ 1948) and, quite rarely, a weapon (spearhead:
Byckovice). Other metal objects include bronze and
iron rings. Rare finds include a bone comb, playing
stones, a lump of resin, a ceramic spindle whorl, an
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amber bead and a shell. In the following part of the
analysis, we focus mainly on similar finds preserved in
the analyzed grave from Nezabylice - i.e. a bronze pan,
a belt buckle, a brooch and a ceramic vessel.

Clothing fasteners are recorded in Czech skeleton
graves in the number of 1 to 7 specimens (Tab. 1).
The highest number of them was found in Kropacova
Vrutice, where there were supposed to be up to seven
brooches, with only five of them remaining (Cervinka
1884, 459). Six fasteners were recorded in Prague-
Bubenec in 1948 (Novotny 1949, 53; 1955, 228; Drob-
erjar 2014, 407, 409, fig. 10), four were part of a grave
in Radovesice from 1914. Three pieces of brooches
were recorded in four graves (Straky I, Byckovice,
Prague-Bubene¢ 11/1929, Prague-Modfany 2015).
The occurrence of an identical pair in graves was
relatively frequent (2x type A 2all: Poplze; 2x A 19a:
Libésice; 2x A 45: Kutnd Hora-Sedlec and Tvrsice II1;
2x brooch with eyelets: Zaluzi), also two fasteners of
various types. The type A 19all occurs most often (3x)
in this context together with type A 24 (Libeznice),
A 236b (Nehvizdy 1) or A 45 (Prague-Bubene¢ 1942).
Among other combinations, we can mention the
brooch with eyelets of type A 45b appearing together
with type A 67 (Nehvizdy 2) or Noutonice grave 6,
where brooch A 48 was found together with type Vip-
pachedelhausen. However, most often (15x), we find
only a single fastener in the analyzed graves - as is the
case in Nezabylice.

Although the brooches are mainly found in
a functional position on the shoulders or chest of the
skeletons (e.g. Noutonice 6, Poplze, Tvrsice, Straky IV,
two brooches in Prague-Bubenec 1929), their location
shows a certain variability, which can be attributed to
the action of post-depositional and transformation
processes (cf. Droberjar and Waldhauser 2012, 899;
Droberjar 2014, 419). Probably for these reasons, in
some graves the brooches rested on the head (Nou-
tonice 7) or behind the heads of the skeletons (Nezab-
ylice, Semcice, Prague-Bubenec 1948), or between the
lower limbs (Libésovice). Grave 111/1948 from Prague-
Bubene¢ shows other possibilities of their storage,
where two specimens lay near the collarbones, one
on the left side of the ribcage, other two next to the
right shoulder and the last one behind the head of the
skeleton (cf. Novotny 1949, 53; 1955, 228; Droberjar
2014, 401, 403, fig. 4). In this unusual case, it is pos-
sible that the deceased man was dressed in a ceremo-
nial costume with more brooches than was otherwise
common during the burial ceremony (after Droberjar
2014, 419). A trio of fibulae was a more common part
of women’s costume, as evidenced by the graves from
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Prague-Bubene¢ 1929 and Prague-Modfany 2015.
Pair occurrence of identical brooches worn on the
shoulders, which is one of the typical features of wom-
en’s Elbe-Germanic costume (Gebiihr 1976, 146-147,
tig. 130, 131), is confirmed in the Czech context by the
grave from Poplze (Zapotocky 1969, fig. 12).

Among the significant finds from stage Bl of
the early Roman period are various parts of belts. In-
cluding the typical bronze belt buckles with an eight-
shaped frame of the Madyda-Legutko type AAl-
AA5, or Madyda-Legutko AA15-AA17 (cf. Tejral
1970, 120; Droberjar 2006, 626), which are found in
Bohemia mainly in skeletons (Prague-Bubene¢ 1942
and 1948; Kropacova Vrutice; Straky gr. I; Kutna Ho-
ra-Sedlec), but even in cremation graves (Zliv: Schulz
1885). Belt buckles in skeletal graves rest most often
in their original functional position at the waist of
the buried individual (Prague-Bubenec¢ 1929). In the
grave from 1948 in Prague-Bubenec there was even
a pair of belts at the waist, the first was fastened with
a belt hook and the second with a buckle (Novotny
1955, 228, tig. 1; Droberjar 2014, 421, 423, 426-427,
tig. 3, 11, 16). An atypical storage method was newly
discovered in Nezabylice, where the belt buckle rested
on the skeleton’s right shoulder.

Among the most spectacular finds are primar-
ily bronze vessels, evidenced by 13 specimens in
seven skeletal graves. The most numerous ones are
bronze or tinned pans of type E 131 documented in
tive graves (Kropacova Vrutice, Lysec, Nezabylice,
Prague-Bubenec¢ 1948, Straky IV). This type of vessel
can be considered typical toreutics of skeletal graves
of stage B1 (e.g. Sakar 1970; Karasova 1998, 29-32).
Two specimens are documented as containers of type
E 69 (Radovesice 1839, Straky IV) and E 124 (Lysec,
Prague-Bubene¢ 1948). By individual specimens are
represented containers of type E 92, E 154, E 163 and
a bowl with a spout (Sakar 1970; Karasova 1998).

The storage positions of bronze vessels are most
often concentrated in the space either behind the skel-
etons” heads or at their feet. In the 1948 grave from
Prague-Bubenec, a trio of vessels were placed at the
feet of the skeleton, and behind the head, as in Nezab-
ylice, was a type E 131 pan (Droberjar 2014, fig. 2, 4).
In contrast, in grave IV from Straky, a bronze strainer
was placed near the head, and a pan of type E 131 to-
gether with another bronze vessel rested at the feet
of the skeleton (cf. Pi¢ 1905b, 338, fig. 9; Motykova-
Sneidrova 1963b, 59; Droberjar 2006, fig. 43).

Seemingly less attractive, but no less important,
are ceramic vessels. Their presence can be assumed in
the case of 10 graves (i.e. 25% of all skeleton graves)

and can thus be considered as one of the accompa-
nying finds. Most often they are vase-shaped terrines
or vases and, in three cases, miniature vessels (Nez-
abylice, Prague-Bubene¢ 1929, Prague-Modrany).
Ceramics are most often — as in Nezabylice - found
near the head, specifically on its right side (Prague-
Bubenec 1929: Hordkova-Jansova 1931, 80; Noutonice
6: Felcman 1900, 17), or to the right behind the head
near the corner of the grave-pit (Prague-Bubenec
1948: Droberjar 2014, 401, fig. 4). In two cases, the
occurrence of a ceramic vessel resting at the feet of the
skeleton is documented (Noutonice 7: Felcman 1900,
18; Straky IV: Pi¢ 1905b, 338; cf. Droberjar 2006, fig.
43). A unique ceramic specimen is a spindle whorl
from Prague-Modrany (Zemanova 2016, 914).

The equipment listed above shows a high degree
of variability, which can be considered one of the ac-
companying phenomena of skeletal graves. At first
glance, the vast difference in their inventory is obvi-
ous. Thus, on the one hand, we find outright poor
graves, or normally equipped, and on the other hand
graves very rich. The recorded graves are: a) without
equipment; b) with one brooch; c¢) with two brooch-
es; d) other types of sparsely equipped graves. On the
other side of the spectrum are graves richly equipped
— apparently elite — with, among other things, bronze
vessels (Straky IV/1905: 3 vessels; Lysec: 2 vessels;
Kropdacova Vrutice: 1 vessel). A group of graves with
forged drinking horns also appears to be quite dis-
tinctive. The richest and most elite group is tradition-
ally referred to as “princely graves” or “Lubieszewo/
Libsow type” graves (here Prague-Bubene¢ 1948;
cf. e.g. Gebithr 1974; 2009; Kohler 1975a; 1975b; Li-
chardus 1984). As recent precise analyzes of these elite
graves in Central European Barbaricum show, this is
a complex cultural-social phenomenon (Droberjar
2006, 650-652; 2014, 428-433, tig. 20; Bemmann and
Vof$ 2007; Schuster 2010; 2013; 2014a; 2014b; 2016;
Schuster and Cieslinski 2009; von Carnap Bornheim
2015; Vof3 2017). Although the grave from Nezabylice
has some features of a prestigious burial (imported
vessel, luxurious belt, sophisticated grave construc-
tion), its inclusion among the most elite group would
require a significantly deeper study in the Central
European context. Ideally, we should subject the indi-
viduals from Nezabylice to natural science analyses,
which would help us solve some current problems.
For example, the analysis of oxygen, strontium, ni-
trogen, and other elements’ isotopes should not only
provide us with relevant answers to the questions of
the origin of skeletally buried individuals, but also to
their nutrition.
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8. Conclusion

The article presents a skeletal grave from the ear-
ly Roman period explored in 2015 at the cremation
burial grounds in Nezabylice (Chomutov district, Usti
region, northwestern Bohemia). The anthropological
analysis describes the buried individual as an adult,
probably male, who lived to be 30-40 years old (adul-
tus II). Their outfit included a bronze belt buckle sim-
ilar to the Madyda-Legutko type AA4 and a brooch
with eyelets of type A 45a. The grave goods consisted
of a bronze tinned pan of type E 131 and a miniature
ceramic terrine. The assemblage can be dated to the
B1b phase of the early Roman period.

A significant feature of the grave was the stone lin-
ing, which consisted of several horizontally placed lay-
ers of smaller quartz boulders obtained from the local
gravel-sand terrace. The benefit of the explored grave
is the presence of an organic container that has been
precisely documented for the first time in the Bohemi-
an context. According to the preserved traces of a pine
tree (Pinus), it was probably a wooden coffin, inside
which the buried individual was placed. The combina-
tion of a wooden coffin and stone lining represents the
most sophisticated way of modifying a grave-pit that
has been documented in the territory of Bohemia.

Field research and a non-destructive survey in
Nezabylice proved that the presented skeleton grave
has a demonstrable spatial relation to the extensive
contemporary cremation necropolis. In this regard,
only burial sites from Tvrsice in Louny district and
Byckovice in Litoméfice district were mentioned as
exceptions (Michalek 1999, 33; cf. Droberjar 2006,
650), where, however, the detailed relation between
these types of graves is not exactly known (Motykova-
Sneidrova 1963b, 64; 1965; cf. Droberjar 2006, 650).
The relation between the graves of both rites has
not yet been documented even in the large Cen-
tral Bohemian burial grounds (Ttebusice: Droberjar
2002, 342-343; Dobtichov-Pichora: Droberjar 1999;
Tisice: Sneidrova 1957; Motykové-gneidrové 1963a;
Stehelceves: Motykova 1981). Nezabylice therefore
represents the first cremation necropolis of stage Bl
in Bohemia, where a chronologically contemporary
skeleton burial can be proven to be located. The con-
tribution of the find is unprecedented and sheds new
light on existing knowledge about the organization of
Germanic necropolises.

The geographical location of Nezabylice and the
adjacent sites proves that one of the important regional
centers with a concentration of skeletal graves is locat-
ed in the area of the middle course of the Eger (Ohfe)
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in north-western Bohemia. In the case of Nezabylice, it
is at the same time the most western location, thanks
to which the hitherto known oikumene with the oc-
currence of skeleton graves in Bohemia has expanded.

Today, only forty skeleton graves from stage Bl
of the early Roman period are known in Bohemia.
However, a significant part of these findings were in-
expertly examined before the middle of the last cen-
tury, and we lack comprehensive information about
them, which significantly complicates their more de-
tailed study. How can we expand our knowledge and
interpretive possibilities of this phenomenon given
the limited find fund? Apparently, the only way will
be to include the results of natural science analyzes in
our considerations. First of all, isotope analyzes (oxy-
gen, strontium, nitrogen, etc.), which should provide
us with relevant answers to questions regarding not
only the origin of skeletally buried individuals, but
also the composition of their diet. An ideal model for
the future would be an open access Internet database
created within the Central European area, where in-
dividual institutions or researchers of the Roman era
could contribute the results of natural science exper-
tise (DNA, active isotopes, bio-archaeology, etc.), sim-
ilar to those for the period of earlier prehistoric times,
for example the Neolithic or the Bronze Age.

References

Anonymous. 1858. Zpravy o schiizkach archaeologického
sboru Musea kr. Ceského. Schiizka dne 22. kvétna
1858. Pamidtky archeologické 3, 139-140.

Bemmann J. and Vo8 H.-U. 2007. Anmerkungen zur Kor-
pergrabsitte in den Regionen zwischen Rhein und
Oder vom 1. bis zur Mitte des 5. Jahrhunderts n.
Chr. In A. Faber, P. Fasold, M. Struck and M. Wittey-
er (eds.), Korpergriber des 1.-3. Jahrhunderts in der
Romischen Welt (= Schriften des Archdologischen Mu-
seums Frankfurt 21). Frankfurt am Main: Archéologi-
sches Museum, 153-183.

Bina J. and Demek J. (eds.) 2012. Z niZin do hor. Geomorfo-
logické jednotky Ceské republiky. Praha: Academia.

Blazek J. and Kotyza O. 1990. Archeologickd sbirka Okre-
sniho vlastivédného muzea v Litoméficich 1. Fond Libo-
chovice (= Archeologicky vyzkum v severnich Cechdch
18). Teplice: Krajské muzeum v Teplicich.

Blazek J., Ondrac¢kova L., Pulpan M. and Pulpanova-Resz-
czynska A. 2015. Vyzkum pohrebisté z doby fimské
v Nezabylicich, okr. Chomutov. In K. Sklenat (ed.),
Zpravy Ceské archeologické spolecnosti — Supplément
97. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch 2014. Praha: Ce-
ska archeologicka spole¢nost, 35-36.



A Grave from Nezabylice, Chomutov District. On the Phenomenon of Inhumation in Stage B1 of the Early Roman Period in Bohemia

Blazek J., Ondrac¢kova L., Palpan M. and Pulpanova-Resz-
czynska A. 2016. Vyzkum pohrebisté z doby fimské
v Nezabylicich (okr. Chomutov) v roce 2015. In K.
Sklenat (ed.), Zprdvy Ceské archeologické spole¢nosti
— Supplément 101. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch
2015. Praha: Ceska archeologicka spole¢nost, 23-24.

Blazek J., Ondrackova L., Pilpan M. and Pilpanova-Resz-
czyfiska A. 2017. Vyzkum pohfebisté z doby fimské
v Nezabylicich (okr. Chomutov) v roce 2016. In K.
Sklenat (ed.), Zprdvy Ceské archeologické spolecnosti
~ Supplément 105. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch
2016. Praha: Ceska archeologicka spole¢nost, 23-24.

Blazek J., Ondrac¢kova L., Palpan M. and Pilpanova-Resz-
czyniska A. 2018. Vyzkum pohiebisté z doby fimské v
Nezabylicich (okr. Chomutov) v roce 2017. In K. Skle-
néf (ed.), Zprdvy Ceské archeologické spolecnosti — Sup-
plément 109. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch 2017.
Praha: Ceska archeologické spole¢nost, 27-28.

Blazek J., Ondrackova L., Palpan M. and Reszczynska A.
2014. Nové zarové pohrebisté z doby fimské v Neza-
bylicich, okr. Chomutov. Archeologie ve stfednich Ce-
chdch 18, 799-811.

Biei J. 1953. Kostrové hroby star$i doby timské v Cechach.
Archeologické rozhledy 5, 515-529.

von Carnap-Bornheim C. 2015. Miedzy adaptacja a opo-
rem? Uwagi o grobach ,,ksigzecych” z okresu wptywow
rzymskich w Barbaricum. Wiadomosci Archeologiczne
66, 183-200.

Cernochové R. 2016. Bronzova vybava kostrového hrobu
69 v Nezabylicich (star$i doba fimska) Oblastniho
muzea v Chomutové 2015. Konzervatorska a restau-
ratorska zprava pt. ¢. TP-2016-4053, unpublished ma-
nuscript in the archive of the Institute of Archaeology
of the Czech Academy of Sciences, Prague, Museum
in Chomutov.

Cerny V. 1995. Vyznam tafonomickych procesti pti studiu
pohtebniho ritu. Archeologické rozhledy 47, 301-313.

Cerny M. 2013. Germanské spony star$i doby #imské v Ce-
chach. Germanic Brooches of the Early Roman Period
in Bohemia, unpublished manuscript of diploma the-
sis in the archive of the Faculty of Philosophy of Char-
les University, Praha.

Cervinka O. 1884. Dvé nalezi$té starozitnosti u Vrutice
Kropacovy. Pamdtky archeologické 12, 457-464.

Cizmar M. and Valentov4 J. 1979. Pispévek k poznani doby
fimské na Kutnohorsku. Archeologické rozhledy 31,
144-150.

Cosack E. 1979. Die Fibeln der Alteren Romischen Kaise-
rzeit in der Germania libera (Dinemark, DDR, BRD,
Niederlande, CSSR). Eine technologisch-archiologische
Analyse, 1: Armbrustfibeln, Rollenkappenfibeln, Augen-
fibeln (= Gottinger Schriften zur Vor- und Friihgeschich-
te 19). Neumiinster: Karl Wachholtz.

Demek J. and Mackov¢in P. (eds.) 2006. Zemépisny lexikon
CR. Hory a niZiny. Brno: Agentura ochrany piirody
a krajiny Ceské republiky.

Dobe$ M., Limbursky P. and Pulpanova-Reszczynska A.
2020. Hrob kultury se $ntirovou keramikou z Nezaby-
lic v severozdpadnich Cechach. Ke konstrukcim ko-
morovych hrobtt mladsiho eneolitu ve sttedni Evropé.
Archeologické rozhledy 72, 3-25.

Droberjar E. 1999. Dobfichov-Pichora. Ein Brandgrdiberfeld
der dlteren romischen Kaiserzeit in Bohmen (Ein Beitrag
zur Kentniss des Marbod-Reichs) (= Fontes Archaeolo-
gici Pragenses 23). Pragae: Museum Nationale Pragae.

Droberjar E. 2002. Encyklopedie fimské a germdnské archeolo-
gie v Cechdch a na Moravé. Praha: Nakladatelstvi Libri.

Droberjar E. 2005. Praha germanska. Doba fimska a doba
stéhovani narodu (konec 1. stoleti pred Kristem az 6.
stoleti po Kristu). In M. Lutovsky and L. Smejtek (eds.),
Pravékd Praha. Praha: Nakladatelstvi Libri, 777-841.

Droberjar E. 2006. Hornolabsti Svébové — Markomani. K
problematice dalsiho vyvoje gropromstedtské kultury
ve stupni Eggers B1 (,,Zeitgruppe 3”) v Cechach (do-
btichovskd skupina). Archeologie ve stiednich Cechdch
10, 599-712.

Droberjar E. 2007. ,Veteres illic Sueborum praedae et no-
stris e provinciis lixae ac negotiatores reperti...” (Ta-
citus, Ann. II, 62, 3). K interpretaci fimskych importt
u Ceskych Svébu v dobé Marobudové. In E. Drober-
jar and O. Chvojka (eds.), Archeologie barbarii 2006
(= Archeologické vyzkumy v jiznich Cechdch - Sup-
plementum 3). Ceské Budéjovice: Jihoceské muzeum
v Ceskych Budé&jovicich, 41-91.

Droberjar E. 2011. Einige Bemerkungen zur Koérperbestat-
tung bei den bomischen Sueben in der élteren romi-
schen Kaiserzeit. In E. Droberjar (ed.), Archeologie
barbarii 2010. Hroby a pohtebisté Germdnii mezi La-
bem a Dunajem (= Studia Archaeologica Suebica 1).
Lublin: Instytut Archeologii Uniwersytetu Marii Cu-
rie-Skltodowskiej, 13-22.

Droberjar E. 2014. Bohaty labsko-germansky kostrovy hrob
liibsowského typu z Prahy-Bubence (hrob III). Nové
poznatky k interpretaci nlezu z roku 1948. Archaeolo-
gica Pragensia 22, 397-443.

Droberjar E. and Frana J. 2004. Antickd mosaz (aurichal-
cum) v ¢eskych nélezech doby fimské. Archeologie ve
stfednich Cechdch 8, 441-462.

Droberjar E. and Waldhauser J. 2012. Biritualni hroby ze sta-
r$i doby Fimské v Semcicich, okr. Mlada Boleslav. Arche-
ologie ve stiednich Cechdch 16, 893-905, fig. 19: B.

Eggers H. J. 1951. Der romische Import im Freien Germa-
nien, 1 (= Atlas der Urgeschichte 1). Hamburg: Mu-
seum fiir Volkerkunde und Vorgeschichte.

155



A. Pilpanova-Reszczynska, J. Kuljavceva Hlavova, L. Ondrackova, R. Cernochova, R. Kiivanek, M. Radori, M. Pulpan

Eggers H. J. 1965. Eine romische Kasserolle aus der Weser
bei Bremen und ihr Kreis. Bremer Archdologische Bliit-
ter 4, 18-38.

Felcman J. 1900. Archaeologicky vyzkum ,Udoli Svatoji-
tského” a okoli. Pohfebisté¢ Noutonické. Pamdtky ar-
cheologické 18, 13-40.

Franz L. 1935. Neue Germanenfunde in Saaz. Sudeta 11,
91-96.

Gebiihr M. 1974. Zur Definition élterkaiserzeitlichen Fiir-
stengriaber vom Libsow-Typ. Prdhistorische Zeitsch-
chrift 49, 82-128.

Gebithr M. 1976. Der Trachtschmuck der dlteren romischen
Kaiserzeit im Gebiet zwischen unterer Elbe und Oder
und auf den westlichen dinischen Inseln: Brandenburg,
Mecklenburg, Fiinen, Langeland, Lolland (= Gottinger
Schriften zur Vor- und Friihgeschichte 18). Neumiin-
ster: Karl Wachholtz.

Gebithr M. 2009. Reiche Bauern oder Fiirsten? Germani-
sche Eliten in der élteren Romischen Kaiserzeit. In
S. Burmeister and H. Derks (eds.), 2000 Jahre Varus-
schlacht - Konflikt. Stuttgart: Theiss, 342-351.

Glott J. 1935. Die germanischen Funde im Duxer Heimat-
museum. Sudeta 11, 24-25.

Glising P. 1968. Studien zur Chronologie und Tracht-
geschichte der Spatlaténezeit und der frithen rémi-
schen Kaiserzeit, unpublished manuscript of disser-
tation (1972) in the archive of the Kiel University.

Hlava M. 2010. Archeologicka sbirka J. A. Jiry a jeji osudy.
Archaeologica Pragensia 20, 155-220.

Horékova-Jansova L. 1931. Nové provincialné fimské néle-
zy z Prahy XIX. Zprdvy Ceskoslovenského stdtniho ar-
cheologického uistavu 2-3, 80-84.

Ibragimow K. 2008. Cmentarzysko szkieletowe z wcze-
snego okresu wplywow rzymskich w Stogach, pow.
Strzelin, woj. dolno$laskie. In A. Blazejewski (ed.), La-
bor et Patientia. Studia Archaeologica Stanislao Pazda
Dedicata. Wroctaw: Instytut Archeologii Uniwersytetu
Wroctawskiego, 101-130.

Ibragimow K. 2011. Szkieletowy obrzadek pogrzebowy
kultury przeworskiej na Dolnym Slgsku we wczesnym
okresie rzymskim. In E. Droberjar (ed.), Archeologie
barbarii 2010. Hroby a pohtebisté Germdnii mezi La-
bem a Dunajem (= Studia Archaeologica Suebica 1).
Lublin: Instytut Archeologii Uniwersytetu Marii Cu-
rie-Sklodowskiej, 163-182.

Jilek J. 2012. Bronzové nddoby z doby fimské na Moravé
a naddunajské cdsti Dolniho Rakouska. Pardubice:
Univerzita Pardubice.

Karasova Z. 1998. Die romischen Bronzegefisse in Bohmen
(= Fontes Archaeologici Pragenses 22). Pragae: Museum
Nationale Pragae.

156

Kocarova R. and Kocar P. 2016. Nezabylice (okr. Chomu-
tov). Zpréva o analyze dfevéného artefaktu. C. analyzy
24/16, unpublished manuscript in the archive of the
Institute of Archaeology of the Czech Academy of
Sciences in Prague, Museum in Chomutov.

Kohler R. 1975a. Untersuchungen zu Grabkomplexen der
dlteren romischen Kaiserzeit in Bohmen unter Aspek-
ten der religiosen und sozialen Gliederung (= Gottinger
Schriften zur Vor- und Friihgeschichte 13). Neumiin-
ster: Karl Wachholtz.

Kohler R. 1975b. Zur Problematik der élterkaiserzeitlichen
»Firstengriber” in Bohmen. Zeitschrift fiir Ostfor-
schung 24(3), 457-463.

Kolnik T. 1971. Prehlad a stav badania o dobe rimskej s sta-
hovani narodov. Slovenskd archeoldégia 19(2), 499-558.

Kolnik T. 1980. Romerzeitliche Griberfelder in der Slowa-
kei, 1 (= Archaeologica Slovaca. Fontes 14). Bratislava:
Veda, Vydavatelstvo Slovenskej akadémie vied.

Kraskovska L. 1976. Rimske bronzové nadoby na Sloven-
sku. Slovenskd archeoldgia 24(2), 429-440.

Krekovi¢ E. 1979. Hrobové nalezy z doby rimskej v Sopor-
ni, okr. Galanta. Archeologické rozhledy 31, 413-419.

Krekovi¢ E. 1996. Kostrové hroby z rimskej doby na Slo-
vensku z aspektu teoretickych otazok pohrebného ritu.
Musaica 23, 33-44.

Kruta V. 1967. Lomazice, o. Chomutov. Bulletin zdchran-
ného oddéleni 5, 23-24, no. 63.

Krutovda M. 2003. Transforma¢ni procesy a problém in-
truzi v archeologii. In L. Smejda and P. Vareka (eds.),
Sedmdesat neustupnych let. Sbornik k Zivotnimu jubileu
prof. EvZena Neustupného. Plzen: Katedra archeologie,
Fakulta humanitnich studii Zdpadoceské Univerzity v
Plzni, 99-120.

Kfivéanek R. 2012. Geofyzikalni méfeni ARU Praha na ar-
cheologickych lokalitich v roce 2011. In K. Sklenar
(ed.), Zprdvy Ceské archeologické spole¢nosti - Sup-
plément 85. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch 2011.
Praha: Ceska archeologické spole¢nost, 16-18.

Kfivéanek R. 2016. Geofyzikalni méfeni ARU Praha na ar-
cheologickych lokalitich v roce 2015. In K. Sklenar
(ed.), Zprdvy Ceské archeologické spole¢nosti — Sup-
plément 101. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch 2015.
Praha: Ceska archeologickd spole¢nost, 9-12.

Kfivéanek R. 2017. Geofyzikalni méfeni ARU Praha na ar-
cheologickych lokalitich v roce 2016. In K. Sklenar
(ed.), Zpravy Ceské archeologické spolecnosti — Sup-
plément 105. Archeologické vyzkumy v Cechdch 2016.
Praha: Ceska archeologické spole¢nost, 13-16.

Kunow J. 1980. Der Leithorizont der Augenfibeln und die
Stufe Eggers B,. Archdologisches Korrespondenzblatt
10, 157-161.



A Grave from Nezabylice, Chomutov District. On the Phenomenon of Inhumation in Stage B1 of the Early Roman Period in Bohemia

Kunow J. 1998. Die Hauptserie der Augenfibeln: Gruppe
111, Fig. 45-54. In M. Gofiler, P. Woidt and M. Au-
fleger (eds.), 100 Jahre Fibelformen nach Oscar Alm-
gren. Internationale Arbeitstagung 25.-28. Mai 1997,
Kleinmachnow, Land Brandenburg (= Forschungen
zur Archdologie im Land Brandenburg 5). Wiinsdorf:
Brandenburgisches Landesmuseum fiir Ur- und
Frithgeschichte, 93-118.

Kuzelka V. 2014. Antropologické zhodnoceni kosternich
pozistatka z hrobu nalezeného na lokalité Praha-Bu-
benec v roce 1948. Archaeologica Pragensia 22, 433.

Leminger E. 1909. Praehistorické hroby s kostrami na Kut-
nohorsku. Pamdtky archeologické 23, 75-80.

Lichardus J. 1984. Korpergriber der friihen Kaiserzeit im Ge-
biet der stidlichen Elbgermanen (= Saarbriicker Beitrdige
zur Altertumskunde 43). Bonn: Rudolf Habelt.

Lorber J. 1998. Zemépisnd viastni jména Chomutovska a Ka-
datiska, 2: Pomistni jména 1 (oronyma a hydronyma).
Chomutov: Okresni muzeum.

Luczkiewicz P. 2010. Rzadki okaz fibuli oczkowatej typu
A 45 z Lubelszczyzny: Drazgdw, pow. Ryki, woj.
lubelskie. In A. Urbaniak, R. Prochowicz, I. Jakub-
czyk, M. Levada and J. Schuster (eds.), Terra Bar-
barica. Studia ofiarowane Magdalenie Mgczyriskiej
w 65. rocznice urodzin (= Monumenta Archaeologica
Barbarica. Series Gemina 2). L6dz, Warszawa: Insty-
tut Archeologii Uniwersytetu Lodzkiego, Fundacja
Uniwersytetu Lddzkiego, Fundacja Monumenta Ar-
chaeologica Barbarica, Panstwowe Muzeum Arche-
ologiczne w Warszawie, 347-356.

Madyda-Legutko R. 1986. Die Giirtelschnallen der romi-
schen Kaiserzeit und der friihen Volkerwanderungszeit
im mitteleuropdischen Barbaricum (= BAR Interna-
tional Series 360). Oxford: British Archaeological Re-
ports.

Margos U. 2000. Uwagi na temat genezy obrzadku szkie-
letowego na Pomorzu na przelomie mtodszego okre-
su przedrzymskiego i okresu wplywow rzymskich. In
R. Madyda-Legutko and T. Bochnak (eds.), Superiores
Barbari. Ksiega pamigtkowa ku czci Profesora Kazimie-
rza Godlowskiego. Krakow: Instytut Archeologii Uni-
wersytetu Jagiellonskiego, 255-267.

Maczynska M. 2004. Bemerkungen tiiber einige Typen
der Augenfibeln in Barbaricum. In H. Friesinger and
A. Stuppner (eds.), Zentrum und Peripherie - Gesel-
Ischaftliche Phédnomene in der Friihgeschichte (= Mit-
teilungen der Prihistorischen Kommission 57). Wien:
Verlag der Osterreichischen Akademie der Wissen-
schaften, 211-240.

Michalek J. 1999. Archeologické ndlezy ze stfednich a seve-
rozdpadnich Cech ve sbirce Naturhistorisches Museum
ve Vidni (= Pfispévky k pravéku a rané dobé déjinné

severozdpadnich Cech 7). Most: Ustav archeologické
pamatkové péce SZ Cech.

Motykova K. 1981. Das Brandgriberfeld der rémischen
Kaiserzeit von Stehel¢eves. Pamdtky archeologické 72,
340-415.

Motykové-Sneidrovéa K. 1963a. Zarové pohiebisté ze starsi
doby timské v Tisicich ve sttednich Cechach. Pamdtky
archeologické 54, 343-437.

Motykové-Sneidrové K. 1963b. Die Anfiinge der romischen
Kaiserzeit in Béhmen — Pocatky doby #imské v Cechdch
(= Fontes Archaeologici Pragenses 6). Pragae: Museum
Nationale Pragae.

Motykové-Sneidrova K. 1965. Zarové pohtebisté z Tvrsic na
Zatecku. Pamdtky archeologické 56, 115-148.

Motykova-Sneidrova K. 1967. Weiterentwicklung und Au-
sklang der dlteren romischen Kaiserzeit in Bohmen
(= Fontes Archaeologici Pragenses 11). Pragae: Museum
Nationale Pragae.

Neustupny J. 1930. Rimsky kostrovy hrob v Praze-Michli.
Pamdtky archeologické 36, 114-115.

Novotny B. 1949. Hrob velmoze z doby fimské z Prahy-Bu-
bence. Archeologické rozhledy 1, 52-54.

Novotny B. 1955. Hrob velmoze z pocatku doby fimské
v Praze-Bubenti. Pamdtky archeologické 46, 227-257.

Ondrackova L., Palpan M. and Pulpanova-Reszczynska
2018. Nezabylice - germanské pohrebisté. Sedm se-
z6n zachranného archeologického vyzkumu. Pamadtky,
ptiroda, Zivot 50, 29-46.

Petris¢akovd K. 2014. Hrob ze star$i doby fimské z Prahy-
-Novych Butovic. In M. Popelka, R. Smidtovd and
Z. Benes (eds.), Od Skandzy k Dunaji, od Ryna k Pa-
stece. Sbornik k 70. narozenindm Lubomira Kosnara
(= Praehistorica 32/2). Praha: Univerzita Karlova
v Praze, Nakladatelstvi Karolinum, 271-276.

Pi¢ J. L. 1905a. Starozitnosti zemé Ceské, 2/3: Cechy na tisvité
déjin. Zdrové hroby v Cechdch a ptichod Cechit. Praha:
Nékladem vlastnim.

Pi¢J. L. 1905b. Z archaeologického badani r. 1904. Kostrové

hroby z doby cisafstvi fimského. Pamdtky archeologic-
ké 21, 337-338.

Pleiner R. and Rybova A. (eds.) 1978. Pravéké déjiny Cech.
Praha: Academia.

Preidel H. 1930. Die germanischen Kulturen in Bohmen und
ihre Triger, 1: Die Kulturen, 2: Die Trdger. Kassel, Wil-
helmshohe: Johannes Stauda.

Preidel H. 1935. Heimatkunde des Bezirkes Komotau, 4: Ge-
schichte, 1: Urgeschichte. Komotau: Deutscher Bezirk-
slehrerverein.

Pulpan M., Pilpanova-Reszczynska A. and Kfivanek R.
2018. Pfinos nedestruktivnich priizkumt pro poznani

157



A. Pilpanova-Reszczynska, J. Kuljavceva Hlavova, L. Ondrackova, R. Cernochova, R. Kiivanek, M. Radori, M. Pulpan

dil¢ich struktur polykulturniho funeralniho aredlu
v Nezabylicich, okr. Chomutov. Archeologie ve stied-
nich Cechdch 22(2), 645-654.

Pulpanova-Reszczynska A. 2018. Cmentarzysko w Nezaby-
licach (okr. Chomutov, Ustecky kraj). Nowe materia-
ty do poznania obrzadku pogrzebowego na obszarze
péinocno-zachodnich Czech w okresie rzymskim. In
B. Niezabitowska-Wisniewska, P. Luczkiewicz, S. Sa-
dowski, M. Stasiak-Cyran and M. Erdrich (eds.), Stu-
dia barbarica. Profesorowi Andrzejowi Kokowskiemu
w 65. rocznice urodzin, 2. Lublin: Uniwersytet Marii
Curie-Sktodowskiej, 86-99.

Ptlpanova-Reszczynska A., Palpan M. and Kfivanek R.
2017a. Geophysical Survey and Archaeological Exca-
vations at the Roman Period Cemetery in Nezabylice
(Chomutov District, Northwest Bohemia). Analecta
Archaeologica Ressoviensia 12, 109-131.

Pulpanova-Reszczynska A., Ptlpan, M. and Ondrackova
L. 2017b. Bronzové védro s obli¢ejovymi ataSemi typu
E 28 z pohfebisté¢ doby fimské v Nezabylicich, okr.
Chomutov. Archeologie ve strednich Cechdch 21(1),
347-360.

Pulpanové-Reszczynska A., Palpan M. and Ondrackova,
L. 2018. Depot zbrani z doby fimské v krusnohorské
Hradec¢né, okr. Chomutov. Archeologické rozhledy 70,
554-595.

Radon M. 2015. Geologicky material v archeologickych
objektech germanského pohrebisté u obce Nezabylice,
unpublished manuscript in the archive of the Institute
for Preservation of Archaeological Heritage of north-
west Bohemia in Most.

Sakar V. 1965. Znacky na bronzovych nddobach starsi doby
timské v Cechach. Pamdtky archeologické 56, 149-160.

Sakar V. 1970. Roman Imports in Bohemia (= Fontes Ar-
chaeologici Pragenses 14). Pragae: Museum Nationale
Pragae.

Sakat V. 1994. Cechy a podunajské provincie Rimské ise.
Sbornik Nédrodniho Muzea v Praze. Rada A 45, 1-66.

Sala¢ V. 2008. Starsi doba fimska. In V. Salac (ed.), Archeolo-
gie pravékych Cech, 8: Doba #imskd a stéhovdni ndrodii.
Praha: Archeologicky ustav Akademie véd Ceské re-
publiky, 17-126.

Schulz V. 1885. Hrob u Zlivi. Pamdtky archeologické 13,
65-80.

Schuster J. 2010. Liibsow. Alterkaiserzeitliche Fiirstengriber
im nordlichen Mitteleuropa (= Bonner Beitrige zur Vor-
und Friihgeschichtlichen Archdologie 12). Bonn: Rhe-
inische Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universitat.

Schuster J. 2013. Byrsted - Litbsow — Musov: Der Gebrauch
von Edelmetall in germanischen Fiirstengribern der
alteren Romischen Kaiserzeit. In M. Hardt and O. Ta-
maska (eds.), Macht des Goldes, Gold der Macht. Herr-

158

schafts- und Jenseitsreprisentation zwischen Antike und
Friihmittelalter im mittleren Donauraum. Weinstadt:
Bernhard Albert Greiner, 151-170.

Schuster J. 2014a. Dobér i uktad daréw w inhumacyjnych
grobach ksigzecych z pierwszej polowy I tysiaclecia
po Chr. w péinocnej i srodkowej Europie. Wiadomosci
Archeologiczne 65, 5-44.

Schuster J. 2014b. Bestattungen vom Liibsow-Typ als Kam-
mergriber — ein Phantom? In A. Abegg-Wigg and
N. Lau (eds.), Kammergrdiber im Barbaricum - Zu Ein-
fliissen und Ubergangsphdnomenen von der vorrémi-
schen Eisenzeit bis in die Volkerwanderungszeit. Inter-
nationale Tagung, Schleswig, 25.-27. November 2010.
Neumiinster, Hamburg: Karl Wachholtz, 31-54.

Schuster J. 2016. Der arme Fiirst. Ein bescheiden ausge-
stattetes Prunkgrab der élteren Kaiserzeit von Zgli-
czyn Pobodzy, Nordmasowien (Polen). Germania 94,
117-156.

Schuster J. and Cieslinski A. 2009. Der alterkaiserzeitliche
Firstengraberfundplatz Litbsow-,Tunnehult” Neue
Gelandeforschungen. Germania 87, 569-587.

Sklenat K. 1992. Archeologické ndlezy v Cechdch do roku
1870. Prehistorie a protohistorie. Praha: Narodni mu-
zeum.

Stranskd P. 2012. Semcice, okr. Mlada Boleslav: antropolo-
gicky posudek. Archeologie ve stiednich Cechdch 16(2),
901-902.

Tejral J. 1967. K otazce importu bronzovych nadob na Mo-
ravu ve star$i dobé tfimské. Pamdtky archeologické 58,
81-134.

Tejral J. 1970. Pocatky doby fimské na Moravé z hlediska
hrobovych nélezti. Studijné zvesti 18, 107-192.

Vo3 H.-U. 2017. Germanische , Fiirstengrdber” und das
»Corpus der romischen Funde im européischen Bar-
baricum”. Bericht der Romisch-Germanischen Kommis-
sion 98, 285-308.

Waldhauser J. 2004. Semcice, okr. Mlada Boleslav. Vyzkumy
v Cechdch 2002, 256, no. 1217.

Waldhauser J. and Kosnar L. 1997. Archeologie Germdnii
v Pojizeii a v Ceském rdji. Praha, Mlad4 Boleslav:
Nakladatelstvi Libri.

Wegewitz W. 1972. Das langobardische Brandgrdiberfeld
von Putensen, Kreis Harburg (= Die Urnenfriedhdfe in
Niedersachsen 10). Hildesheim: Lax.

Zapotocky M. 1969. Materidly k osidleni Litométicka
v dobé fimské I. Dolni Poohti. Archeologické rozhledy
21, 178-201.

Zemanova P. 2016. Praha-Modrany. Archeologie ve stied-
nich Cechdch 20(2), 913-914, no. 54.

https://mapy.geology.cz/geocr50/#; access: 12.08.2023.



’XG FU N DACJA Uniwersytet Rzeszowski

RZESZOWSKIEGD OSRODOKA Kolegium Nauk Humanistycznych
ARCHEOLOGICZNEGO Instytut Archeologii

WYDAWNICTWO UNIWERSYTETU RZESZOWSKIEGO



