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U ¢lanku ¢emo predstaviti nove rezultate arheoloskih istrazi-
vanja i terenskih pregleda obavljenih u sklopu projekta ,Tran-

sferno podrucje od Sutle preko gornjeg toka rijeke Save tijekom
broncanog i Zeljeznog doba - TRANS RIVERS” financiranoga

od strane Hrvatske zaklade za znanost na prostoru Prigorja.

Spomenut ¢emo i sva dosadasnja istraZzivanja bilo zastitna ili
sustavna, kao i sve slu¢ajne nalaze predane u razne muzeje iz
vremena prapovijesti na spomenutome podru¢ju. Cilj nam je

pokazati kako je tajslaboistrazeni prostor biovrlovazanu pra-

povijesnim vezama i komunikacijama zbog blizine Save koja je

bilajedna od Zila kucavica u protoku roba, ideja i sirovina. Pred-

stavit ¢emo stratigrafski kontekst i nalaze iz prve sustavno
istrazene kasnohal3tatske kuce iz Svetoga KriZa te iz drugoga

djelomi¢no istrazenoga objekta koji se naslanja na prvi. Ta su-

stavna arheoloSka istrazivanja provode se u Svetome Krizu od

This article presents the new results of archaeological excava-
tion and field surveys carried out in Prigorje as part of the pro-
ject “Transfer area from the Sutla River across the upper course
of the Sava River during the Bronze and Iron Ages - TRANS RIV-
ERS” financed by the Croatian Science Foundation. We will also
mention all previous research, whether rescue or systematic
excavation,aswell asall accidental finds from prehistoryin the
mentioned area, handed over to various museums. The goal is
to show how this poorly explored area was very important in
prehistoric communication routes due to its proximity to the
Sava River, which was one of the main arteries in the flow of
goods, ideas and raw materials. The stratigraphic context and
finds from the first systematically excavated Late Hallstatt
house from Sveti Kriz and the second partially investigated
structure that adjoins the first one will be presented. These
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2019, a u radu ¢emo obuhvatiti sve podatke zavrino s istraziva-
njima provedenima tijekom 2022. Iste je godine istrazen i jedan
kasnobron¢anodobni objekt na novootkrivenome lokalitetu
Gracec. Lokalitet je otkriven u sklopu terenskoga pregleda tije-
kom prve godine provedbe projekta. Predstavit ¢emo smjestaj
naselja Gracec, stratigrafske odnose unutar istrazenoga objek-
tate nalaze koji upucuju natodajerije¢ o lokalitetuizvremena
mlade faze kulture poljasazarama.To je prvicjelovitoistrazeni
stambeni objekt iz spomenutoga razdoblja sa Sirega prostora,
$to s pouzdanom stratigrafijom, nalazima iz zatvorenoga kon-
teksta i radiokarbonskim datumima tvori temelj za nove spo-
znaje s kraja kasnoga broncanog doba.

Klju€ne rijedi:
Prigorje, Gratec, kasno broncano doba, Sveti KriZ, kasni halstat, naselja

systematic archaeological excavations have been carried out
at Sveti Kriz since 2019, and all data from the final excavation
carriedoutin 2022 will beincluded here.Inthesameyear,aLate
Bronze Age structure was also excavated at the newly discov-
ered site of Gracec. The site was discovered on a field survey
during the first year of the project implementation. The loca-
tion of the Gracec settlement, the stratigraphic relationships
within the excavated structure, and the archaeological finds
that date the site to the younger phase of the Urnfield culture
will be discussed. This is the first entirely excavated residential
building from the mentioned period in a broader area, which,
with reliable stratigraphy, finds from a closed context and ra-
diocarbon dates, forms the basis for new knowledge about the
end of the Late Bronze Age.

Key words:
Prigorje, Gracec, Late Bronze Age, Sveti KriZ, Late Hallstatt, settlements

Uvod

S obzirom na sloZenost definiranja Prigorja,* za potrebe ovo-
ga rada odlucili smo omediti spomenuti prostor kao relativno
usko podrucje od danasnje granice sa Slovenijom, to¢nije utoka
Sutle u Savu, preko juznih obronaka Medvednice do Save te na
istoku do Moslavine, bezikakve namjere uplitanja u geografsku
struku. To je ujedno i prostor kojim se bavi projekt ,Transferno
podrucje od Sutle preko gornjeg toka rijeke Save tijekom bron-
¢anog i Zeljeznog doba - TRANS RIVERS®, u sklopu kojega je i
nastao ovaj rad. Tim prostorom dominiraju tri rijeke, Sava, kao
glavna Zila kucavica u prapovijesnoj trgovini i razmjeni dobara,
Sutla, koja se kod danasdnjega selaKljuc ulijeva u Savu, i Krapina,

Introduction

Considering the complexity of defining Prigorje,* for the purpos-
es of this work we have decided to delimit the mentioned area
as a relatively narrow area from today’s border with Slovenia,
more precisely the mouth of the river Sutla into the Sava River,
across the southern slopes of Medvednica to the river Sava and
on the east to Moslavina, without any intention of interfering
within the geography profession. This is also the area covered
by the project “Transfer area from the Sutla River across the
upper course of the Sava River during the Bronze and Iron Age
- TRANS RIVERS”, within which this article was made. This area
isdominated by three rivers, the Sava as the main artery of pre-

1 Sama rije¢ prigorje oznac¢ava podrucje uz prisojnu padinu gorskih
uzvisenja koja ima obiljezja prijelaznoga kraja izmedu uzviSenja i nizine (Cu-
ri¢ 1999). To biznacilo daje gledajucisistoga polozaja, prigorje prostor smje-
Sten pri gori, tj. u ovome sluc¢aju s juzne strane Medvednice, a suprotno tomu,
zagorje je smjesteno za gorom, tj. sa sjeverne strane Medvednice. Vazno je
naglasiti kako prostor Prigorja u geografiji nije jasno izdvojen i omeden kao
$to je to prostor Zagorja. Tako u Hrvatskoj enciklopediji (Leksikografski za-
vod Miroslav Krleza, 2021) ne postoji prostorna definicija Prigorja te na ve-
¢ini geografskih karata Hrvatske taj prostor necemo pronaci kao izdvojenu
cjelinu (Ani¢ et al. 2004, 8-264). Cesto, prostor izmedu dobro geografski defi-
niranih regija Zagorja, Podravine, Moslavine, Pokuplja i Posavine ostaje ne-
definiran i neimenovan (Karta 1). Nasuprot jasno definiranim geografskim
granicama odredenoga prostora, znanost razlikuje koncept tzv. tradicijskih
regija koji je vezan za razne povijesne oblike teritorijalne organizacije pro-
stora, Sto utjece na osjecaj zajednistva i pripadnosti, a rezultat je dugotraj-
noga procesarazvoja identiteta temeljenoga na povijesnim, arheoloskim ili
geoloskim uvjetima (Furst-Bjelis 1998, 83-84). Takav je slucaj i s Prigorjem u
kojemu se lokalno stanovnistvo jasno izjasnjava kao Prigorci, uz postojanje
brojnih institucija, organizacija, kao i naziva sela u kojima je izraZzena regio-
nalna komponenta: Muzej Prigorja u Sesvetama, naselje Prigorje Brdovecko,
lokalne novine Prigorski kaj, lokalni portal Prigorski.hr te Lag Prigorje. Bez
obziranato gledamo li Prigorje kao tradicijsku ili fizionomsku geografsku re-
giju, uvidjet cemo kako ne postoji jasan konsenzus koji se pod tim prostorom
podrazumijeva. Ljudi raznih struka; geografi, povjesnic¢ari umjetnosti, povje-
snic¢ari, etnoloziiarhitektikoji su se bavili tim prostor, razli¢ito definiraju nje-
gove granice (Bunjak Pajdek 2018, 1-2). Tako ga neki vrlo Siroko definiraju od
Sutle sve do BoZjakovine, a drugi pod tim pojmom podrazumijevaju tek dio
od Podsuseda do Kasine (Bunjak Pajdek 2018, 1-2).

1 The word prigorje denotes an area along the steep slope of the moun-
tain elevations, which has the characteristics of a transitional area between
the hills and the lowlands (Curi¢ 1999). This would mean that looking from
the same position, prigorje is an arealocated near the mountain, in this case
on the south side of Medvednica, while on the contrary, zagorje is located
behind the mountain, on the north side of Medvednica. It is important to
emphasise that the area of Prigorje is not separated and demarcated in ge-
ography like the area of Zagorje. Thus, in the Croatian encyclopaedia (Lek-
sikografskizavod Miroslav Krleza, 2021 there is no spatial definition of Prig-
orje,while on most geographical maps of Croatia we will not find this area as
a separate entity (Ani¢ et al. 2004, 8-264). Often, the space between the geo-
graphically well-defined regions of Zagorje, Podravina, Moslavina, Pokuplje
and Posavina remains undefined and unnamed (Map 1). In contrast to clear-
ly defined geographical boundaries of a certain space, science distinguishes
the concept of the so-called traditional regions, which is linked to various
historical forms of territorial organisation of space, that affects the sense of
community and belonging, and is the result of along-term process of identi-
ty development based on historical, archaeological or geological conditions
(Furst-Bjelis 1998, 83 - 84.). This is also the case with Prigorje, where the lo-
cal population clearly declares itself as “Prigorci”, along with the existence
of numerous institutions and organisations, as well as the names of villag-
es in which the regional component is expressed: the Museum of Prigorje in
Sesvete, the village of Prigorje Brdovecko, the local newspaper Prigorski Kaj,
the local web Prigorski.hr and Lag Prigorje. Regardless of whether we look
at Prigorje as a traditional or physiognomic geographical region, we will see
thatthereis no clear consensus. People of various professions, geographers,
art historians, historians, ethnologists and architects who have dealt with
thisregion, define its boundaries differently. Thus, some define it very broad-
ly from the Sutla River all the way to Bozjakovina, while others mean by this
term only the part from Podsused to Kasina (Bunjak Pajdek 2018, 1-2).
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¢ije je usce u Savu smjesteno na isto¢nome dijelu, izlazi iz da-
nasnjegagradaZapresica.Uzspomenuterijeke, kaovazanizvor
sirovina, ali i kao pogodno mjesto za naseljavanje, znacajnu
ulogu u Zivotu prapovijesnih ljudi svakako su imali Medvedni-
cainestoniZe pribrezje od danasnjega grada ZapreSi¢a do sela
Prigorje Brdovecko. Brojni izvori ruda koji su sigurno bili zna-
¢ajni prapovijesnim populacijama otkriveni su na Medvednici.
Olovne rude pronadene su na njezinu sjeverozapadnom dijelu,
na gornjemu toku potoka Bistre, bakrene rude pronadene su na
gornjemu toku potoka Mikuli¢, a halkopirit i malahit pronadeni
sunaobronkuzvanomu Veliki Plazur, na kojemu se danas nalazi
kapelica sv. Jakoba ili sv. Jakova.Na Medvednici se nalazi 6 km
dugacka rudna zona koja se proteze od Tisove peci do Pustodol-
Adolfovca u kojoj se javljaju isprekidane, 2 - 3,5 m debele uslo-
jene lece Zeljezne rude.?Vaznassirovina bila je i sol koju takoder
nalazimo na Medvednici i to na nekoliko lokacija; u Slanome po-
toku i Slanovcu, a u 17. st. spominju se solne jame u blizini Sesti-
na, to¢nije na izvoru potoka Mikuli¢.3 Osim tih vaznih sirovina,
moze se pretpostaviti kako su prapovijesne populacije upotre-
bljavaleiobiljedrveta,izaogrjevizagradnju kuca, kaoibrojne
izvore pitke vode. Sve to Cini prostor Prigorja iznimno pogod-
nim za naseljavanje te je isto tako i blizina Save omogucavala
nesmetanu razmjenu dobara od prostorajugoisto¢nih Alpa sve
do Podunavlja, a zajednicama koje su kontrolirale spomenuti
prostor prosperitetan zivot i pristup importiranim dobrima.

Brojni nalazi sa spomenutoga prostora govore u prilog toj ¢i-
njenici te najstarije dokaze o Zivotu na tome prostoru pratimo
od neolitika i eneolitika. Kamene sjekire iz Brdovca, Pojatnoga i
Kupljenova slucajni su nalaziizanjih nazalost ne postoji to¢na
lokacija pronalaska® dok je za kamenu sjekiru-Ceki¢ iz Hrastine
poznatalokacija.slz Marije Gorice, takoder s nepoznate lokacije,
potjece bakrena sjekira-cekic¢ koju mozemo datirati u drugu po-
lovinu 5. tisu¢ljeca prije Krista.® U Sumi izmedu danasnjih sela
Brdovec i Trstenik pronadena je plosnata bakrena sjekira koja
predstavlja vrlo vazan nalaz jer je mozemo smjestiti u drugu
polovinu 4. tisuclje¢a prije Krista, kada na tim prostorima ne
znamo za gotovo nikakve arheoloske nalaze’ Plosnata bakrena
sjekira pronadena je i u Dugome Selu.® Nalazi bakrenoga doba
pronadeni su i na lokalitetu Kuzelin.® Na cijelome prostoru ko-
jimserad bavi pronadene su brojne kamene izradevine, koje su
mahom slucajni nalazi, a datiramo ih u Sirok raspon neolitika
i eneolitika (Karta 1). Brontano doba na tome prostoru bolje
jeistrazeno od prethodnih razdoblja, ali i tu postoje odredena
razdoblja o kojima se zna vrlo malo ili gotovo nista. Takva je si-
tuacija s ranim bron¢anim dobom o kojemu ne znamo gotovo

historic trade and the exchange of goods, the Sutla River, which
flowsinto the Savanearthe present-day village of Klju¢, and the
Krapina, whose confluence with the Savais located on the east-
ern exit from the present-day town of Zapresi¢. In addition to
the mentioned rivers, as an important source of raw materials,
butalsoasasuitable place for settlement, Medvednicaand the
lower mountain coast from the present-day town of Zapresi¢ to
the village of Prigorje Brdovecko certainly played a significant
rolein the life of prehistoric people. Numerous ore sources that
must have been important to prehistoric populations were dis-
covered on Medvednica. Lead ores were found in its northwest-
ern part, on the upper course of the Bistra stream, copper ores
were found in the upper course of the Mikuli¢ stream, while
chalcopyrite and malachite were found on the slope called Ve-
liki Plazur, where today the chapel of St. Jakob or St.Jacob is. On
Medvednica, a 6 km long ore zone stretches from Tisova cave
to Pustodol-Adolfovac, in which intermittent, 2-3.5 m thick lay-
ered lenses of iron ore occur.2An important raw material was
salt, which is also found on Medvednica in several locations,
in Slani Potok and Slanovac, while in the 17th century there
are mentions of salt pits near Sestine, more precisely at the
source of Mikuli¢ stream .2 In addition to these important raw
materials, it can be assumed that prehistoric populations also
used an abundance of wood, both for firewood and for building
houses, as well as numerous sources of drinking water. All this
makes the area of Prigorje highly suitable for settlement, while
the proximity of the Sava River enabled the smooth exchange
of goods from the area of the southeastern Alps all the way to
Danube, and also provided the communities that controlled the
mentioned areaaprosperous lifeand access toimported goods.

Numerous archaeological finds from the mentioned area
support the latter, and the oldest evidence of life in this area
dates back to the Neolithic and Eneolithic periods. The stone
axes from Brdovec, Pojatno and Kupljenovo were found ac-
cidentally and unfortunately there is no exact location of the
finds,* while the location of the stone axe-hammer from Hras-
tina is known s A copper axe-hammer was also found in Marija
Gorica at an unknown location, which we can date to the sec-
ond half of the sth millennium BC.? In the forest between the
present-day villages of Brdovec and Trstenik, a flat copper axe
was found, whichisaveryimportant find because we can place
itin the second half of the 4th millennium BC, when there are
no archaeological finds from this area.” A flat copper axe was
also found in Dugo Selo.? Finds from the Copper Age were also
found at the site Kuzelin® Numerous stone artefacts were

Jurkovi¢ 2005, 1.
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Cvitkovi¢ 2015, 22.
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nista. Jedini ranobron¢anodobni nalazi jesu ulomci licenske ke-
ramike s Kuzelina koji potjecuizistrazivanjaVladimira Sokola.**
Srednjobron¢anodobne tragove kulture grobnih humaka nala-
zimo na lokalitetu Moravce, poloZaj Rosnica. Tri skeletna ukopa
pronadena su unutar kamenoga tumula, prema ¢emu je uz ne-
koliko keramickih ulomaka odredena vremenska pripadnost.®
Zanimljivo je kako naistoimenome lokalitetu Moravce, polozaj
Drasc¢ica, nalazimo materijal atribuiran virovitickoj grupi s po-
Cetka kulture polja sa Zarama, tocnije iz 13. st. pr. Kr.3 Tijekom
terenskoga pregleda krajem 2007. i po¢etkom 2008. pronadena
su dvalokaliteta Zapresi¢ - Prek Savljei ZapresSi¢ - Pasinec.* Za
prvi lokalitet na temelju prikupljenoga materijala ne mozemo
utvrditi kojemu bi razdoblju pripadao, a Zapresi¢ - Pasinec ni-
zinsko je naselje virovititke grupe.* Kao nekropola spomenute
grupe izdvaja se lokalitet Zagreb - Vrapce.** Drugoj fazi ostava
prema K. Vinski-Gasparini, odnosno Ha A1 stupnju relativno
kronoloski, pripadale bi dvije ostave, Zagreb-DeZmanov prolaz,
koji je pronaden 1949. prilikom gradnje kuce te ostava Medved-
grad koju su 1959. pronasli planinari pokraj rusevina grada Med-
vedgrada.” Ako se nalazi ostava promatraju u Siremu kontekstu,
takoder je rije¢ o drugoj fazi ostava u Sloveniji kako ih je defini-
rao P. Turk (1996.), ali bitno je spomenuti da druga faza ostava
na prostoru Slovenije traje nesSto duze te pokriva drugu i trecu
fazu ostava kako ih je definirala K. Vinski-Gasparini. Cetvrtoj
fazi ostava pripadala bi ostava Ivanec Bistranski, odnosno tre-
s trajanjem cetvrte faze na prostoru Hrvatske, a relativno se
mogu smjestiti u Ha B1 stupanj. Ostava je pronadena na vrlo
zanimljivome mjestu, utoku Krapine u Savu. U blizini vodenoga
konteksta, to¢nije u Sljuncari u Savskome Marofu, pronadene
su dvije broncane, Suplje sjekire s usicom,*® a nedavno u sumi
iznad sela Brdovec pronadena je mala, bronc¢ana, suplja sjeki-
ra koju moZemo smjestiti u peti horizont ostava prema Kseniji
Vinski-Gasparini, odnosno u ¢etvrtu fazu prema P. Turku, $to bi
se relativno kronoloski moglo smjestiti u Ha B3 stupanj. Sjekire
iz Savskoga Marofa vjerojatno su dio ostave koju bismo mogli
smjestiti u isti vremenski horizont kao i nalaze iz ostave lvanec
Bistranski. Dva maca, tip Reutlingen i tip Stdtzling, iz starije
faze kulture polja sa Zarama, pronadena su u Jarunu na velikoj
dubini.» Kasnobronc¢anodobna naselja otkrivena su na poloza-
juSamostanKlarisa, Gradec nazagreba¢kome Gornjem gradu,®
Kuzelinu,?* na polozaju Pogoris¢e? i Gradci® u Oresju Donjem
te na novootkrivenome lokalitetu Gracec o kojemu ce biti rijeci
nesto poslije.

11 Obad S¢itaroci et al. 2015, 49.
12 Sokol 1986, 104.

13 Sokol 1989, 429.

14 LoZnjak Dizdar 2008, 109.

15 LoZnjak Dizdar 2008, 109.

16 LoZnjak Dizdar, Potrebica 2017, 79.
17 Vinski-Gasparini 1983, 654.
18 Cvitkovi¢ 2015, 22.

19 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 2009, 201.
20 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 2009, 201.
21 Sokol 1992, 27.

22 Balen Letuni¢ 1996, 15.

23 Rakvin 2019.

found in the area covered by this work, which are mostly ac-
cidental finds, and we date them to a wide time range of the
Neolithic and Eneolithic periods*® (Map 1). The Bronze Age in
this area is better known than previous periods, but we also
have certain periods about which very little or almost nothing
is known. That is the situation with the early Bronze Age, about
which we know almost nothing. The only Early Bronze Age finds
are fragments of Litzen pottery from Kuzelin, which come from
Vladimir Sokol’s excavations.’* Traces of the Tumulus culture
from the Middle Bronze Age can be found at the site of Moravce,
position Rosnica. Three skeletal burials were discovered within
the stone tumulus. Based on these remains, along with sev-
eral ceramic fragments, the time period was established.*
Interestingly, at the site Moravce, position Dras¢ica, we find
material attributed to the Virovitica group from the beginning
of the Urnfield culture, more precisely from the 13th century
BC.® During the field survey at the end of 2007 and the begin-
ning of 2008, two sites were found: Zapresic¢ - Prek Savlje, and
Zapresi¢-Pasinec.**Based on the collected material, we cannot
determine which period the first site belongs to, while Zapresi¢

- Pasinec is attributed to a lowland settlement of the Virovitica

group.® The Zagreb Vrapce site stands out as the cemetery of
the mentioned group.*¢ According to K. Vinski-Gasparini, two
hoards would belong to the Il. phase of hoards (Ha A1 phase
relative chronologically), the Zagreb-DeZmanov Prolaz, which
was found in 1949 during the construction of a house, and the
Medvedgrad hoard, which hikers found near the ruins of Med-
vedgradin 1959.7 If the hoard finds are viewed in a broader con-
text, they are equal to the second phase of hoards in Slovenia
as defined by P. Turk (1996), but it is important to mention that
the second phase of hoarding in Slovenia has a slightly longer
duration and covers the second and third phases of hoards
as defined by K. Vinski-Gasparini. The lvanec Bistranski hoard
would belong to the IV. phase of hoards, that is, the third phase
of hoards in Slovenia, which completely coincides with the du-
ration of the fourth phase in Croatia, and they can be relatively
dated to the Ha B1 phase. The hoard was found in a very inter-
esting place, at the mouth of the Krapina Riverin the SavaRiver.
Near the water, more precisely in the gravel pit in Savski Marof,
two bronze hollow lugged axes were found,*® while recently, in
the forest above the village of Brdovec, a small bronze hollow
axe was found, which we can place in the fifth phase of hoards
by Ksenija Vinski-Gasparini, that is, the fourth phase according
to P. Turk, which could be relatively chronologically placed in
the Ha B3 phase. Axes from Savski Marof are probably part of a
hoard that we could placein the same time horizon as the finds
from the Ivanec Bistranski hoard. Two swords, type Reutlingen

9 Obad S¢itaroci et al. 2015, 49.

10 Dukic 2018.

11 Obad S¢itarioci et al. 2015, 49.

12 Sokol 1986, 104.

13 Sokol 1989, 429

14 Loznjak Dizdar 2008, 109.

15 Loznjak Dizdar 2008, 109.

16 Loznjak Dizdar, Potrebica 2017, 79.
17 Vinski-Gasparini 1983, 654.

18 Cvitkovi¢ 2015, 22.
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Tijekom studenoga 2022., u sklopu ,TRANS RIVERS“ projekta,
proveden je terenski pregled isto¢nih obronaka Medvednice.
Otkrivena su tri potencijalna kasnobron¢anodobna lokaliteta.
Prvije Planina Donja - Gradec, koja se u literaturi spominje kao
zemljano-drvena utvrda, kastel. Prilikom obilaska lokacije na
dijelu gdje je cesta probila bedem pronadeni su ulomci kasno-
bron¢anodobne keramike (T. 3). Rije¢ je uglavhom o fragmenti-
ma grublje ku¢anske keramike, izuzev dva ulomka zdjela od ko-
jih je jedan ukrasen horizontalnim fazetiranjem, a drugi kosim
kanelurama (T. 3: 5). Druga dva lokaliteta jesu OStrc i Gradisce
koji se nalaze u neposrednoj blizini. Na vrhu OStrca i na terasa-
ma koje se pruzaju podno samoga vrha takoder su pronadeni
ulomci kasnobron¢anodobne grublje ku¢anske keramike, ali i
nekoliko ulomaka ukrasenih kosim kanelurama (T. 2:10) i kosim
fasetama (T. 8-9). Na Gradiscu je pronadeno tek nekoliko ulo-
maka prapovijesne keramike te komad kamenoga Zrvnja. Na te-
melju spomenutih nalaza, lokalitet ne mozemo uze datirati, ali
obzirom na sam poloZaj i izgled Gradis¢a, moguce je da je isto
rije¢ o kasnobron¢anodobnome visinskom naselju.

Starije Zeljezno doba, 8.i 7. st. pr. Kr,, slabo je poznato na tome
prostoru. Na Gradecu, svega 15 m od sonde u kojoj su pronadeni
kasnobronc¢anodobni slojevi, istrazene su kuce iz starijega zZe-
ljeznog doba.> Situacija se mijenja u kasnome hal3tatu,tj. u 6.
i 5.st. pr. Kr, kada znamo za tri naselja, a to su Sveti Kriz, Pod-
sused kamenolom i Kuzelin. Lokalitet Podsused kamenolom
nazalost je potpuno devastirani lokalitet uslijed dugogodisnje
eksploatacije kamena. Podatci o polozaju lokaliteta i uvid u na-
laze ostvareni su studentskim projektom ,Terenski pregled na
zapadnim obroncima Medvednice na potezu Bizek-Jagodis¢e®,
pod vodstvom studentice Nikoline Sever i mentorstvom kolegi-
ce Mirne Cvetko s Odsjekazaarheologiju Filozofskoga fakulteta
u Zagrebu.” Na devastiranu lokaciju nekadasnjega kamenolo-
ma, a time i kasnohalstatskoga naselja, vodio nas je gospodin
Zrinko Klobucar, koji je kao dje¢ak obilazio taj prostor i priku-
pljao nalaze. Prilikom terenskoga pregleda na preostalome di-
jelu brda nismo naisli na tragove naseljavanja ni pokretni arhe-
oloski materijal, Sto nas je navelo na zaklju¢ak da je cijeli dio
naselja, a mozdaipripadajuce nekropole, u potpunosti unisten.

Nakon toga kraceg dijela u kojemu su pobrojeni prapovijesni
lokaliteti na prostoru Prigorja, vidljivo je da, unato¢ malomu
broju sustavnih istrazivanja, taj prostor pokazuje puni potenci-
jalupravo zbogiznimnoga poloZaja. Medvednica je osiguravala
izvore brojnih sirovina dok su Sutla, Krapina i ponajprije Sava
omogucavale prapovijesnim zajednicama koje su obitavale u
blizini kontrolu nad putovima trgovine i razmjene dobara. Na
idu¢im stranicama predstavit ¢emo dva lokaliteta, kasnobron-
¢anodobni Gracec te kasnohalStatski Sveti KriZ, koje istrazuje-
mo u sklopu projekta ,TRANS RIVERS". IstraZzeni objekti na oba-
ma lokalitetima te nalazi pronadeni u njima potvrduju vaznost
toga prostoraizajednica koje su ga naseljavale.

24 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 2009, 202.

25 Velika hvala kolegici Mirni Cvetko na uvidu u kasnohalstatski materijal
ipozivudaim se pridruzimo na terenskome pregledu! Hvala studentici Nikoli-
ni Sever na daljnjoj suradnji prilikom obrade materijala.

and type Stdtzling, from the time of the older phase of the Urn-
field culture were found in Jarun at great depth.* Late Bronze
Age settlements were found at the sites Samostan Klarisa and
Gradec in Zagreb?®, Kuzelin?*, on Pogoris¢e?> and Gradci® in
Oresje Donje, and at the newly discovered site of Gracec, which
will be discussed later.

In November 2022, as part of the TRANS RIVERS project, an ar-
chaeological field survey of the eastern slopes of Medvednica
was conducted. Three potential Late Bronze Age sites were
discovered. The first one is Planina Donja-Gradec, which is
mentioned in the literature as an earthen and wooden fortress.
Fragments of Late Bronze Age ceramics (T.3) were found on the
position where the road broke through the rampart. These are
mainly fragments of coarse household ceramics, with the ex-
ception of one bowl fragment decorated with oblique grooves
(T.3: 5). The other two sites are Ostrc and Gradisce, located in
the immediate vicinity from each other. On the top of O3trc and
ontheterraces below, fragments of coarse household ceramics
from the Late Bronze Age were also found, as well as several
fragments decorated with oblique grooves (T.2: 10) and oblique
facets(T.2:8-9).0nly a few fragments of prehistoric pottery and
a piece of millstone were found at Gradis¢e. Based on the men-
tioned finds, we cannot date the site more precisely, but con-
sidering the position and appearance of Gradisce, it is possible
thatit was also aLate Bronze Age high altitude settlement.

The period of the Early Iron Age, the 8th and 7th century BC, is
poorly known in this area. On Gradec, only 15 m from the trench
where the Late Bronze Age layers were found, houses from the
Early Iron Age were excavated.? The situation changes during
the Late Hallstatt period, precisely in the 6th and sth century
BC, when three known settlements exist - Sveti KriZ, Podsused
Kamenolom and Kuzelin. The site Podsused Kamenolom is un-
fortunately completely devastated due to long-term stone ex-
ploitation. Data on the location of the site and an insight into
the findings were obtained through the student project “Field
survey on the western slopes of Medvednica on the Bizek-
Jagodisce stretch” led by student Nikolina Sever and men-
tored by Mirna Cvetko from the Department of Archaeology at
the Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences in Zagreb.> Mr.
Zrinko Klobu¢ar led us to the devastated location of the former
quarry, and thus the Late Hallstatt settlement, who, as a boy,
visited the area and collected archaeological finds. During the
field survey on the remaining part of the hill, we did not find
any traces of settlement or movable archaeological material,
which led us to the conclusion that the entire part of the set-

19 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 2009, 201.
20 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 2009, 201.
21 Sokol 1992, 27.

22 Balen Letuni¢ 1996, 15.

23 Rakvin 2019.

24 Majnari¢-Pandzi¢ 2009, 202.

25 Many thanks to our colleague Mirna Cvetko for the insight into the
LateHallstatt materialand theinvitation tojoin themon the field survey! We
alsothankstudent Nikolina Sever for further cooperation during the analysis
of the material.
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Kasno bron¢ano doba u sjeverozapadnoj Hrvatskoj

Za vrijeme trajanja kulture polja sa Zarama u sjevernoj Hrvat-
skoj pocinju se gus¢e naseljavati pobrezja vecih gorskih vijena-
ca kao sto su Spitak-Boja¢no, Zagreb-Gradec, Belaj, Kiringrad,
Kalnik, uz postojanje puno nizinskih naselja poput Novigrada
na Savi, Staroga Ci¢a, Slatine, 3to je vidljivo i u Sloveniji gdje
visinska naselja takoder postaju dominantna u kasnome bron-
¢anom dobu. Takva situacija posebice postaje vidljiva u mladoj
fazi gdje se ona moZe pratiti u cijeloj sjeverozapadnoj Hrvat-
skoj i u istocnoj Sloveniji gdje se naselja mogu pratiti sve od
Gornje Radgone do Staroga grada iznad Laskoga.” U tome raz-
doblju bitno se poctinje povecavati broj visinskih naselja vjero-
jatno zbog strateskih razloga poput kontrole okolnoga prosto-
raisli¢nih drugih ¢imbenika kao $to se to moZe primijetiti i pri
odabiru lokacije naselja Gracec. U mladoj fazi kulture polja sa
Zzarama Podravine vide se utjecaji jugoisto¢noalpskoga kruga
dok se na prostoru Banovine, Korduna i Posavine vide utjecaji
balkanskoga kruga, a prostor isto¢ne Hrvatske pod utjecajem
srednjopodunavskoga i donjopodunavskoga kruga.?® Prema
dosadasdnjim istrazivanjima, naselja su bila podizana u blizini
komunikacijskih ruta koje su se nalazile uz vodene tokove ili
pogodne gorske prijelaze. Krajnji sjeverozapadni dio Hrvatske
koji u kontekstu ovoga rada uklju¢uju Zagorje i Brdovecko Pri-
gorje vrlo je slabo sustavno istrazivan izuzev nekoliko naselja

26 Loznjak Dizdar, Potrebica 2017, 74.
27 Cresnar 2010, 80.
28 Loznjak Dizdar, Potrebica 2017,107.

tlement,and perhaps the associated cemetery, was completely
destroyed. Of movable archaeological finds, a fragment of a
bronze Certosa fibula, a fragment of a bronze bracelet and vari-
ous Late Hallstatt ceramic fragments stand out. Simple conical
bowls and fragments of pots decorated with plastic applica-
tions of finger or nail prints, predominate.

After this short introduction in which the prehistoric sites in
the Prigorje area are listed, it is evident that, despite the small
number of systematic excavations, this area shows its full po-
tential precisely because of its exceptional location. Medved-
nica Mountain provided the sources of numerous raw materials,
while the rivers Sutla, Krapina and especially the Sava enabled
the prehistoric communities that lived nearby to control the
trade routes and exchange of goods. On the following pages,
we will present two sites, Late Bronze Age settlement Gracec
and Late Hallstatt settlement Sveti Kriz, which we are excavat-
ing as part of the TRANS RIVERS project. The investigated struc-
tures on both sites and the archaeological finds found in them
confirm the importance of this area and the communities that
inhabited it.

Late Bronze Age in northwestern Croatia

Duringtheperiod of the Urnfield cultureinnorthern Croatia, the
foothills of larger mountain ranges like Spi¢ak-Boja¢no, Zagreb-
Gradec, Belaj, Kiringrad and Kalnik began to be more densely
populated due to the emergence of lowland settlements such
as Novigrad na Savi, Staro Ci¢e, and Slatina.?® This was also re-



VAMZ /3.SERIJA/LVII (2024)

JANJA MAVROVIC MOKOS ET AL: NOVA ARHEOLOSKA SAZNANJA O KASNOME BRONCANOM | STARIJEMU ZELJEZNOM DOBU PRIGORJA

/ N SLIKA 1. Lidarska
S, snimka  lokaliteta
‘_--" Gracec (izradio L.
Drahotusky-Bruketa).
i ";-"ﬂ FIGURE 1. LiDAR scan
{ N of the settlement at
I:I { Gratec (made by L.
1 r + Drahotusky-Bruketa).
\ ) =
-"?‘. I:' A
"‘-.-ur" I:'r
2 !
i I-'
G . I."I
e Yo
A\t A
T
,
— [=2 Bedem  Rampart
— [ waselje / Settloment
— .
/;f __;. = Sanda / Trench
L W
_..»> — 0 25 50 75 100m
: N Ly 1 [ —
75".:: 7] TR, - ; WTRESE | Croatia TM
' b T 4 Liika Braketa

poput Spi¢ak- Boja¢no* i Bregana-Kosovac® te lokalitet Gracec
kod Brdovca koji je prvi sustavno istrazivani lokalitet kasnoga
bron¢anog doba na Siremu podrucju.

Naselje Gracec

Polozaj Gracec nalazi se na sjevernome dijelu op¢ine Brdovec,
jugozapadno od kote Veliki vrh (239,6 m) na visini oko 220 m
(Karta 1). Lokaciji se moZze pristupiti s njezine juzne strane tako
da se s kraja ulice Gracec kre¢e Sumskom stazom koja vodi pre-
ma sjeveru do samoga naselja. Polozaj prapovijesnoga (bronca-
nodobnoga) naselja ¢ini nekoliko cjelina.

Prvo na samome jugu poloZaja jest prirodno uzdignuce koje
¢ini svojevrsnu prepreku i mogucu kontrolnu tocku pri ulasku u
gradinski prostor. Iza prvoga prirodnog uzdignuca pruza se pla-
to velikih dimenzija na kojemu se smjestilo naselje. Sam plato
sa svoje je istoCne i zapadne strane zaSticen relativno strmim
padinama, na krajnjemu sjevernom dijelu platoa zabiljezena je
polukruzna struktura tijekom terenskoga pregleda 2021, a ri-
jet je o bedemu koji u obliku slova U ograduje cijeli sjeverni dio
platoa. Zemljani bedem vrlo je lako uocljiv i uzdize se visoko uz
sjevernirub gradine te se lagano spusta prema istoku i zapadu
do strmih padina. Uzevsi u obzir navedene informacije, sa sigur-
nosc¢u se moze reci kako se radi o naselju kasnoga brontanoga
doba kako je i pretpostavljeno prilikom prvoga terenskog pre-
gleda koji se odvijao tijekom 2021.

29 Pavisi¢ 2006.

30 Vrdoljak 1996.

corded in Slovenia, where high-altitude settlements also be-
came dominantin the Late Bronze Age. This situation becomes
particularly visible in the younger phase of the Urnfield culture
and can be traced throughout northwestern Croatia and east-
ern Slovenia, where the associated settlements can be found
all the way from Gornja Radgona to Stari grad above Lasko.” In
that period, the number of high-altitude settlements began to
increase significantly, probably due to strategic reasons such
as controlling the surrounding area and similar other factors,
as seen in the selection of the Gracec settlement. In the young-
er phase of the Urnfield culture in Podravina, the influence of
the South-Eastern Alpineregionisvisible, while the influence of
the Balkan region is visible in Banovina, Kordun and Posavina.
In contrast, the area of eastern Croatiais influenced by the Mid-
dle Danube and Lower Danube region.?® According to previous
research, settlements were built near communication routes
located along watercourses or convenient mountain passes.
The end-part of northwestern Croatia, which in the context of
this article includes a part of Zagorje and Brdovecko Prigorije,
has been very poorly systematically researched, except for set-
tlements Spi¢ak-Bojatno,* Bregana-Kosovac® and the Gratec
site near Brdovec, which is the first systematically excavated
Late Bronze Age site in the area of Prigorje Brdovecko.

26 Loznjak Dizdar, Potrebica 2017, 74
27 Cresnar 2010, 80.

28 Loznjak Dizdar, Potrebica 2017,107.
29 Pavisic¢ 2006.

30 Vrdoljak 1996.
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SLIKA 2. Ostatci grede SJ 12 (snimila F. Ov¢aric).

FIGURE 2. Remains of the beam (SU 12) (photo by F. Ovéaric).

Objekt 1

U sondi veli¢ine 187 kvadratnih metara nalazi se objekt ¢ija se
konstrukcijska osnova sastojala od velikih stupova (promjera
30-40 cm) te vjerojatno poprec¢nih greda, a takoder se mogu
primijetiti i ukopi manjih stupova (promjera 7-10 cm) koji su
vjerojatno sluZili kao potporni dio cijeloj konstrukciji. Zapadni
zidrazlikuje se jerje u potpunostisagraden od stupova srednjih
dimenzija (promjera 15-20 cm) bez postojanja vecih stupova ka-
kvi su vidljivi na sjevernome i juznome zidu te su njihovi ukopi
S) 27,66, 76,32 i 33 vidljivi od sjevera prema jugu. Uz zapadni zid
moze se primijetiti nekoliko nizova manjih ukopa kol¢i¢a koji
bi potencijalno mogli biti dio ograde izradene od prepletenoga
Siblja. No vrlo je te3ko ulaziti u takvu interpretaciju jer se isko-
panislojevinalaze dosta plitko i djelomi¢no su devastirani kori-
jenjem guste Sumske vegetacije. Isto¢ni zid ne mozZe se ispratiti
sa sigurnoscu jer se kulturni slojevi nalaze dosta plitko, a i na
krajnjemu isto¢nom dijelu objekta nalazilo se veliko drvo koje
jesruseno tijekom arheoloskih radova, medutim, ostao je veliki
panj koji nije bilo moguce ukloniti, a koji je potencijalno unistio
kulturne slojeve. Ipak, pronadeno je i ispraznjeno nekoliko za-
punaiukopa koji bi mogli pripadati konstrukciji isto¢noga zida,
atosuSJ92-96.Dimenzijeistrazenogaobjektajesu6x5,5m. Na
mjestu sjevernogazida otkriven jeiispraznjen ukop grede S 26
te nekoliko vecih i manjih rupa od stupa S) 57-69 koji su vidljivi
na nacrtu od istoka prema zapadu. Juzni zid bio je sagraden od
nekoliko velikih stupova (S) 32-38) te manjih stupova koji su mo-
gli sluZiti kao potporanj ve¢ima jer teren pada prema jugu (nji-
hovi su ukopi S) 88-91). Takoder je u duljini zida sacuvana greda
S)12 koja je Cinila dio konstrukcije juznoga zida objekta.

The settlement at Gracec

The Gracecarchaeological siteislocated in the northern part of
the Brdovec municipality, southwest of the Veliki vrh elevation
(239.6 m) at the height of about 220 m. The site can be accessed
onits southernside from the end of the street Gracec by follow-
ing the only existing forest path leading to the north of the set-
tlement. The position of the prehistoric Bronze Age settlement
consists of several units.

The first one, in the very south of the site, is a natural eleva-
tion that forms a kind of barrier and a possible control point
at the settlement entrance. Behind the first natural elevation
is a large plateau on which the settlement is located. The pla-
teau itself is protected by relatively steep slopes on its eastern
and western sides, and during the archaeological field survey
in 2021, a semicircular structure was recorded on the northern-
most part of the plateau representing a rampart that encloses
the entire northern part of the plateau in the shape of the let-
ter U. The earthen rampart is very easy to see and it rises high
along the northern edge of the settlement, then gently lowers
to the eastand west to the steep slopes. Considering the above
information, it can be said with certainty that Gracec is a settle-
ment from the Late Bronze Age, as was assumed during the first
archaeological survey in 2021.

Structure1

In the archaeological trench measuring 187 square meters, a
structure was defined with a base of large wooden posts (di-
ameter 30-40 cm) and probably transverse beams. The post
holes of smaller wooden posts (diameter 7-10 cm), which per-
haps were supports for the whole construction, were also no-
ticeable. The western wall of the structure differs because it
is entirely built of medium-sized (diameter 15-20 cm) wooden
posts without the presence of larger posts, which are present
in the northern and southern walls with their post holes (SU
27,66, 76, 32, 33) visible from north to south. Along the western
wall, several rows of smaller wooden posts that could poten-
tially be part of a fence made of interlaced brushwood were
noticeable. However, it is very difficult to put forward such an
interpretation since the excavated layers are very shallow and
are partially devastated by the roots of dense forest vegetation.
The eastern wall of the structure cannot be traced with certain-
ty, since the cultural layers are very shallow, and also a large
stump potentially destroyed the stratigraphic units of the east-
ernmost part. However, several post holes that could belong to
the construction of the eastern wall were found and emptied
(SU 92-96). The dimensions of the excavated structure are 6 x
5.5 m. In place of the northern wall, a beam (SU 26) and several
larger and smaller post holes (SU 57-69) were discovered, vis-
ible from east to west. The southern wall was built of several
large posts (SU 32-38) and smaller posts (SU 88-91) that prob-
ably supported larger ones, since the terrain decreases towards
the south. A beam (SU 12), which was part of the construction
of the southern wall of the building, was also preserved in the
length of the wall.
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U kasnome bron¢anom dobu sjeverozapadne Hrvatske paralele
takvom nacinu gradnje prapovijesnih objekata mozemo prona-
¢iinalokalitetu KalnikIgris¢e. Na polozaju Kalnik Igrisce Il, gdje
se od 2006. provode sustavna arheoloska istrazivanja,otkriveni
su ostatci rupa za stupove, jama za skladistenje, ognjista te
ostatci dijelova drvene konstrukcije objekta. U slojevima koji
se pripisuju kasnobron¢anodobnomu horizontu naseljavanja
prikupljeni su nalazi poput ulomaka keramike karakteristi¢nih
za Ha B stupanj, kameni nalazi te pribor za proizvodnju tekstila
poput priljenova i utega za tkalac¢ki stan.3* U novijim istraZiva-
njima lokaliteta Kalnik Igris¢e takoder je pronaden materijal
koji se moze datirati i u stariju fazu kulture polja, Sto bi rela-
tivno kronoloski ukljucivalo Br D i Ha A1 stupanj.3* Najcesce
nalaze keramickih posuda, kao i na lokalitetu Gracec, ¢inili su
ulomci lonaca i zdjela te brojni fragmenti prijenosnih ognjista
razlic¢itih tipova. Od konstrukcijskih elemenata kuce na polo-
Zaju Igris¢e Il pronadene su i dokumentirane rupe od stupova
i ostatci drvenih greda te ostatci ognjista.3* Uz rubove ukopa
rupa od stupova pronadeno je kamenje koje je vjerojatno slu-
Zilo za ucvrscivanje samih stupova kao Sto je to Cesto slucaj
kod takvoga nacina gradnje prapovijesnih kuca. Takav nacin
gradnje moze se pronadi i na lokalitetu Zagreb - Gradec, gdje
su krajem 20. stoljeca istrazeni ostatci zemunice s pretpostav-
ljenim kasnobron¢anodobnim materijalom.34Istrazen je plitko
ukopani objekt ¢ija se konstrukcija sastojala od ukopanih ver-
tikalnih malih stupovaikolaca. Medu pronadenim arheoloskim
pokretnim nalazima isticali su se ulomci vrlo grube keramike,
piramidalni keramicki utezi za tkalacki stan i kameni nalazi
poput Zrvnja3s lako se vjerojatno ne radi o stambenome pro-
storu jerjerije¢ o objektu manjih dimenzija (1,6 x 3,9 m), nego o
radnome prostoru, moZe se primijetiti velika sli¢nost u nacinu
prapovijesne gradnje na svim trima spomenutim lokalitetima.
Sli¢éni objekti i nacin gradnje mogu se pratiti i na lokalitetima
s prostora isto¢ne Slovenije. Arheoloskim istraZivanjima u Po-
brezju otkriveni su ostatci dvadeset i jednoga objekta koji se
vezu za mladu fazu kulture polja sa Zarama.3 Svi objekti imaju
pravokutan tlocrt, ali se razlikuju po veli¢ini, orijentaciji, a kat-
kadiponacinu gradnje. Vec¢ina objektaizgradena je od drvenih
stupova poloZenih u pripadajuce rupe razlicitih dubina gdje su
sami stupovi dodatno ucvrsceni kamenjem ili ulomcima kera-
mike uz koristenje dodatnih poprec¢nih greda.>” Za razliku od
nekih slovenskih lokaliteta, u zapunama rupa od stupova na
lokalitetu Gracec vrlo rijetko ili nikada pronalazi se materijal
poput keramike ili kamena, stoga se moze zakljuciti kako stu-
povi nisu bili u¢vrscéeni na taj nacin. Slican nacin gradnje kao
na lokalitetu Gracec mozZe se primijetiti na lokalitetu Tribuna
u Ljubljaniz® Rije¢ je o nizinskome naselju s nekoliko horizon-
ta naseljavanja koji ukljuc¢uju kasno bronc¢ano doba, Zeljezno
doba i rano rimsko razdoblje. Objekti koji pripadaju kasnomu

Inthe Late Bronze Age period in northwestern Croatia, a similar
method of building prehistoric houses can be found at Kalnik
Igrisce. At the systematically excavated site since 2006, Kalnik
Igrisce 11, the remains of post holes, storage pits, hearths and
remains of wooden structures were discovered. In the layers
attributed to the Late Bronze Age settlement horizon, ceram-
ic fragments characteristic to the Ha B phase, stone fins, and
textile production items such as loom weights and spindle
whorls were collected. In recent excavations at Kalnik Igrisce,
the archaeological finds found at the site can be dated to the
older phase of the Urnfield culture, which would relatively-
chronologically include the Br D and Ha A1 phases.?* The most
common fragments of ceramic vessels, as at Gracec, were frag-
ments of pots and bowls and numerous fragments of portable
hearths of various types. Of the construction elements of the
house at Igrisce Il, post holes and remains of wooden beams
and a hearth were found and documented.3® Along the edges
of the post holes, stones were found which probably were put
there to strengthen the posts themselves, which is often the
case with this type of prehistoric structures. This construction
method can also be found at the Zagreb-Gradec site, where at
the end of the 20th century the remains of a pit house with pre-
sumed Late Bronze Age material were excavated. A shallowly
dug-in structure constructed of small vertical posts and poles
was excavated3s Fragments of very coarse ceramic vessels,
pyramidal ceramic loom-weights, and stone finds such as mill-
stones stood out among the archaeological finds.3s Although
the latter is probably not a residential building but a working
space, since it is a structure of smaller dimensions (1.6 x 3.9 m),
great similarity of prehistoric building construction can be
noticed on all three mentioned sites. Similar structures and
methods of construction can be observed on sites in eastern
Slovenia. Archaeological excavation in Pobrezje revealed the
remains of twenty-one structures from the younger phase of
the Urnfield culture3®All buildings have arectangular floor plan,
but they differ in size, orientation, and sometimes in the con-
struction method. Most of the buildings were built of wooden
posts placed in corresponding holes of different depths with
the use of transverse beams, and the posts themselves were ad-
ditionally strengthened with stones or ceramic fragments.3 In
contrast to some Slovenian sites, at Gracec ceramic fragments
or stones are rarely or never found in the post holes, so it can
be concluded that the posts were not strengthened in that way.
A similar construction method to Gratec can be observed at
the site Tribuna in Ljubljana.® It is a lowland settlement with
several settlement horizons from the Late Bronze Age, the Iron
Age and the Early Roman period. According to the ceramics and
the acquired dates, the structures from the Late Bronze Age are
relatively chronologically dated to the Ha A/B, Ha B and Ha B
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SLIKA 3. Nacrt istraZenoga objekta i kanala (izradili F. Ov¢ari¢ i L. Drahotusky-
Bruketa).

FIGURE 3. Drawing of the excavated structure and ditch (made by F. Ov¢ari¢ and
L. Drahotusky-Bruketa).

SLIKA 4. Nakupina keramike SJ 20 u blizini ognjista 2 (snimila F. Ov¢aric).

FIGURE 4. Ceramic fragments SU 20 in the vicinity of the hearth (photo by F.
Ovcaric).

bron¢anom dobu s obzirom na keramiku i dobivene datume
(Tab 1.), relativno kronoloski datiraju se u razdoblje Ha A/B, Ha
BiHaB3/C1istupnjevas3s0snovna konstrukcija objekta takoder
sesastojalaodstupovate popre¢nih greda kakve su pronadene
i na lokalitetu Gracec. U slojevima koji pripadaju kasnobron-
¢anodobnomu horizontu isti¢u se nalazi zdjele s horizontalno
fasetiranim rubom koji se javlja od Ha A/B do Ha B3/C1 stup-
nja i ulomci keramickih posuda ukrasenih urezanim motivima
trokuta i krugova, Sto takoder predstavlja vodece dekorativne
motive Ha B stupnja.«° U pretpostavljenoj unutrasnjosti objek-
ta na lokalitetu Gracec nije bilo konkretnoga arheoloskog sloja
osim uz same zidove kuce, ali to se objasnjava nagibom terena
i mogucim erodiranjem kulturnoga sloja od sjevera prema jugu.
Tako je uz juznizid u unutradnjosti kuce iizvan kuc¢e pronadena
najveca koli¢ina keramickih ulomaka izuzev zapunama kanala.

3/C1 phases.3 The basic construction of the building also con-
sisted of wooden posts and transverse beams, like the building
construction at Gracec. In the layers from the Late Bronze Age
horizon, the finds of a bowl with a horizontally faceted rim that
occurs from the Ha A/B to the Ha B3/C1 phases and fragments
of ceramic vessels decorated with incised motifs of triangles
and circles, which also represent the leading decorative motifs
of the Ha B phase, % stand out. In the presumed interior of the
structure 1 at Gracec, there was no concrete archaeological
layer except near the walls of the building, but this is explained
by the slope of the terrain and the possible erosion of the cul-
tural layer from north to south. The largest amount of ceramic
fragments, except in the ditch, was found along the southern
wall in the interior of the building and outside it. To the west of
the building, the ditch pits were also discovered and emptied,

39 Vojakovi¢ 2014,394-401.
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ERALEL 1
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Zapadno od objekta otkrivene su i ispraznjene zapune kanala
od kojih se najdulji krak proteze u smjeru sjever - jug, a dva ma-
nja u smjeru zapad - istok te sva tri kraka kanala zajedno ¢ine
oblik slovaT. U zapuni kanala (S) 2 kanal sjever - jug, S) 9 isto¢ni
krak, S) 15 zapadni krak) pronadenaje ve¢akoli¢ina keramike od
koje je pronadeno puno ulomaka grube, neSto manje ulomaka
fine keramike, komadi lijepa te glac¢ani i lomljeni kameni nalazi.
Zapadnikrak kanalapratise od jugoistotnogakutaistrazenoga
objekta gdje je vrlo plitak te se dalje produbljuje prema zapadu
gdje je najdublji na spoju srediSnjega i oba kraka kanala. Zabi-
ljezena mu je duljina od 2 metra. Isto¢ni krak kanala takoder se
mogao ispratiti u duljini oko 2 metra, kada ulazi pod isto¢ni pro-
fil sonde. Sredidnji kanal ispracen je u duljini od 5 metara, medu-
tim na njegovu juznom dijelu usred zapune nalazio se izvrnuti
panj, $to je znatno poremetilo stratigrafiju u juznome dijelu
sonde gdje jeitijekom terenskoga pregleda 2021. uo¢ena velika
koli¢ina keramike. Kanali su najvjerojatnije sluZili za odvodnju
vode jer se samo naselje nalazilo na dosta ravnome platou gdje
sevrlodugo zadrzava voda.

Otkriveni su ostatci dvaju ognjista od kojih je jedno bilo smje-
Steno uz jugozapad objekta, a drugo uz jugoistok. Ognjiste
smjesteno uzjugozapad objektaimalo je izgradeno svojevrsnu
vidljivu konstrukciju od zapecene zemlje koja je polukruzno
bila smjeStena uz zapadni zid objekta. Ognjiste je bilo 1,5 m du-
ljinei1mSirine te suoko njegainanjemu pronadeni keramicki
ulomci, kameni nalazi te ostatak prijenosnoga ognjista. Sli¢ni
komadi prijenosnog ognjista te ulomci lonaca (T.1: 1-3) i finijh
zdjela(T.1: 4-5) prikupljeni su i na lokalitetu Kosovac-Bregana
tijekom terenskog pregleda. U neposrednoj blizini ognjista, s
njegove juzne strane, bio je definiran S) 20 koji je ¢inila velika
koli¢ina keramike na kojoj su vidljivi tragovi gorenja (Slika 3).

SLIKA 5. Prijenosno
ognjiste N-83 in situ
(snimila F. Ov¢aric).
FIGURE 5. Portable
hearth N-83 in situ at
Gratec (photo by F.
Ovcaric).

of which the longest arm extends in the north-south direction,
the two smaller ones in the west-east direction, and all three
arms of the ditch form the shape of the letter T. In the ditch (SU 2
ditch north-south, SU g eastern arm, SU 15 western arm) a large
number of ceramic fragments was found (many fragments were
coarse and slightly fewer fragments were finely made) with
pieces of daub and polished and knapped stone finds. The west-
ern arm of the ditch is followed from the southeast corner of
the excavated structure, whereitis very shallow, thenit further
deepens towards the west, where it is most profound at the
junction of the central ditch and both arms. Itsrecorded length
is2meters. The eastern arm of the ditch can also be followed in
the length of 2 meters when it enters under the eastern profile
of the trench. The central ditch was observed to have a length
of 5 meters. However, in its southern part, there was an invert-
ed stump, which significantly disturbed the stratigraphy in the
southern part of the trench, where a large amount of ceramics
was also observed during the archaeological field survey in
2021.Theditches were most likely used for water drainage since
the settlement was located on a very flat plateau where water
isretained foravery long time.

The remains of two hearths were discovered at the site. One
hearth was located southwest of the building, and the other
one was southeast. The hearth located along the southwestern
side of the building was made of a construction of baked earth,
which was located along the western wall. The hearth was 1.5
m long and 1 m wide, and ceramic fragments, stone finds and
the remains of a portable hearth were found around and on
the hearth. Similar pieces of a portable hearth and fragments
of pots (T. 1: 1-3) and fine bowls (T. 1: 4-5) were also collected at
the Kosovac-Bregana site during the field survey. In the vicinity
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Drugo ognjiste koje je bilo smjesteno na jugoistoku kuce nije
bilo toliko dobro sa¢uvano zbog velikoga panja koji je u tome
dijelu sonde poremetio stratigrafiju. Uz to je ognjiste takoder
pronadeno jedno prijenosno ognjiste in situ, komadi drugih
prijenosnih ognjista te velika koli¢ina jako spaljene keramike.
Na lokalitetu Tribuna u objektu 8, koji pripada kasnobronc¢ano-
dobnomu horizontu, otkrivena su takoder dva ognjista, gdje je
dimenzija prvoga i vecega 3,3 x 1,7 m, a drugoga manjeg 1,0 X
0,9 m.«

Dosadasnji dijelovi istrazenih naselja mlade faze kultura polja
sa Zarama u sjevernoj Hrvatskoj upucuju na postojanje nadze-
mnih ku¢a uz pripadaju¢e poluukopane i ukopane skladisne
prostoreiradionice > kakvi su se mogli pronaciitijekom arheo-
loskih istrazivanja na lokalitetu Gracec.

Pokretni arheoloski materijal

Uz zidove istraZzenoga objekta pronadeno je puno arheolosko-
ga pokretnog materijala koji uklju¢uje glatano kameno orude,
litiku, malu koli¢inu fine ukrasene keramike, puno grube kuc¢an-
ske keramike, pribor za proizvodnju tekstila poput prsljenova
i utega za tkalacki stan te ostatke prijenosnih ognjista i lijepa.
Sto se ti¢e kerami¢koga materijala ¢ija je detaljna tipo-krono-
loska analiza trenutacno u tijeku, moZe se primijetiti kako naj-
brojniji tip posuda ¢ine lonci i zdjele, a nakon toga Salice. Sami
keramicki predmeti dosta su fragmentirani, porozni i lako pu-
caju prilikom pranjaili lijepljenja posuda. Lonci su peceni i bez
postojanja kisika (redukcijski) te uz postojanje kisika (oksida-
cijski), uglavnom su neukraseni ili imaju apliciranu traku ukra-
Senu otiscima prstiju ili Stipanjem te izvucen rub prema dosad
preliminarno pregledanim komadima. Oni lonci koji su peceni
redukcijski uglavnom su finije izvedbe i fakture, a vanjska po-
vrSina posude jest zagladena. Trenuta¢no se ni na jednome pre-
gledanom ulomku keramike ne primjec¢uju tragovi poliranja, ali
je moguce da je rije¢ o tek loSoj o¢uvanosti posuda uslijed ne-
kvalitetne izrade ili utjecaja vanjskih ¢cimbenika. Sli¢ni ulomci
i zasad preliminarno tipolo3ki odredene posude mogu se pro-
naciina lokalitetu Senkovec - Cestinka.®* Medu keramic¢kim na-
lazima spomenutoga lokaliteta najbrojnija je keramika grube
fakture koja je, kao $to je to Cesto slucaj, najbolje zastupljena
loncima vecih dimenzija. Oni su uglavnom peceni oksidacijski
ili redukcijski, faktura im varira od grube do prijelazne, a povr-
Sina im je najCesce blago zagladena, tek vrlo rijetko polirana.
Zdjele takoder cine jedan od najbrojnijih tipova posuda na lo-
kalitetu. U najve¢emu broju to su neukrasene zdjele uvucenoga
ruba, oksidacijski petene i svjetlije smede boje iako postoje i
one koje su pecene redukcijski. Jedna oksidacijski pecena zdjela
blago uvucenoga ruba, pronadena u zapuni kanala, ukrasena
je urezanim horizontalnim i vertikalnim linijama ispod ruba

of the hearth, on its southern side, SU 20 was defined, with a
large quantity of ceramic fragments with visible traces of burn-
ing (Fig. 4).

The second hearth, located southeast of the building, was not
so well preserved because of a large stump that disturbed the
stratigraphic units in that part of the trench. Near the latter
hearth, one portable hearth was found in situ, and pieces of
other portable hearths and a large amount of heavily burnt ce-
ramics were also found. Two hearths with the dimensions of the
largerone being3.3x1.7 mand thesmallerone being1.0x0.9m,
were also discovered at the archaeological site Tribuna in build-
ing 8, which also belongs to the Late Bronze Age.«*

So far, the excavated parts of settlements of the younger phase
of the Urnfield culture in northern Croatia indicate the exist-
ence of above-ground houses with associated semi-buried and
buried storage spaces and workshops,“ as those uncovered
during archaeological excavations at Gracec.

Movable archaeological finds

Along the walls of excavated structure 1, a lot of movable ar-
chaeological material was found, including polished stone
tools, lithics, a small amount of fine decorated pottery, a lot of
coarse household pottery, items for textile production such
as spindle whorls and loom weights, and the remains of port-
able hearths and daub. Regarding the ceramic material, whose
detailed typo-chronological analysis is currently underway, it
can be noted that the most numerous types of vessels are pots
and bowls, followed by cups. The ceramic finds are very frag-
mented, porous and they break easily during washing or glue-
ing together. The pots were fired both without the presence of
oxygen (the process of reduction), and with the presence of oxy-
gen (the process of oxidation) and they are mostly undecorated
or have an applied strip decorated with fingerprints or pinch-
ing and a drawn-out rim. Pots fired in the reduction process
generally have finer design and texture and the outer surface
of the pot is smoothed. Currently, no traces of polishing can
be observed on any of the examined ceramic fragments, but
there is a possibility that the vessels are poorly preserved due
to low quality or the influence of external factors. Similar ce-
ramic fragments and typologically determined vessels can be
found at the Senkovec-Cestinka site.4 Among the ceramic finds
of the mentioned site, the most numerous are the coarse ones,
which are best represented by pots of larger dimensions. They
are fired in oxidation or reduction processes and their texture
varies from coarse to transitional, while their surface is usu-
ally slightly smoothed, and less often polished. Bowls also form
one of the most numerous types of vessels at the site. Most of
them are undecorated bowls with an indented rim, fired in the
oxidation process and of a lighter brown colour, although some
are reduction-fired. One bowl found in the ditch is decorated
with incised horizontal and vertical lines below the rim of the
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posude. Ostale zdjele, one koje su redukcijski pecene, ukrase-
ne su uglavnom Sirokim kosim kanelurama ili u manjemu broju
horizontalnim fasetama (SI. 6). Takve zdjele uvucenoga ruba s
kosim kanelurama pojavljuju se od sredine Ha A pa sve do Ha
Cstupnja“, stoga se takvi oblici ne mogu pobliZe relativno kro-
noloski datirati izvan arheoloskoga konteksta. ). Dular u svojoj
studiji iz 1982. navodi kako se ukras kosih kanelura na prostoru
Dolenjske, koji on naziva Zljebljenjem, na zdjelama pojavljuje
u kasnome bron¢anom dobu i kasnijoj fazi starijega Zeljeznog
doba neovisno jedan o drugome. On takve zdjele navodi kao tip
3teih smjeStauhorizont Sti¢na - Novo Mesto.% L. Grahek (2016)
takoder navodi kako se ukras kosih kanelura na Sti¢ni pojavlju-
je u najstarijoj fazi nastanjivanja te postoji hijatus izmedu po-
jave kosih kanelura na kasnobron¢anodobnoj keramiciionojiz
kasnoga starijeg Zeljeznog doba.+¢ 0. Kovac (2014) navodi da se
nalokalitetu Siloveciznad Oresja kod Bizeljskoga mogu pronaci
zdjele uvucenoga ruba ukrasene kosim kanelurama kakve Du-
lar definira kao tip 3. Takoder se navodi kako se pojavljuju zdjele
sa Sirokim kanelurama kakve su u Posteli datiraju u 2.1i 3. fazu,
odnosno u Ha B3-Ha Da stupanj.# Za zdjele uvucenoga ruba s
horizontalnim fasetama M. Rakvin navodi da je taj tip na po-
druc¢ju Transdanubije vrlo poznat i rasiren od pocetka kulture
poljasazZarama te ga se mozZe pratiti sve do starijega Zeljeznog
doba,“® Sto potvrduju i brojni nalazi s lokaliteta Kalnik Igrisce 4
koji se mogu datirati od kraja Br D/Ha A stupnja te s nekropole
u Rusamas°’, na kojemu je isti tip zdjela datiran u mladu fazu Ha
B stupnja. ). Dular (1982) takve zdjele naziva tipom 2 te ih vre-
menski smjesta na sam pocetak Zeljeznoga doba, odnosno u
horizonte Podzemelj 1i 2.5 L. Grahek (2016) navodi kako se na
Sti¢ni zdjele uvucenoga ruba ukrasene fasetiranjem pojavljuju
u najstarijoj fazi naselja te su pokazatelj tradicije kulture polja
sa zarama.$* Takav ukras na zdjelama uvucenoga ruba jedan je
od vodecih oblika kasnoga bron¢anog doba te kasnije dolenj-
ske halStatske skupine gdje se takoder datiraju u Podzemelj1i2
horizont s mogu¢noscu trajanja u horizont Sti¢na - Novo Mesto
153Sli¢ne zdjele mogu se pronaciinazeljeznodobnome lokalite-
tuSilovecteseone naBrinjevoj goridatiraju u Ha B2/B3 stupanj,
analokalitetima PostelaiBurgstallkogel u Ha C/D1 stupanj.s

Paralele se mogu pronaci na ostalim kasnobron¢anodobnim lo-
kalitetima na podrucju sjeverozapadne Hrvatske. Na lokalitetu
Senkovec - Cestinka drugi najzastupljeniji tip posuda predstav-
ljaju zdjele od kojih su naj¢esce one neukrasene s uvucenim
rubom s Medutim, ¢esto se pronalaze i zdjele koje su ukrasene
kaneliranjem, fazetiranjem, a rijetko Zlijebljenjem i otiskiva-
njems, kao $to je slu¢ajina lokalitetu Gracec. Ceste su takoder

bowl. Other vessels, again those that were reduction-fired, are
decorated with wide oblique grooves or, to a lesser extent, with
horizontal facets (Fig. 6). Such bowls with an indented rim with
oblique grooves appear from the middle of Ha A until the Ha
C phase,* therefore such forms cannot be dated more closely
relative-chronologically outside the archaeological context.

In his study from 1982, J. Dular states that the decoration of
oblique grooves in the area of Dolenjska, appears on bowls in
the Late Bronze Age and the later phase of the Early Iron Age
independently of each other. He lists such bowls as type 3 and
places them in the Sti¢na-Novo Mesto horizon.#s L. Grahek
(2016) also states that the decoration of oblique grooves at
Sti¢na appears in the oldest phase of settlement, and there is
a hiatus between the appearance of oblique grooves on Late
Bronze Age pottery and that from the Late Early Iron Age.“¢ O.
Kovac (2014) states that at the site of Silovec above Oresje near
Bizeljski, bowls with an indented rim decorated with oblique
grooves, which Dular defines as type 3, can be found. It is also
stated that there are bowls with wide grooves, such as those
in Postela, dating to the 2nd and 3rd phases, i.e. Ha B3-Ha D1
phase.“’ Regarding bowls with indented rims with horizontal
facets, M. Rakvin states that this type is very well known and
widespread in Transdanubia from the beginning of the Urnfield
culture and can be traced all the way back to the Early Iron Age,
4“8 which is confirmed by numerous finds from Kalnik Igrisce,«
dated from the end of the Br D/Ha A phase and from the ne-
cropolis in Ruse,>® where the same type of bowl was dated to
the younger period of the Ha B phase. J. Dular (1982) defines
such bowls in type two and places them at the very beginning
of the Iron Age, in Podzemelj1and 2 horizons5* L. Grahek (2016)
states that bowls with indented rims decorated with faceting
appearin the oldest phase of the settlement and are an indica-
tor of the tradition of the Urnfield cultures> This decoration on
bowls with an indented rim is one of the leading forms of the
Late Bronze Age and the later Dolenjska Hallstatt group, where
they are also dated to the Podzemelj 1 and 2 horizon with the
possibility of dating to the Sti¢na- Novo Mesto 1 horizon.s Simi-
lar bowls can also be found at the Iron Age site of Silovec, and
those on Brinjeva Gora, dated to the Ha B2/B3 phase, and at
Postela and Burgstallkogel, dated to the Ha C/D1 phase s

Parallels can be found at other Late Bronze Age sites in north-
western Croatia. At the Senkovec-Cestinkasite, the second most
represented type of vessels are bowls, of which the most com-
mon are undecorated ones with an indented rim.s However,
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SLIKA 6. Ulomci keramike s
kosim kanelurama i hori-
zontalnim fasetama (izradi- .
la M. Roncevic). /

FIGURE 6. Fragments of pots
with oblique grooves and
horizontal facets (made by:
M. Roncevic).

i plitke i duboke zdjele konic¢nih, blago zaobljenih stijenki dok
su polukuglasto oblikovane zdjele vrlo rijetke. Povrsine svih ti-
povazdjela urasponusuod zagladene do polirane, a pecenesu
i oksidacijski i redukcijski bez vidljivih pravila. Takvim oblicima
zdjela s uvucenim rubom i kosim kanelurama paralele se mogu
pronadi na lokalitetima Kiringrad i Gradid¢e u Starome Ci¢u,s”
gradini Maric¢s® te lokalitetu Spi¢ak kod Bojatnoga.s®

Prikupljeno je i nekoliko ulomaka fine, redukcijski pecene kera-
mike koja je preliminarno pregledana te zato jo$ nije tipoloski
detaljno obradena, a uglavnom je ukrasena plitkim ureziva-
njem horizontalnih paralelnih linija, ispunjenih i neispunjenih
visec¢ih vecih i manjih trokuta, pseudovrpcastim ukrasom te
cik-cak linijama. Plitko urezivanje horizontalnih i vertikalnih
paralelnih linija zabiljeZzeno je na lokalitetima Pobrezje,* gdje
sedatiraucijelotrajanje HaBstupnja, te nalokalitetu Postela,®
gdje se smjesta u Ha C stupanj, $to bi se relativno kronolo3ki
poklapalo s nalazima keramike i dobivenim apsolutnim datumi-
ma s lokaliteta Gracec gdje je pronadeno nekoliko ulomaka ke-
ramike ukrasene tim motivom. Idu¢i ukras koji se moZe izdvojiti
na lokalitetu Gracec jesu trokuti ispunjeni paralelnim linijama.
J. Dular ukras ispunjenih trokuta datira u vrijeme izmedu Ha A i
HaB2/B3 stupnja kadaseon pojavljuje u Brinjevoj gori,*>a Balen
Letuni¢ spominje ga kao ukras karakteristican za metalne pred-
mete Ha B1i Ha B2 stupnja.®® Takoder je pronadeno i nekoliko
ulomaka keramike ukrasene pseudovrpéastim ukrasom. Za pse-
udovrpcasti ukras jo$ Vinski-Gasparini® pise kako se moze da-
tirati u mladu fazu grupe Velika Gorica, odnosno Ha B2 stupanj.

bowls decorated with grooves, facetes, and rarely with gutters
and prints, are also often found, ¢ as is the case at the Gracec
site. Shallow and deep bowls with conical, slightly rounded
surfaces are also common, while hemispherical shaped bowls
are very rare. The surfaces of all types of bowls range from
smoothed to polished, and they are fired both in the oxidation
and reduction process. Parallels to such shapes of bowls with
indented rims and oblique grooves can be found at Kiringrad
and Gradi$ce sites in Staro Cite,”” Mari¢ Gradinas® and Spi¢ak
near Bojacno.s®

A few fragments of fine, reduction-fired ceramics were also
collected, which were preliminarily examined and therefore
not typologically processed yet, but they are mostly decorated
with shallow incising of horizontal parallel lines, filled and un-
filled hanging larger and smaller triangles, pseudo corded deco-
ration and zig-zag lines. Shallow incising of horizontal and ver-
tical parallel lines was recorded at Pobrezje,* where it is dated
to the entire duration of the Ha B phase, and Postela,® where
itis placed in the Ha C phase, which would coincide relatively-
chronologically with the pottery finds and the absolute dates
obtained from the Gracec where several fragments of ceramics
decorated with that motif were found. The next kind of decora-
tionthatcanbedistinguished at Grac¢ecincludes triangles filled
with parallel lines. ). Dular dates this decoration to the time be-
tween Ha A and Ha B2/B3, when it appears in Brinjeva Gora,®
and Balen Letuni¢ mentions it as a decoration characteristic of
metal objects of Ha B1 and Ha B2 phases.® Several fragments
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SLIKA 7. 1zdvojeni pr-
sljenovi (fotografija:
Mokos et al. 2023).

FIGURE 7. Selected
spindle whorls
(photo: Mokos et al.
2023).

Upravo je keramika s tim tipom ukrasa, za koji D. LoZznjak Diz-
dar® pise kako je jedan od omiljenih u Ha B stupnju, pronadena
i medu keramickim oblicima s nekropole Velika Gorica, a parale-
le se mogu pronaciinanekropoliDobova. Takvi pseudovrptasti
ukrasi mogu se pronaci i na lokalitetu Hrib u Metliki na posudi
u grobu 82 te se povezuje s nalazima iz groba 7 u Rusama, koji
se datira u Ha B2 stupanj i grobom 5 iz Habakuka kod Postele,
koji se datira u Ha B3 stupanj.%® Ukras se moZe pronacii na loka-
litetu Kostel gdje A. Velus¢ek® govori da je upravo takav ukras
znacajan za mladu fazu kulture polja sa Zarama, odnosno Ha B
stupanj ruske grupe, gdje se moze pratiti sve do starijega Zelje-
znog doba. Motiv cik-cak linija na lokalitetu Grac¢ec pronaden je
na svega nekoliko ulomaka, a paralele takvomu motivu mogu
se pronacinalokalitetu Brinjeva gora gdje ih J. Dular®® smjeStau
razdoblje od Ha B1 do Ha Co stupnja. On opcenito istice kako je
urezivanje najrasireniji nacin ukrasavanja keramickih posuda i
da se upotrebljava tijekom ¢itavoga starijeg Zeljeznog doba.*
Pronadeno je i nekoliko ulomaka koji se zasad tipoloski mogu
odrediti kao Salice s ru¢kom koje prelazeili ne prelaze rub posu-
de, aone su takoder pecene i redukcijski i oksidacijski.

U naseljima kasnoga bron¢anog doba sjeverne Hrvatske najce-
$¢e nalaze ¢ine ulomci keramickih posuda poput lonaca, zdjela
i Salica, nakon ¢ega slijede bron¢ani predmeti poput igli, sjeki-
ra, koplja i srpova,” medutim, na lokalitetu Gracec, kao drugi
najbrojniji nalazi nakon keramickih pokazali su se oni kameni.
Rije¢je uglavnom o ulomcimaZrvnjeva, rastira¢ima, brusevima
te o nekoliko komada litike poput jezgri, sje¢iva i odbojaka. U
naseljima su pronadeni i brojni ostatci keramic¢kih predmeta

of pottery decorated with pseudo corded decoration were also
found. Vinski-Gasparini® dates the pseudo-corded decoration
to the younger phase of the Velika Gorica group, in the Ha B2
phase. Ceramics with this type of decoration, according to D.
Loznjak Dizdar, one of the favorite decorations in the Ha B
phase, was also found among the ceramic forms from the Ve-
lika Gorica necropolis, while parallels can also be found at the
Dobovanecropolis. Such pseudo-corded decoration can also be
found at the site Hrib in Metlika on a vessel in grave 82, and it is
connected with finds from grave 7 in Ruse, which is dated to the
Ha B2, and grave 5 from Habakuk near PoStela, dated to the Ha
B3 phase.%This decoration can also be found at Kostel, where A.
Velu$¢ek® says that exactly this decorationissignificant for the
younger phase of the Urnfield culture, that is, the Ha B phase of
the Rusa group, where it can be traced all the way to the Early
Iron Age. The motif of zig-zag lines was found on only a few frag-
ments at Gracec, and parallels to this decoration can be found
atBrinjeva Gora, where . Dular®® places themin the period from
Ha B1 to Ha Co phase. He generally points out that engraving
is the most widespread way of decorating ceramic vessels and
that it was used throughout the entire Early Iron Age.®® A few
sherds were also found that can be typologically determined as
mugs with a handle that may or may not go beyond the edge of
the vessel, and they were also fired by reduction and oxidation.

In the settlements of the Late Bronze Age in northern Croatia,
the most common finds are fragments of ceramic vessels such
as pots, bowls and cups, followed by bronze objects such as
needles, axes, spears and sickles.” However, at Gracec, the sec-
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poput onih za proizvodnju tekstila te biljni i Zivotinjski ostatci,
maloj koli¢ini. Najbolje je o¢uvana greda (S) 12) koja je bila dio
juznoga zida objekta, a (Sl.1) sacuvane kosti spaljene su te ih je

pronadeno vrlo malo, uglavnom u neposrednoj blizini ognjista.

0d ostalih keramickih nalaza koji su vrlo dobro zastupljeni tre-
baju se spomenuti neukraseni prsljenovi raznih dimenzija koji
su uglavnom peceni oksidacijski te su svijetlo smede boje (Slika
5). U najvec¢emu broju zastupljeni su veci bikoni¢ni prsljenovi, a
tek je nekoliko kuglastih i to uglavnom manjih dimenzija.

Na lokalitetu Gracec pronadeni su uglavnom tipovi posuda
koji se mogu relativno kronoloski dosta Siroko datirati u ka-
sno bronc¢ano doba pa sve do starijega Zeljeznog doba. Rijec je
uglavnom o zdjelama s uvucenim rubom koje su ukrasene ko-
sim kanelurama ili horizontalnim fasetiranje koji se isti¢u kao
karakteristi¢ni ukrasi kasnoga broncanog i starijega Zeljeznog
doba. Unato¢ tomu Sto je pronaden mali broj ulomaka ukrasen
urezivanjem i utiskivanjem, vecina koristenih oblika karakte-
risticna je za kasno bron¢ano doba poput ve¢ spomenutoga
pseudovrptastog ukrasa na pojedinim posudama. Neki motivi
i nacini ukrasavanja poput urezanih linija, Srafiranih trokuta
i cik-cak linija lokalitet smjestaju u mladu fazu kulture polja
sa zarama te im se mogu pronadci paralele na Siremu prostoru
Karpatske kotline i jugoisto¢noga alpskog prostora. lzdvojeni
keramicki oblici i karakteristi¢ni ukrasi u potpunosti odgovara-
ju dobivenim apsolutnim datumima koji lokalitet smjeStaju u
razdoblje Ha B3/Ha Co stupnja, tj. nasam kraj brontanoga doba
izatetak starijega Zeljeznog doba.

Apsolutno je datirano sveukupno 5 uzoraka, od kojih Cetiri uzor-
ka ¢ini karbonizirano drvo, a jedan uzorak Cine spaljene kosti
pronadene naognjitu. Uzorci U5 i U6 (Tab. 1) uzorcisu sistocne
i zapadne strane grede SJ 12 (Sl. 1) koja je ¢inila konstrukcijsku
osnovu juznogazida Objekta 1. Uzorak U12(Tab.1) uzorak je spa-
ljene kosti iz SJ 17 sloja koji se nalazio uz zapadni zid Objekta
1 u neposrednoj blizini ognjiSta S) 47 koje je bilo smjeSteno uz
jugozapad objekta. Uzorak Ug i N168 (Tab.1) takoder su uzorci
karboniziranoga drveta prikupljenoga tijekom arheoloskoga
istrazivanja. Uzorak Ug uzorak je drveta iz S) 13 koji je ostatak
urudenjaodlijepajuznogazidaobjekta koji se pruzao paralelno
uz gredu S) 12. Posljednji uzorak N168 uzorak je drveta iz grede
SJ) 46 koja je Cinila konstrukcijsku osnovu zapadnoga zida objek-
ta kako je to Cinila i greda S) 12 za juzni zid. Greda S) 46 bila je
slabije o€uvana nego SJ 12, vrlo vjerojatno jer se nalazila dosta
plitko ispod hodne povrsine. Najbolje je bila sauvana u blizini
ognjistas) 47.

ond most numerous finds after the ceramic ones were stone
ones. These are mainly fragments of grinding stones, hand-
stones, whetstones and several pieces of lithics such as cores,
blades and flakes. Numerous remains of ceramic artefacts,
such as those for textile production, and plant and animal re-
mains were found in the settlements, while a small amount of
plant and animal remains were preserved at Gracec. The best-
preserved beam (SU 12) was part of the southern wall of the
building (Fig. 1), while the preserved bones were burned and
very few of them were found, mostly in the immediate vicinity
of the hearth.

Of the other ceramic material, the most common are undecorat-
ed spindle whorls of various dimensions, which are mostly fired
in the oxidation process and are light brown in colour (Fig. 5).
Larger biconical spindle whorls are represented in the largest
numberand thereare only a few spherical-shaped ones, mostly
of smaller dimensions.

At Gracec, the types of vessels can berelatively-chronologically
very broadly dated to the period of the Late Bronze Age up to
the Early Iron Age. These are mostly bowls with indented rims
decorated with oblique grooves or horizontal faceting, which
stand out as characteristic decorations of the Late Bronze and
Early Iron Ages. Despite the fact that a small number of frag-
ments decorated with engraving and embossing were found,
most of the formsused are characteristicof the Late Bronze Age
period, such as the already mentioned pseudo-corded decora-
tion on certain vessels. Notably, some motifs and methods of
decoration such as incised lines, hatched triangles and zig-zag
lines, place thesitein the younger phase of the Urnfield culture,
and parallels can be found in the wider area of the Carpathian
basin and the southeastern Alpine area. The mentioned vessel
types and characteristic decorations correspond to the ob-
tained absolute dates, which place the site in the Ha B3/Ha Co
phase, at the very end of the Bronze Age and the beginning of
the Early Iron Age.

A total of five samples were absolutely dated, of which four
samples consist of carbonised wood, and one sample consists
of burned bones found on the hearth. Samples U5 and U6 (Tab.
1) are samples from the east and west sides of beam SU 12 (Fig.
1), which formed the structural basis of the southern wall of
structure 1. Sample U12 (Tab. 1) is a sample of burnt bone from
SU17,alayer which was located along the western wall of struc-
ture 1in the immediate vicinity of hearth SU 47, which was lo-
cated along the southwest of the building. Sample Ug and N168
(Tab. 1) are also samples of carbonised wood collected during
the archaeological excavation. Sample Ug is a sample of wood
from SU 13, which is a remnant of the collapse of daub of the
southern wall of the building, located parallel to beam SU 12.
The last sample N168 is a sample of wood from beam SU 46,
which formed the structural basis of the western wall of the
building, as did the beam SU 12 for the south wall. Beam SU 46
was less well preserved than SU 12, most likely because it was
located very shallowly below the walking surface. It was best
preserved near the hearth of SU 47.
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AMS 4C Broj uzorka ID uzorka Vrsta materijala Konvencionalna*#C | Kalibrirana
laboratorijski kod /Sample prep. Nr. /Sample ID /Sample material starost kalendarska starost
/ AMS *C Lab Code (god PS) (+ 10) (cal pr. Kr.) (20)
/ Conventional *C / Calibrated
age (yrs BP) (+ 10) calendar age
(cal AD/BC) (20)
DeA- 1/3233/1 u-6 Karboniziranodrvo 2771+1 calBC987-8
39595 3233 / Carbonized wood 771+19 967 - 635
Karbonizi d
DeA-39596 1/3233/2 u-9 ar omyrano Vo 2748 21 cal BC965 - 826
/ Carbonized wood
Karboniziranodrvo
DeA-39726 1/32 12 2+58% |BC1060-8
eA397 /3233/3 ut / Carbonized wood 277255 ca 1060~ 200
Karboniziranodrvo
DeA-39597 1/3233/4 n-168 ) 258820 cal BC803-774
/ Carbonized wood
Karboniziranodrvo
DeA- 1/3008 - 27012 IBC902-80
eA35735 /3008/1 us / Carbonized wood 7o1x27 ca 9 /

TABLICA 1. Radiokrabonski datumi s lokaliteta Gracec (izradila: F. Ov¢aric).

TABLE 1. Radiocarbon dates from Gracec (made by: F. Ovcaric).

Starije Zeljezno doba u sjeverozapadnoj Hrvatskoj

U starijemu Zeljeznom dobu sjeverna Hrvatska pripadala je
isto¢nomu halStatskom krugu. Prostor sjeverozapadne Hrvat-
ske nalazio se na razmedu komunikacijskih putova alpskoga i
balkansko-panonskoga svijeta, a bio je definiran utjecajima
pontsko-kavkaskoga i karpatskoga podru¢ja.”* Od kulturnih
skupina starijega Zeljeznog doba na tome podru¢ju valja spo-
menuti skupinu Budinjak s istoimenim eponimnim nalazistem?
te skupinu Martijanec-Kaptol s istaknutim eponimnim nalazi-
Stima Martijanec kod Varazdina i Kaptol u sredisnjoj Slavoniji.’3

Kaoiu kasnome bron¢anom dobu, naselja su se u vrijeme stari-
jega Zeljeznog doba uglavnom gradila na visinskim polozajima.
No, primije¢eno je da se u 8. stolje¢u prije Krista pojedina na-
selja napustaju, dok je broj samih naselja u starijem Zeljeznom
dobu manji u odnosu na proslo razdoblje, ukupne povrsine na-
selja su vece.” Starije Zeljezno doba jedno je od najslabije istra-
Zenih na podru¢ju sjeverozapadne Hrvatske. Od nizinskih nase-
lja starijega Zeljeznog doba moZemo izdvojiti dobro istraZzene
lokalitete Sv. Petar Ludbreski, Martijanec, Sigetec’s i Zbelava.’®
U kontekstu sigurnih visinskih naselja starijega Zeljeznog doba
toga podru¢ja svakako treba navesti ve¢ spomenute lokalitete

Early Iron Age in northwestern Croatia

During the Early Iron Age, northern Croatia belonged to the
eastern Hallstatt circle. The area of northwestern Croatia was
located at the intersection of the communication routes of the
Alpine and Balkan-Pannonian worlds, and was defined by the
influences of the Pontic-Caucasian and Carpathian regions.’
Among the cultural groups of the Early Iron Age in this area, we
should mention the Budinjak group with the eponymous site
Budinjak’> and the Martijanec-Kaptol group with prominent
eponymous sites Martijanec near Varazdin and Kaptol in cen-
tral Slavonia.”3

As in the Late Bronze Age, settlements during the Early Iron
Age were mostly built on elevated positions. However, it was
noticed thatin the 8th century BC, individual settlements were
abandoned, and while the number of settlements in the Early
Iron Age was smaller compared to the previous period, the to-
tal area of the settlements was larger’ The period of the Early
Iron Age is one of the least researched in northwestern Croa-
tia. Among the lowland settlements of the Early Iron Age, we
can single out the well-known sites Sv. Petar Ludbreski, Marti-
janec, Sigetec’s and Zbelava.’® In the context of high-altitude

71 Potrebica 2013, 42; Gabrovec 1987.
72 Skoberne 2004, 132.

73 Potrebica 2013, 63.

74 Dular, Tecco Hvala 2007, 74-77.

75 Vinski-Gasparini 1987

76 Kovacevic¢ 2008

71 Potrebica 2013, 42; Gabrovec 1987.
72 Skoberne 2004, 132.

73 Potrebica 2013, 63.

74 Dular, Tecco Hvala 2007, 74-77.

75 Vinski-Gasparini 1987.

76 Kovacevic¢ 2008

45



46

JANJA MAVROVIC MOKOS ET AL: NOVA ARHEOLOSKA SAZNANJA O KASNOME BRONCANOM | STARIJEMU ZELJEZNOM DOBU PRIGORJA

VAMZ /3.SERIJA/LVII (2024)

prapovijesno
naselie

KARTA 2. PoloZaj naselja i nekropole u Svetome Krizu
(izradila: J. Mavrovi¢ Mokos.)

prapovijesna
pekropola

MAP 2. The location of the settlement and necropolis at Sv. Kriz
(made by: J. Mavrovi¢ Mokos).

Gradec kod Zagreba, Kuzelin kod Sesveta, Podsused kameno-
lom i Sveti Kriz Brdovecki. Takoder, slu¢ajnim nalazima i teren-
skim pregledom Medvednice uotena su moguca Zeljeznodobna
naselja na polozajima Gradecek - Gornji Markusevac, Gradina
- Laz, Gradina - Cucerie, Gradina - Simuncevec (Markusevec),
Gradisc¢e - Remete, Gradisc¢e (Cikov gradicek), Dolje iznad Ste-
njevca te Veliko Gradis¢e Planina.””

Sveti Kriz

Arheolosko nalaziste Sveti Kriz smjeSteno je u istoimenome na-
selju u Op¢ini Marija Gorica, desetak kilometara sjeverozapad-
no od Zapresica. Lokalitet se nalazi na zapadnome kraju Mari-
jagoritkoga pobrda, na prostranome uzvi$enju od 310 metaras
kojega se pruza pogled na Sutlu, savsku dolinu, Kr3ko polje te
Samoborsko i Zumberacko gorje’® Na prostoru nekadasnjega
prapovijesnog naselja danas se nalazi crkva sv. Kriza i mjesno
groblje, ¢ijom je gradnjom Zeljeznodobno naselje devastirano.
Sam toponim naselja Sveti KriZ najvjerojatnije je povezan s iz-
gradnjom crkve, ali je poznato da se sakralne gradevine grade
naotprije zna¢ajnim mjestima.

settlements of the Early Iron Age in this area, the already men-
tioned sites Gradec in Zagreb, Kuzelin near Sesvete, Podsused
Kamenolom and Sveti Kriz Brdovecki should definitely be men-
tioned. Also, random finds and a field survey of Medvednica re-
vealed possible Iron Age settlements at the locations Gradecek

- Gornji Markusevac, Gradina - Laz, Gradina - Cucerie, Gradina
- Simun¢evec (Markusevec), Gradi$¢e - Remete, Gradis¢e (Cikov

gradictek), Dolje near Stenjevac and Veliko Gradisce Planina.””
Sveti Kriz

The archaeological site is located in the village Sveti Kriz in
the municipality of Marija Gorica, ten kilometers northwest of
Zapresi¢.Thesiteissituated on the western slopes of the Marija
Gorica hill, on a spacious elevation of 310 m, overlooking the
river Sutla, the Savavalley, the Kr3ko field and the Samobor and
Zumberak mountains.” Today, the church of St. Cross and the
local cemetery are located on the prehistoric site which devas-
tated the Iron Age settlement. The very toponym of the settle-
ment Sveti Kriz (St. Cross) is most likely connected with the con-
struction of the church, but it is known that sacred buildings
were builtin places that were already important.

77 Skoberne 2004,160-162.
78 Registar 1990, 72.

77 Skoberne 2004,160-162.
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Nalaziste se sastoji od naselja na uzvisini i nekropole na polo-
Zaju Tursko groblje (Karta 2). Izmedu 1987. i 1995. provedena su
arheoloska istrazivanja lokaliteta od strane djelatnika Muzeja
Brdovec, koja su nastavljena i 2000-ih, a 2001. slu¢ajno je otkri-
ven kneZevski ukop konjanika iz starijega Zeljeznog doba.” Ne-
kropola se nastavila istrazivati 2011., kada je pronadena neko-
licina istovremenih kasnohalstatskih grobova.®® Od 2019. arhe-
oloska istrazivanja provodi Odsjek za arheologiju Filozofskoga
fakulteta u Zagrebu. Dosadasnjim arheoloskim istraZzivanjima
utvrdeno je naseljavanje lokaliteta u starijemu Zeljeznom dobu,
analazilatenske keramike upuc¢uju na nastavak Zivota i u vrije-
me mladega Zeljeznog doba.®

KneZevski grob

Godine 2001.slucajno je otkriven knezevski ukop konjanika isko-
pavanjem temelja za garazu dimenzija 6 x 4 metara. Pokojnik iz
knezZevskoga groba ukopan je inhumacijski, a uz njega se nala-
zio i skelet konja. S obzirom na to da su vidljiva blaga uzvisenja
u krajoliku, ne moze se iskljuciti postojanje grobnih humaka na
tome podrucju.®>0d grobnih priloga pronadene su fragmentira-
ne keramicke posude, dijelovi konjske opreme, bron¢ana pravo-
kutna pojasna ploca, jedinstvena kaciga tipa Sv. Kriz, zmijolike
fibule te ofenzivno naoruzanje.®3 Spomenuti grobni prilozi upu-
¢uju na visoki drustveni status pokojnika, a obrambeno oruzje
pojavljuje se isklju¢ivo u grobovima najbogatijih pripadnika
zajednice.® Grob je moguce okvirno pripisati kasnomu halstat-
skom razdoblju, odnosno 6. stoljecu prije Krista. Argumente za
dataciju pronalazimo u pravokutnoj pojasnoj kop¢i i Zvalama
kao dijelu konjsku opreme, koje zasigurno pripadaju konjskoj
opremi tipa Szentes-Vekerzug.ts Takoder, dvije zmijolike fibu-
le s krilcima tipa Va prema Tecco Hvala® i izduzeno ofenzivno
oruzje idu u prilog dataciji u horizont kasnoga halstata. Grobni
inventar knezevskoga groba danas se ¢uva u Muzeju Brdovec.

Naselje

Naselje u Svetome KriZu s tri je strane bilo okruzeno prirodnim
strminama,®” a pretpostavlja se da se sa sjeverne strane pro-
stirao bedem ¢iji ¢emo izgled nastojati definirati nadolazec¢im
arheoloskim istrazivanjima. Gradinski lokalitet odlikuje se izni-
mno pogodnim strateskim poloZajem koji je u ondasnje doba
omogucavao komunikaciju putem Save i Sutle te kontrolu Bre-

Zickih vrata, odnosno Panonije u predalpski prostor.® Na obron-

The site consists of a Late Hallstatt settlement on a hill and a
cemetery at the location Tursko groblje (Map 2). Between 1987
and 1995, the staff of the Brdovec Museum carried out archae-
ological excavation on the site, which continued in the 2000s,
and in 2001 a princely burial of an equestrian was accidentally
discovered.” The excavations at the necropolis continued in
2011, when a few contemporaneous Late Hallstatt graves were
found.®°Since 2019, archaeological excavation has been carried
outonthesettlement by the Department of Archaeology of the
Faculty of Philosophy and Social Sciences in Zagreb. Previous
archaeological research has established that the site was in-
habited in the Early Iron Age, and finds of La Tene ceramic frag-
mentsindicate the continuation of life during the Late Iron Age
aswell.®

The princely burial

In 2001, the princely burial of an equestrian was accidentally
discovered by excavating the foundation of a garage in the size
of 6 x 4 meters. The deceased was buried in the form of inhuma-
tion, and the skeleton of a horse was also found next to him.
Given that slight elevations are visible in the landscape, the ex-
istence of burial mounds (tumulus) in this area cannot be ruled
out.®22The grave contained fragmented ceramic vessels, parts of
horse-riding gear, a bronze rectangular belt plate, a unique hel-
met of the Sv. KriZ type, serpentine-shaped fibulae and offen-
sive weapons.® The grave goods indicate the high social status
of the deceased, and defensive weapons appear exclusively in
the graves of the wealthiest members of the community.® The
grave can roughly be dated to the Late Hallstatt period, pre-
cisely to the 6th century BC. Arguments for that can be found
intherectangular belt buckle and in the bits of the horse equip-
ment, which undoubtedly belong to the Szentes-Vekerzug type
of horse equipment.®5Also, two serpentine winged fibulae of Va
type according to Tecco Hvala®® and elongated offensive weap-
onssupport the dating to the Late Hallstatt horizon. Today, the
princely grave’s burial inventory is keptin the Brdovec Museum.

The settlement

The settlement at Sveti Kriz was surrounded by natural slopes
on three sides,® and it is assumed that on the northern side
there was a rampart, which we will try to define with the up-
coming archaeological excavations. The site is distinguished
by its highly convenient strategic position, which enabled the
communication through the Sava and Sutla rivers as well as
control over the so-called “Brezice Gate”, that is, the frontier of
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cima Medvednice u vrijeme starijega Zeljeznog doba postojalo
jeviSeistaknutih visinskih naselja. U tome kontekstu treba spo-
menuti sustavno istrazivan lokalitet Kuzelin kod Sesveta, koji
se prema poloZaju naselja i pojedinim pokretnim arheoloskim
nalazima u kasnohalStatskome kontekstu mozZe usporediti sa
Svetim Krizem.? Kuzelin se nalazi na 511 metara nadmorske vi-
sine, naistaknutome vrhu koji tvori prirodnu razdjelnicu Prigor-
ja i Zagorja. Taj polozaj omogucavao je komunikaciju izmedu
sjevernih i juznih obronaka Medvednice te strateski pogled na
Zagorje i Posavinu.®® Gradec® i slu¢ajno otkriveni lokalitet kod
Podsuseda®® istiCu se kao jos dva lokaliteta starijega Zeljeznog
doba na pogodnim strateskim polozajima smjestenima na Med-
vednici.

Arheolo3ka iskopavanja Svetoga KriZza pod vodstvom doc. dr. sc.
Janje Mavrovi¢ Mokos provedena su 2019., 2021. i 2022. s ciljem
utvrdivanja stratigrafije naselja (Karta 3). Oko 100 metara sjeve-
roistocno od crkve, na k. ¢. 1504 istrazena je sonda 22 dimenzija
17 x 12 metara s prosirenjima koja je iznjedrila ostatke naseo-
binskih objekta iz starijega Zeljeznog doba. U svojemu sjevero-
istotnom dijelu sonda 22 spojila se sa sondama 20 i 21 istrazi-
vanih od strane djelatnika Muzeja Brdovec.® NaZalost, to¢ne
lokacije spomenutih prijasnjih istraZivanja nisu u cijelosti po-
znate. Tijekom triju sezona arheoloskih iskopavanja definirani

Pannonia into the pre-Alpine area.®® There were several promi-
nent high-altitude settlements on the slopes of the Medved-
nica mountain during the Early Iron Age. In this context, we
should mention the systematically excavated site Kuzelin near
Sesvete, which, according to the position of the settlement and
some movable archaeological finds in the Late Hallstatt con-
text, can be compared to Sveti Kriz.®# Kuzelin is located 511 me-
ters above sea level, on a prominent peak that forms a natural
borderline between Prigorje and Zagorje. This position enabled
the communication between the northern and southern slopes
of Medvednica and a strategic view of Zagorje and Posavina.®
Gradec®* and the accidentally discovered site near Podsused®?
stand out as two more sites of the Early Iron Age at convenient
strategic positions on the Medvednica mountain.

Archaeological excavations of the site Sveti Kriz, under the
leadership of Janja Mavrovi¢ Mokos, PhD, were conducted in
2019, 2021 and 2022, with the aim of determining the stratigra-
phy of the settlement (Map 3). About 100 meters northeast of
the church, at the cadastral parcel 1504, the Trench 22 (17 x 12
meters) with extensions was excavated, which revealed the
remains of settlement buildings from the Early Iron Age. In its
northeastern part, the Trench 22 joined trenches 20 and 21 ex-
cavated earlier by the staff of the Brdovec Museum.* Unfortu-
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SLIKA 8. Nacrt svih istrazenih naseobinskih objekata od 2019. do 2022. (izradili F.
Ovcari¢ i L. Drahotusky-Bruketa).

FIGURE 8. Drawing of all excavated residential buildings from 2019 to 2022
(made by F. Ov¢ari¢ and L. Drahotusky-Bruketa).

su konstrukcijski elementi jednoga cjelovitog objekta (Objekt
1) te je dobiven detaljan uvid u distribuciju arheoloskih nalaza
unutar objekta. Takoder, djelomi¢no su definirani konstrukcij-
ski elementi drugoga objekta (Objekt 2), koji se nalazio u nepo-
srednoj blizini prvoga, a pretpostavlja se postojanje i trecega
objekta koji je strukturom sli¢an prvomu objektu (Slika 8).9 Tre-
banaglasitidaistrazeno podru¢je predstavljatek neznatan dio
lokaliteta. Prematrenuta¢nome stanjuistrazivanja, arheoloski
nalaziinaseobinski ostatciza sada pripadaju gotovo iskljucivo
kasnohalstatskomu horizontu starijega Zeljeznog doba te upu-
¢uju na iznimnu povezanost s vaznim kasnohalstatskim cen-
trima u Sloveniji poput Libne, Cvingera, Sti¢ne, Mosta na Soci,
Novoga Mesta, i dr.%s

nately, the exact positions of the mentioned previous trenches
are not known. During three seasons of archaeological excava-
tions, the structural elements of one complete building (Struc-
ture 1) were defined and a detailed insight into the distribution
of archaeological finds within the building was obtained. Also,
the structural elements of the second building (Structure 2),
which was located in the vicinity of the first, were partially de-
fined, and the existence of a third structure, which is similar to
the first object, is assumed (Fig. 8).% It should be emphasized
that the excavated area represents only an insignificant part
of the site. According to the current state of excavation, the ar-
chaeological finds and settlement remains belong exclusively
to the Late Hallstatt horizon of the Early Iron Age and indicate
a distinct connection with important Late Hallstatt centers in
Slovenia, for example Libna, Cvinger, Sti¢na, Most na Soci, Novo
Mesto, etc.%

94 Mavrovi¢ Mokos 2022.
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Objekt 1

Objekt 1 otkriven je 2019.% a u cijelosti je istrazen tijekom tri-
ju arheoloskih kampanja. Radi se o nadzemnome objektu pra-
vokutnoga oblika i vec¢ih dimenzija (10 x 8 metara).”” Objekt je
poloZajem bio okrenut prema Sutli, a zbog strme padine brije-
ga prema zapadu teren je izniveliran slojem tamnoZute zemlje
debljine od 5 do 40 cm. Iznad nivelacije primijecena je drenaza
kuce od manjih kamenih oblutaka pomijesanih sazemljom te je
u obliku manjih sporadi¢nih nakupina karboniziranoga drveta
bio vidljiv i drveni pod objekta.®® Slicne drenaze objekta prona-
laze se u arhitektonskim sklopovima na podrucju halStatske
kulturne skupine, kao primjerice na lokalitetima Most na Soci®®
i Gradec,* aniveliranje terenaidanas postojidiljem Prigorja te
analogije tomu pronalazimo na slovenskim lokalitetima°*i na
lokalitetu Sisak-Pogorelac.*? Ispod nivelacije definiran je veliki
broj zapuna od stupova i greda s njima pripadaju¢im ukopima
potvrdujuci postojanje konstrukcije s okomito postavljenim
stupovima kao zidnom, odnosno krovhom osnovom.*% Stupovi
objekta bili su otprilike 40-50 cm promjera dok je sredisnji stup
(SJ 145) bio promjera 90 cm.

Juznirub stambenoga objekta definiran je 2019. ukopom grede
SJ 101 i dvama vecim i manjim stupovima koji su bili ukopani
pod koso podupiruci vece stupove.**s Zapadni rub objekta defi-
niranje 2021, auz njegasu se nalazili manji pli¢i stupovi i ukopi
grede koji su bili dio konstrukcijskoga elementa koji nije imao
drenazu od oblutaka, pa se zbog toga pretpostavlja da je rijec
o drvenome trijemu veli¢ine 4 x 2 m. Stupovi, konstrukcijski ele-
menti trijema promjerom su manji od stupova objekta i iznose
otprilike 20 cm.*¢ Vece arhitektonske konstrukcije s trijemovi-
marijedak su nalaz na hal3tatskim lokalitetima, ali valja spome-
nutidasu kuce s trijemom uocene na nalazisStu Heuneburg, jed-
nomu od znacajnijih halStatskih knezevskih sredista.*” U samo-
me srediStu objekta definirane su grede S) 104 i S) 110 paralelne
jedna s drugom koje su najvjerojatnije nosile krov,*® kao sto je
primije¢eno na lokalitetu Cvinger kod Sti¢ne.**® Nalazi profilira-
nih komada kuc¢noga lijepa upucuju na to da je kuca bila sagra-
dena od drvenih balvana, a ne od isprepletenoga pru¢a.** Krov
je vjerojatno bio na dvije vode, a drveni zidovi objekta bili su
poloZeni izravno na zemlju. Analogije takvoj gradnji ponovno

Structure1

Structure 1 was discovered in 2019° and was fully excavated
during three archaeological campaigns. The building is built
above ground, is rectangular in shape and has larger dimen-
sions (10 x 8 meters).” The building faced the Sutla River, and
dueto the steep slope of the hill to the west, the terrain was lev-
elled with a layer of dark yellow soil 5 to 40 cm thick. Above the
levelling, the drainage of the house was noticed, made of small
stone pebbles mixed with soil, and the wooden floor was also
visible in the form of small sporadic accumulations of carbon-
ized wood.®® Similar drainage methods are found in architec-
tural structures in the area of the Hallstatt culture, such as at
the Most na Soci®? and Gradec*® sites, while the levelling of the
terrain is still present today throughout Prigorje, but analogies
of the same can be found at Slovenian sites** and on the Sisak-
Pogorelac site.*> Below the levelling, a large number of post
holes and beams with their associated burials were defined,
confirming the existence of a structure with vertically placed
posts as a wall or roof base.**3 The posts of the building were
approximately 40-50 cm in diameter, while the central post (SU
145) was 90 cm in diameter. 24

Thesouthern edge of the building was defined in 2019 by abeam
(SU 101) and two larger and two smaller posts that were buried
at an angle, supporting the larger posts.**s The western edge
of the building was defined in 2021, and next to it, there were
smaller shallow post holes and beam burials that were part of a
structural element that did not have drainage, so itis assumed
that this was a wooden porch 4 x 2 m in size. The posts, struc-
tural elements of the porch, were smaller in size than the posts
of the building and they were approximately 20 cm in diam-
eter¢ Larger architectural structures with porches are a rare
find on Hallstatt sites, but it should be mentioned that houses
with porches were observed at the site of Heuneburg, one of
the most important princely centers of the Hallstatt culture.*”
In the very center of the building the beams SU 104 and SU 110
parallel to each other were defined, which most likely support-
ed the roof,**® as was also observed at the site of Cvinger near
Sti¢na.*® Findings of profiled pieces of daub indicate that the
house was built of wooden logs, not of interwoven branches.*
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pronalazimo na podru¢ju jugoisto¢ne Slovenije, na lokalitetu
Kucar,**Kriznivrh kod Beloga Grica, GradisCe kod Vali¢ne vas**
i Cvinger kod Sti¢ne,*3 a treba napomenuti da se u relevantnoj
literaturi spominje kako rupe za stupove upucuju nastariju teh-
niku gradnje dok se u kasnijim fazama na podrucju Dolenjske
gradilo u tzv. ,blockbau“ili ,postpad” tehnikama. Medutim, ja-
sno je da su sve navedene gradevinske tehnike mogle biti kori-
Stene uisto vrijeme naistome podrugju.i

OgnjiSte dimenzija 6,5 x 2 m nalazilo se uz isto¢ni rub Objekta
1. Najgornje slojeve ognjista ¢inile su dvije stratigrafske jedini-
ce definirane 2019, a to su sloj crvenkasto-narancaste ¢vrsto
nabijene i spaljene zemlje (S) 02) interpretirane radnom plo-
hom ognjista te jedan kamen vecih dimenzija (S) 142) i dese-
tak vec¢ih kamenja koji su Cinili kamenu konstrukciju ognjista
(S) 03).25 Ispod spomenutih stratigrafskih jedinica definiran je
tanki sloj sivo-crne spaljene zemlje s puno gara (S) 98) te struk-
tura od pravilno rasporedenih kamenih oblutaka koji su Cinili
substrukciju ognjista (S) 99). Najveca koncentracija keramicko-
ga materijala pronadena je in situ upravo na ognjistu i uokolo
ognjista (ulomci posuda, keramicki podmetaci, keramicki utezi,
priljeni i dr.),**® od kojih je dio deformiran zbog izlaganja viso-
koj temperaturi. Precizniju dataciju daju nam svijetlo-smedi
i sivi keramicki ulomci grublje fakture s plasti¢nim trakama
ukrasSenim utiskivanjem prsta, ¢ije analogije pronalazimo na
kasnohalStatskim nalazistima Zbelava,* PoStela,**® Kleinkle-
in,**® Brusnice, Magdalenska gora, Sti¢cna, Novo Mesto, Dolenj-
ske Toplice, Vol¢je njive i dr.*>° Uzorci keramickih posuda (zdjela
i lonaca) poslani su naanalizu organskih ostataka u stijenkama
posuda, $to ¢e nam pruziti detaljniji uvid u podatke o prehrani
ondasnjih stanovnika u Sv. Krizu.

SLIKA 9. Izdvojeni arheolo3ki nalazi iz Objekta 1: staklene perle, fibula tipa
Certosa XIlld, fibula tipa Certosa IX, dio bron¢ane narebrene narukvice (sni-
mila F. Oveari¢, L. Drahotusky-Bruketa).

FIGURE 9. Selected archaeological finds from structure 1: glass beads, fibulae
of the Certosa XllId and Certosa IX type, a fragment of a bronze ribbed bracelet
(photo by F. Ov¢ari¢, L. Drahotusky-Bruketa).

The roof construction was probably sloped, and the wooden
walls of the building were laid directly on the ground. Analogies
to such buildings are again found in the area of southeastern
Slovenia, on thesites Kucar,***Krizni Vrh near Beli Gri¢, Gradisce
near Valitna Vas*2 and Cvinger near Sti¢na,* and it should be
noted that in the relevant literature it is mentioned that post
holes indicate an older construction technique, while in the
laterstagesin the area of Dolenjska the so-called “blockbau” or
“postpad” building techniques were used. However, it is possi-
ble that all the mentioned construction techniques could have
been used at the same time in the same area.**

The hearth with dimensions of 6.5 x 2 m was located along the
eastern edge of Structure 1. The uppermost layers of the hearth
consisted of two stratigraphic units defined in 2019, a layer of
reddish-orange firmly compacted burnt soil (SU 02) interpret-
ed as the working surface of the hearth, one stone of larger
dimensions (SU 142) and a dozen larger stones that made up
the stone construction of the hearth (SU 03).**s Below the men-
tioned stratigraphic units, a thin layer of dark grey burnt soil
with alotof soot (SU 98)and astructure of regularly distributed
stone pebbles that formed the substructure of the hearth (SU
99) were defined. The largest concentration of ceramic material
was found in situ on the hearth and around it (pot fragments,
ceramic coasters, ceramicloom weights, spindle whorls, etc.),*
some of which were deformed due to exposure to high tem-
peratures. More precise dating of the material is provided by
light-brown and grey ceramic fragments of coarse texture with
plastic strips decorated with fingerprints, whose analogies are
found at the Late Hallstatt sites Zbelava,*” Postela,*® Klein-
klein,* Brusnice, Magdalenska gora, Sti¢na, Novo Mesto, Do-
lenjske Toplice, Vol&je njive, etc.*>* Samples of ceramic vessels
(bowls and pots) were sent for analysis of the organic remains,
which will provide us a more detailed insightinto the diet of the
inhabitants at Sveti Kriz.
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Arheoloskim istrazivanjima Objekta 1 dobili smo detaljan uvid
u distribuciju nalaza u zatvorenome arheoloskom kontekstu
koja nije toliko ¢esta na drugim istrazivanim naseljima. Naime,
na trijemu kuce i u blizini ognjiSta spomenutoga objekta prona-
deni su prsljeni, piramidalni utezi, dvije plave kolutaste stakle-
ne perle i ulomak bron¢ane narebrene narukvice (Slika 9), sto
upucuje na zensku djelatnost u tim dijelovima kuce, a u sjevero-
zapadnomedijelu objekta pronaden je veci Zeljezni noZ i vrh ko-
plja (Slika 10) koji su, pretpostavljamo, pripadali muskarcu.*>* U
ostalome dijelu prostorije pronadeni su brojni pokretni nalazi,
od kojih se posebice isti¢u ulomci Certosa fibula, koje su nosili
i muskarci i Zene.*>> Veca koncentracija kasnohal3statskih kera-
mickih ulomaka i dvije gotovo cjelovite certoske fibule (Slika 9)
pronadene u Objektu 1 datiraju ga u horizont kasnoga halstata,
tj. u 5. stoljece prije Krista. Radi se o certoskim fibulama tipa IX
i X111.223 Certoska fibula tipa IX datira se od 5. do 3. stoljeca prije
Krista, a paralele moZzemo pronaci na podru¢ju Italije, Slovenije
i Hrvatske.*» Fibula Certosa XlII tipa iz Sv. Kriza prema obliku
i ukrasima vjerojatno pripada inacici d te se taj ulomak moze
datirati neSto uze izmedu 5. i 4. stolje¢a prije Krista. Prema Bibi
Terzan, certoska fibula tipa Xl upucuje na izravan utjecaj ju-
goistotnoalpskoga prostora na panonska podru¢ja naistoku.*»
Znajuci kako je lokalitet Sveti Kriz smjesten na iznimno povolj-
nome polozaju koji kontrolira tzv. ,Brezi¢ka vrata“ i utok Sutle
u Savu, mozemo pretpostaviti njegovu dominantnu ulogu u ko-
munikaciji Savom od zapada i prostora Dolenjske prema isto-
ku .22

Treba spomenutidasu sjeverno od Objekta 1idjelomi¢noispod
toga objekta istrazeni ukopi greda S) 105 (sjever - jug) i SJ 106
(istok - zapad) i pripadajucih stupova. Grede se spajaju pod
pravim kutom i vjerojatno su ¢inile konstrukciju jugoisto¢noga
kuta, odnosno zida nekoga starijeg objekta (Objekt 3).22

SLIKA 10. Izdvojeni metalni nalaziiz Objekta 1 (snimila F. Ov¢ari¢, L. Drahotusky-
Bruketa).

FIGURE 10. Selected metal finds from Structure 1 (photo by F. Ov¢ari¢, L. Draho-
tusky-Bruketa).

The archaeological excavation of Structure 1 gave us a detailed
insight into the distribution of finds in a closed archaeological
context, which is not so common at other investigated settle-
ments. On the porch of the house and near the hearth of the
mentioned building, spindle whorls, pyramidal loom-weights,
two blue circular glass beads and a fragmented bronze ribbed
bracelet were found (Fig. 9), which indicates female activity in
those parts of the building. In contrast, in the north-western
part of the building, a larger iron knife and a spearhead (Fig.
10) were found which, we assume, belonged to a man.*>* In the
rest of the building, numerous movable artefacts were found,
of which the fragments of the Certosa fibula, which were worn
by both men and women, stand out.*? A higher concentration
of Late Hallstatt ceramic fragments and two almost complete
Certosafibulae (Fig.9) found in the structure date Structure1to
the Late Hallstatt horizon, precisely to the 5th century BC. The
two Certosa fibulae belong to the types IX and XlI1.22 The fibula
of typeIXdatesfromthesthtothe3rd century BC,and parallels
can be found in Italy, Slovenia and Croatia.** Certosa XllII type
fibula from Sv. Krizaccording to its shape and decorations prob-
ably belongs to the variant d, and it can be dated to the time
between the 5th and 4th centuries BC. According to Biba Terzan,
the Certosa fibula of type XIlIl indicates a direct influence of
the south-eastern Alpine area on the Pannonian regions to the
east.’ Knowing that Sveti Kriz is situated on an highly favour-
able position that controls the so-called “BreZice Gate” and the
mouth of the river Sutla into the Sava River, we can assume its
dominant role in communication through the river Sava from
the west and the area of Dolenjska to the east.’?®

It should be mentioned that the beams SU 105 (north-south)
and SU 106 (east-west) and corresponding post holes were
excavated north of Structure 1 and partially under the same
structure. The beams joined at right angles, and they probably
formed astructure of the south-eastern corner or the wall of an
older building (Structure 3).2#
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Objekt 2

Objekt2nalazise najugoisto¢nome dijelu sonde 22z 2022.%%
te je prvi put bio djelomi¢no definiran 2021. kada je bio vidljiv
samo juzni dio kulturnoga sloja koji se nalazio neposredno is-
pod humusnoga sloja i isto¢no od ognjista Objekta 1 (SJ 02).2*
Prilikom istrazivanja otkriven je sjeverni zid Objekta 2. Uz kul-
turni sloj S) 230 pruzaju se ostatci kamenih suhozidnih struktu-
ra zida (S) 80 i S) 234) i drvene donje vezivne grede (S) 232) koji
su dio konstrukcije temeljnoga zida duljine 4,12 m i Sirine 0,5 m
(Slika 11). Kamena struktura zida od tesanoga kamenja za sada
predstavlja jedinstven nalaz prapovijesne konstrukcije u tome
dijelu kontinentalne Hrvatske, gdje je takav natin gradnje s ka-
menim temeljima zabiljeZen tek od rimskoga razdoblja.=° S ob-
zirom na to da nisu pronadeni pripadajuci ukopiza stupove, mo-
guce je da je ta kuca podignuta u tzv. ,postpad” ili ,blockbau“
tehnikama, tj. od horizontalno poloZenih greda postavljenih
na kamene suhozidne temelje koje su potom povezane ku¢nim
lijepom. 2

Analogije takvoj gradnji pronalazimo na nalaziStima Kucar,?
Most na Soci,* ljubljanska Tribuna® i PoStela.®ss Ku¢e s kame-
nim temeljima provodile su manje vlage nego one gradene is-

SLIKA 11. Kameni temelj zida
Objekta 2 (snimila F. Ovcaric).

FIGURE 11. Wall foundation made
of stone in Structure 2 (photo by
F. Ovcaric).

Structure 2

Structure 2 is located in the south-eastern part of the Trench
22 from 2022%2® and was partially defined for the first time in
2021, when only the southern part of the cultural layer was
visible, located immediately below the humus layer and east
of the hearth (SU 02).* During excavations, the northern wall
of Structure 2 was discovered. In addition to the cultural layer
(SU 230), remains of stone dry wall structures (SU 80 and SU 234)
and a wooden lower connecting beam (SU 232), which are part
of the construction of the foundation wall with the length of 4.1
m and a width of 0.5 m, could be seen (Figure 11). The structure
of the wall from sculpted stones represents a unique finding
of prehistoric construction in this part of continental Croatia,
where this type of stone foundation is not recorded before the
Roman period.®° Given that no corresponding post holes were
found, it is possible that this house was built in the so-called
“postpad” or “blockbau” building techniques, precisely from
horizontally laid beams placed on stone dry-wall foundations,
which are then connected with daub.*

Analogies to such construction can be found at Kucar, > Most
na So¢i, 3 Tribuna near Ljubljana® and PoStela.s Houses with
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SLIKA 12. Odnos Objekta 1 s pripadaju¢im
ognjistem i Objekta 2 (snimio F. Vukoja).

FIGURE 12. The stratigraphic relationship be-
tween Structure 1and the associated hearth
and Structure 2 (photo by F. Vukoja).

kljucivo od drveta, $to je produzavalo sam vijek nastambe.®®

Medutim, Objekt 2 nije u potpunosti istrazen te o tehnici grad-

nje mozemo tek nagadati.

OgnjiSte Objekta 2 arheoloski je vidljivo u SJ 239. Prilikom ukla-
njanja SJ 239 i odredivanja granice ognjista prikupljena je naj-

veca koli¢ina pokretnih nalaza, a rije¢ je o kasnohalStatskoj

keramici, kamenim nalazima i komadima ku¢noga lijepa. De-

taljnijim definiranjem slojeva odredeno je kako je struktura
vjerojatno starijega ognjista (S) 99) iz Objekta 1 sastavljena od
vecega kamenja nego struktura mladega ognjista iz Objekta
2 (S) 239). Objekt 2 bio je djelomi¢no naslonjen na zapadni dio
ognjiSta Objekta 1 (Slika 12). U Objektu 2 pronadeni su ulomci
kostiju i kasnohalStatske keramike istovjetne onima iz Objekta

1te komadi amorfnoga Zeljeza, rogovi i bron¢ana fibula ranola-

tenske sheme (Slika 13), koja se za sada ne mozZe uze tipoloski
odrediti.®” S obzirom na to da nisu pronadeni ulomci keramike

nacinjene na kolu, tj. latenske keramike, Objekt 2 moZe se dati-

ratiu horizontkasnoga halStata, ali pretpostavljase daje mladi
od Objekta 1.

OBJEKT 1

stone foundations conducted less moisture than those built
exclusively from wood, which extended the life of the building
itself.3* However, Structure 2 has not been fully excavated and
we can only speculate about the construction technique.

The hearth of the structure is archaeologically visible in SU 239.
During the removal of SU 239 and the determination of the bor-
der of the hearth, the largest number of movable finds was col-
lected, that is Late Hallstatt ceramics, stone finds and daub. By
defining the layers, it was determined that the structure of the
probably older hearth from Structure 1 (SU 99) was composed
of larger stones than the structure of the younger hearth from
Structure 2 (SU 239). Structure 2 was partially leaning against
the western part of the hearth of Structure 1 (Figure 12). In
Structure 2, fragments of bones and Late Hallstatt pottery
identical to those from Structure 1 were found, as well as piec-
es of amorphous iron, horns, and a bronze fibula of the Early
LaTene scheme (Fig. 13), which for now cannot be typologically
defined.®” Given that no fragments of wheel-made pottery or
La Tene pottery were found, Structure 2 can be dated to the
Late Hallstatt period, but the building isassumed to be younger
than Structure 1.

136  Dular, Ciglenecki, Dular 1995, 63.
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SLIKA 13. Bronc¢anaranolatenska fibulaiz Objekta
2 (snimio D. Doracic).

FIGURE 13. A bronze fibula of the Early La Tene
scheme from Structure 2 (photo by D. Dorati¢).

Otpadne jame

Tijekom istrazivanja provedenih 2022., u sondi 22 pronadene su
otpadnejame(S) 156, S) 157, S) 158). Dvije otpadne jame (S) 156, SJ
158) poprili¢no su sli¢nih dimenzija i obje posjeduju pokrov od
kamenih struktura (S) 188, S) 189) (Slika 14),® kakve uo¢avamo
i uotpadnim jamama na lokalitetu Gradisce kod Vali¢ne vas.®®
Buduci da je SJ 157 manjih dimenzija, pretpostavlja se da bi to
mogla biti veca rupa od stupa ili manja otpadna jama bez ka-
menoga pokrova.Vazno je naglasiti da su u profilu samih ukopa
jama te uokolo jama definirane manje rupe od stupova te za-
pune drvene grede S) 159 i S) 160 koje Cine dio pretpostavljene
drvene konstrukcije povezane s otpadnim jamama, tj. svojevr-
snu pregradu ili lak3u konstrukciju za natkrivanje.*4 Sli¢na kon-
strukcija za natkrivanje jama otkrivena je na lokalitetu Kucar u
Sloveniji.x

U otpadnoj jami S) 156, promjera 2,3 m, i otpadnoj jami SJ 158,
promjera 2,24 m, pronadeno je viSe stratigrafskih jedinica u ko-
jima je otkriven keramicki i koStani materijal. U isto¢noj jami
pronadena je velika koli¢ina kostiju, a u zapadnoj jami prona-
dena je veca koli¢ina keramickih ulomaka te jedna polovica ke-
ramickoga prsljena. Pretpostavlja se da jerije¢ o dvjema otpad-
nim jamama u koje su stanovnici naselja odvojeno bacali kosti
i keramiku.*#? 1z zapadne jame posebno se isti¢u nalazi prsljena,
ulomaka naborane keramike na nozii grafitirane keramike koji
slojeve jasno datiraju u kasnohalStatsko razdoblje (Slika 15).243
Naborani ukras poznat je od stupnja zmijolike fibule, a u upo-
rabi je sve do negovskoga horizonta.*4 UkraSavanje keramike
grafitiranjem se, prema Vinski-Gasparini, na podrucju sjevero-

Refuse pits

During the excavation conducted in 2022, refuse pits (SU 156, SU
157, SU 158) were found in the Trench 22. The two refuse pits (SU
156, SU 158) were quite similar in size, and both were covered
with stone structures (SU 188, SU 189) (Fig. 14),8 such as we can
seein the refuse pits at GradiSc¢e near Vali¢na Vas.? Given that
the SU 157 is smaller, itis assumed that it could be a hole larger
than a post hole or a smaller refuse pit without a stone cover.
It is important to emphasise that in the profile of the refuse
pits, and around them, small post holes and wooden beams SU
159 and SU 160 were defined, which form part of the presumed
wooden structure connected to the refuse pits, something like
aseparatewoodenwalloralighter construction for covering.*«
A similar structure for covering refuse pits was discovered at
Kucarin Slovenia.»

Inthe refuse pit SU 156, with a diameter of 2.3 m, and the refuse
pit SU 158, with adiameter of 2.24 m, several stratigraphic units
were found in which ceramicand bone material was discovered.
Alarge quantity of bones was found in the eastern pit, while a
larger quantity of ceramic fragments and one half of a ceramic
spindle whorl were found in the western pit. The assumption is
that these are two refuse pitsinto which the inhabitants of the
settlement threw bones and ceramics separately.®s The finds
from the western refuse pit, like the spindle whorl, fragments
of embossed footed pottery and graphite-coated pottery
clearly date the layers to the Late Hallstatt period (Fig. 15).243
The embossed ware is known from the stage of the serpentine
fibula, and it was used to the Negova horizon.* According to
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SLIKA 14. Otpadna jama -
S)1561iS) 188
(snimila F. Ov¢aric).

FIGURE 14. Refuse pit -
SU 156 and SU 188
(photo by F. Ovcaric).

zapadne Hrvatske javlja od razvijenoga halStata.*s Grafitiranje
je poznato i u kaptolskoj skupini,* na podru¢ju Transdanubi-
je,*7 Slovacke,*® Austrije*9i u dolenjskoj skupini.z°

Daljnja arheoloSka iskopavanja Svetoga Kriza pruzit ¢e nam
odgovore na brojna pitanja vezana za kasnohalStatski horizont
u sjeverozapadnoj Hrvatskoj. Naime, podatci o naseljima iz
toga razdoblja vrlo su oskudni i ¢esto nepotpuni** te bi Sveti
Kriz mogao biti jedan od rijetkih sustavno istrazivanih kasno-
halStatskih naselja. lako to naselje i popratna nekropola nisu
u potpunosti istrazeni te nam nedostaje puno podataka o ra-
zvoju naselja, njegov stratedki poloZaj, vizualna komunikacija s
ondasdnjim slovenskim srediStima (Kosovac iznad Bregane, Lib-
na, Velike Malence®?iSilovec nad Ore$jem?*3), kao i kontrola nad
tzv. ,Brezi¢kim vratima“, Savom i Sutlom®* te arheoloski nalazi
izkonjani¢koga groba*sdopustaju nam promisljanje o Sv. Krizu
kao jednomu od kasnohalstatskih centara na tome podrucju.
Naseobinski slojevi koji upucuju na visestruke tehnike gradnje
objekta, velika koli¢ina metalnih nalaza koja nije ¢esta na osta-
lim istraZzenim naseljima iz toga vremena*® te moguc¢nost po-

Vinski-Gasparini, the graphite-coating of ceramics appeared
in the area of north-western Croatia in the developed phase
of the Hallstatt culture.* Graphite-coating of ceramics is also
known in the Kaptol group,*¢in the area of Transdanubia,*+ Slo-
vakia,® Austria*® and in the Dolenjska group.*°

Further archaeological excavations of Sveti Kriz will provide
us with answers to numerous questions related to the Late
Hallstatt period in north-western Croatia. Data on settlements
from that period are very scarce and often incomplete,*s* and
the archaeological site Sveti Kriz could be one of the few sys-
tematically excavated Late Hallstatt settlements. Although the
settlement and the accompanying cemetery have not been ful-
ly excavated and we lack a lot of information about the develop-
ment of the settlement, its strategic position, visual communi-
cation with the Slovenian centers of that time (Kosovac above
Bregana, Libna, Velike Malence®* and Silovec and Ore$jem?3),
as well as control over the so-called “BreZice Gate” and the
Sava and Sutla rivers,*4and also archaeological finds from the
princely grave*s allow us to reflect on Sveti Kriz as one of the
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SLIKA 15. Ulomci keramike
izotpadne jame

(snimile F. Ov¢ari¢, L. Draho-
tusky-Bruketa).

FIGURE 15. Fragments of
ceramic finds from refuse
pits (photo by F. Ov¢ari¢, L.
Drahotusky-Bruketa).

stojanja metalurskih radionica u Sv. Krizu*? dokazuju da kasno-
halStatsko razdoblje ne odaje dojam stagnacije i zaostajanja
kako se donedavno mislilo u stru¢noj literaturi,*® nego upravo
suprotno. S obzirom na odredene paralele i na ¢injenicu da je
dolenjska skupinajedina grupauisto¢nome halstatskom krugu
gdje i dalje u Ha D stupnju traju ukopi pod tumulom,*° kao Sto
je primijec¢enoiu Sv.Krizu, taj se lokalitet mozda moze smatrati
svojevrsnim facijesom dolenjske skupine.

Zakljucak

Recentna arheoloska iskopavanja i terenski pregledi u sklopu
projekta ,Transferno podrucje od Sutle preko gornjeg toka ri-
jeke Save tijekom bron¢anog i Zeljeznog doba - TRANS RIVERS
prosirila su postoje¢a znanja o prostoru Prigorju u vrijeme
bron¢anoga i Zeljeznoga doba. Naime, tijekom terenskih pre-
gleda isto¢nih obronaka Medvednice zabiljeZena su tri novoot-
krivenalokalitetaizbron¢anogadoba-03trc, Gradis¢eiPlanina
Donja - Gradec. Preliminarnom analizom pronadenih ulomaka
keramike i jednoga kamenog Zrvnja okvirno mozemo zakljuciti
kako je rije¢ o kasnobron¢anodobnim visinskim naseljima. Na
nastavak Zivota u starijemu Zeljeznom dobu upucuje poprili¢cno

Late Hallstatt centers in this area. Settlement layers that indi-
cate multiple building construction techniques, a large amount
of metal finds that are not so common at other excavated set-
tlements from that time,*® and the possibility of the existence
of metallurgical workshops at Sveti Kriz*s” proves that the Late
Hallstatt period does not give the impression of stagnation and
regression, as was thought in the professional literature®® un-
til recently, but quite the opposite. Given the certain parallels
and the fact that the Dolenjska group is the only group in the
eastern Hallstatt circle where burials under the tumuli still ex-
istin the Ha D period,* as was also observed at Sveti Kriz, this
archaeological site can perhaps be considered a facies of the
Dolenjska group.

Conclusion

Recent archaeological excavations and field surveys as part
of the project “Transfer area from the Sutla across the upper
course of the Sava River during the Bronze and Iron Age - TRANS
RIVERS” have expanded the already existing knowledge about
the area of Prigorje during the Bronze and Iron Ages. Namely,
during archaeological field surveys of the eastern slopes of
Medvednica, three newly discovered sites from the Bronze
Age were recorded - Ostrc, Gradisce and Planina Donja - Gradec.
Based on the preliminary analysis of the found ceramic frag-
ments and one millstone, we can roughly conclude that these
are Late Bronze Age high-altitude settlements. The devastated

157  Cvitkovic¢ 2011, 285.
158  Potrebica2013;TerZan 1998; Parzinger, Stegmann-Rajtar 1988.

159  Potrebica 2013; Dular, Tecco Hvala, 2007.

156  Mavrovi¢ Mokos 2022.
157  Cvitkovic¢ 2011, 285.
158  Potrebica2013;TerZan 1998; Parzinger, Stegmann-Rajtar 1988.

159  Potrebica2013; Dular, Tecco Hvala, 2007.
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devastirani lokalitet Podsused kamenolom, ¢iji se polozaj, ali i
pokretni arheoloski materijal moZe usporediti s otprije pozna-
timiznacajnim starijeZeljeznodobnim lokalitetom Sveti Kriz Br-
dovecki. Tipoviinacin ukrasavanja kasnohalstatske keramike s
poloZaja Podsused kamenolom isti su kao i nalaziiz pouzdanih
konteksta Objekta 1i 2 s lokaliteta Sveti Kriz. | odabir poloza-
ja za naselje vrlo je sli¢no. Sveti Kriz nalazi se na istaknutome
brdu koji kontrolira utok Sutle u Savu, a naselje na polozaju
Podsused kamenolom kontroliralo je Savsku nizinu na njezinu
dijelu utoka Krapine u Savu. Sve to upucuje na zakljuc¢ak da su
tadva naselje paralelno egzistirala u kasnome halstatu.

Sustavnaarheoloska iskopavanja provedena su na lokalitetima
Gracec i Sveti Kriz kod Brdovca. Dok se Gracec isti¢e kao prvi
sustavno istrazivani lokalitet kasnoga bron¢anog doba na $i-
remu prostoru, Sveti KriZ jedino je sustavno istraZivano kasno-
hal3tatsko naselje na podru¢ju zapadnoga Prigorja. Na osnovi
dosadasnjih istrazivanja dobili smo uvid u nacine gradnje na-
stambi i popratnih objekta u bron¢anom i Zeljeznom dobu na
prostoru Prigorja. Arheoloskim istrazivanjima lokaliteta Gra-
Cec zabiljeZeni su ostatci jednoga nadzemnog objekta (Objekt
1), kanala i dvaju ognjista, a tijekom terenskoga pregleda 2021.
definiran je bedem koji u obliku slova U ograduje sjeverni dio
platoa. Pokretni arheoloSki materijal i radiokarbonske analize
naselje datiraju u Ha B stupanj, na sami kraj kasnoga bronca-
nog doba, 5to svjedodi o naseljenosti toga podrucja u mladoj
fazi kulture polja sa Zarama. Nadalje, na lokalitetu Sveti Kriz u
cijelosti je istrazen jedan nadzemni objekt (Objekt 1), a djelo-
micno je istraZzenidrugi objekt (Objekt 2). Zabiljezeni su i ostat-
ci trecega objekta te su istrazene pripadajuce otpadne jame.
Definirana je kamena struktura zida Objekta 2, koja se istice
kao jedinstven nalaz prapovijesne gradnje na tome prostoru.
Prema pokretnome arheoloSkom materijalu, lokalitet pripada
Ha D stupnju, tj. kasnohalstatskomu horizontu starijega Zelje-
znog doba, a Zivot u naselju najvjerojatnije je nastavljeniuraz-
doblju latenske kulture.

Oba lokaliteta odlikuju se iznimno znacajnim strateskim polo-
Zajima s moguc¢noscu kontrole okolnoga podrucja i pretpostav-
ljenih mreza komunikacijskih pravaca tijekom broncanoga i
Zeljeznoga doba. Rijet je o klju¢nome podrucju koji je intenziv-
no sudjelovao u trgoviniirazmjeni dobara rijekama Savom i Su-
tlom te pritocima iz panonskoga podrucja u jugoisto¢noalpsko
podrucje,aarheoloSkaistrazivanjalokaliteta GraCeciSvetiKriz
potvrduju vaznost toga podrucja. Takoder, primije¢eno je da se
upravo za oba lokaliteta najvise analogija u na¢inima gradnje i
pokretnom arheoloSkom materijalu pronalazi na podrucju Slo-
venije, $to svjedodi o intenzivnoj komunikaciji Prigorja i susjed-
nih slovenskih regija u ondasnje doba. Ipak, treba napomenuti
da to moZze biti i rezultat nedovoljne istrazenosti naselja ka-
snoga broncanog i starijega Zeljeznog doba u sjeverozapadnoj
Hrvatskoj. Dosadasnja i nadolaze¢a arheoloska istrazivanja,
intenzivni terenski pregledi i lidarsko snimanje toga podrucja
omogucit se stvaranje cjelokupne slike arheolo3koga krajobra-
zaidinamike naseljavanja Prigorja u zavrdnim razdobljima pra-
povijesti.

site Podsused Kamenolom indicates the continuation of life
in the period of the Early Iron Age, whose location, as well as
the movable archaeological material, can be compared with
the already known and significant Early Iron Age site Sveti Kriz
Brdovecki. The types and decorations of Late Hallstatt pottery
from Podsused Kamenolom are the same as the finds from the
reliable contexts of Structure 1 and 2 from Sveti Kriz. The posi-
tion of the settlement is also very similar. Sveti Kriz is located
on a prominent hill that controls the mouth of the Sutla River
into the Sava, while the settlement at Podsused Kamenolom
controlled the Sava Plain and the mouth of the Krapina River
into Sava. All this leads to the conclusion that these two settle-
ments existed parallel during the Late Hallstatt period.

Systematic archaeological excavations were carried out at the
sites Gracec and Sveti KriZ near Brdovec. While GraCec stands
outas thefirst systematically excavated site of the Late Bronze
Ageinawiderarea, SvetiKriZzis the only systematically excavat-
ed Late Hallstatt settlementin northwestern Croatia. Based on
the recent excavations, we have gained an insight into the con-
struction methods of residential buildings and accompanying
objects during the Bronze and Iron Age in the area of Prigorje.
Archaeological excavation of Gracecrevealed the remains of an
above-ground building (Structure 1), a canal and two hearths,
and during a field survey in 2021, a U-shaped rampart was de-
fined that encloses the northern part of the plateau. The mov-
ablearchaeological material and theradiocarbon analysis date
the settlement to the Ha B phase which indicates that this area
was inhabited during the younger phase of the Urnfield culture.
Furthermore, at Sveti Kriz, one above-ground building (Struc-
ture 1) was fully excavated, and another building (Structure 2)
was also partially excavated. The remains of the third building
were also recorded and the associated refuse pits were exca-
vated. The stone foundation of the wall of Structure 2 was de-
fined, which stands out as a unique find of prehistoric construc-
tionin this area. According to the movable archaeological finds,
the site belongs to the Ha D phase, i.e. the Late Hallstatt hori-
zon of the Early Iron Age, and life at the settlement most likely
continued in the period of the La Tene culture.

Both archaeological sites are characterized by extremely im-
portant strategic positions with the possibility of controlling
the surrounding area and the communication routes during
the Bronze and Iron Age. It is a key area that intensively par-
ticipated in the trade and exchange of goods along the Sava
and Sutla rivers and their tributaries from the Pannonian area
to the southeastern Alpine area, and archaeological research
at Graec and Sveti Kriz confirm the importance of this area.
Also, it was noticed that for both sites the most parallelsin con-
struction methods and movable archaeological material are
found in Slovenia, which indicates the intense communication
between Prigorje and neighboring Slovenian regions in those
times. However, it should be noted that the latter may also be
the result of insufficient research of Late Bronze and Early Iron
Age settlements in northwestern Croatia. Previous and up-
coming archaeological excavation, intensive field surveys and
LiDAR data of this area will enable a complete picture of the
archaeological landscape and the dynamics of inhabiting the
area of Prigorjein the final periods of prehistory.
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TABLA 1.
Kosovac (materijal nacrtan uz koriStenje LAP- Laser Aided Profiler-a, PLATE 1.

izradila M. Roncevig). Kosovac (drawing made by M. Roncevic).
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TABLA 2. PLATE 2.
0strc (materijal nacrtan uz koristenje LAP- Laser Aided Profiler-a, 0strc (drawing made by M. Roncevic).
izradila M. Roncevic).
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TABLA 3. PLATE 3.
Planina Donja (materijal nacrtan uz koristenje LAP- Laser Aided Profiler-a, Planina Donja (drawing made by M. Ron¢evic).

izradila M. Roncevic).
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