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Regionalne skupine
ranosrednjovjekovnog
luksuznog nakita, usporedba
arheoloskih analiza i
povijesnih interpretacija

U radu se analiziraju tri regionalne skupine ranosrednjovjekov-
nog luksuznog nakita: skupine iz Moravske i Bohemije, datirane u 9. i
prvu polovicu 10. stoljeca, te skupina iz Poljske, koja se okvirno datira
u razdoblje od 10. do 11. stoljeca. Ranija istrazivanja objasnjavala su
nastanak ovih regionalnih skupina dolaskom stranih majstora iz susjed-
nih podrucja cesto povezujuci taj proces s nekim od vaznih povijesnih
dogadaja. Autor usporeduje tradicionalno stajaliste s najnovijim sazna-
njima u istrazivanjima. Prvo naglasava da je poznavanje svih triju sku-
pina uvelike uvjetovano prirodom arheoloskih izvora (kosturni ukopi s
grobnim prilozima ili ostave s fragmentima srebrnih predmeta odnosno
., hacksilver®). Zatim navodi da je luksuzni nakit u tim regijama mogao
biti u upotrebi i tijekom razdoblja iz kojih nisu sacuvani slicni znacajni
arheoloski nalazi. Na kraju istice dugogodisnje postojanje ranosrednjo-
vjekovne aristokracije, ¢iji su pripadnici odrzavali medusobne veze una-
to¢ velikim geografskim udaljenostima dodajuci da su takvi odnosi igrali
kljucnu ulogu u Sirenju luksuznog nakita, no da je samo mali dio tih veza
zabiljezen u sacuvanim pisanim izvorima.

Kljuéne rijeci: rani srednji vijek, luksuzni nakit, drustvena elita, Veli-
ka Moravska, Bohemija, Poljska.

Regional groups of early
medieval luxury jewellery: their
archaeological analysis versus
historical interpretation

The article deals with three regional groups of early medieval luxury
jewellery: in Moravia, in Bohemia (both from the 9th century and the first
half of the 10th century) and in Poland (roughly the 10th-11th centuries).
Earlier research explained the emergence of these regional groups as the
result of the arrival of foreign craftsmen from the neighbouring region
and often linked it to one of the important historical events. The author
confronts this traditional view with the current state of research. First,
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he emphasizes that the knowledge of all three groups is strongly determi-
ned by the nature of the archaeological sources (inhumation graves with
grave goods, or hack-silver hoards); however, the luxury jewellery could
also be used in the mentioned regions in periods from which similarly
significant archaeological sources have not been preserved. Secondly, it
is necessary to draw attention to the long-term existence of the early me-
dieval aristocracy, whose members maintained contacts with each other
even over considerable geographical distances. Such contacts played a
key role in the spread of luxury jewellery, but only a small part of them is
recorded in the surviving written sources.

Keywords: Early Middle Ages, luxury jewellery, social elite, Great
Moravia, Bohemia, Poland
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1. Uvod

Luksuzni Zenski nakit, izraden od plemeni-
tih metala i ukrasen tehnikama poput granulacije
ili filigrana, u ranom srednjem vijeku nije bio isti
u cijeloj Europi, ve¢ se sastojao od nekoliko vise
ili manje razli¢itih regionalnih skupina.! Primjeri-
ce, tipovi nakita u Dalmaciji razlikuju se od onih
u Moravskoj ili Poljskoj. Medutim, postoje 1 ocite
slicnosti medu tim regionalnim skupinama. Samo
postojanje tih skupina opcenito je prihvaceno, no
njihove granice i medusobni odnosi rijetko su pred-
met rasprava.’? Danas$nje spoznaje o ovim regio-
nalnim skupinama nakita uglavnom se temelje na
postojanju ranosrednjovjekovnih carstava ili drza-
va, poput Velikomoravske Knezevine, Hrvatske ili
Poljske, te na dugogodisSnjoj tradiciji povijesnih i
arheoloskih istrazivanja povezanih s tim podrucji-
ma. Ipak, ne postoji jasna i izravna poveznica iz-
medu odredene drzave i odgovarajuce regionalne
skupine nakita. Drzave i carstva dokumentirani su
u pisanim izvorima, no njihov zemljopisni opseg
kroz povijest se Cesto mijenjao. S druge strane, na-
kit potjece iz arheoloskih konteksta ¢ija je povije-
sna interpretacija nerijetko upitna (detaljnije o tome
u nastavku teksta). Definiranje regionalne skupine
nakita prvenstveno je pitanje arheoloske analize, a
rezultati takve analize uvijek su donekle subjektivni
jer ovise o koristenim kriterijima. Kada se izdvoje
pojedine vrste nakita koje se smatraju karakteristic-
nim za odredenu skupinu, moze se utvrditi da njiho-
va vremenska i prostorna distribucija nije potpuno
uskladena. Na primjer, skupina moze obuhvacati
vrste nakita koje su bile u upotrebi tijekom duljeg
vremenskog razdoblja i one koje su bile samo krat-
kotrajno popularne kao i one koje su imale lokalnu
ili, suprotno tome, nadregionalnu rasprostranjenost.
Stoga ¢e odredivanje granica (tipoloskih, kronolos-
kih i geografskih) uvijek biti donekle proizvoljno i
subjektivno, tj. ovisiti o istrazivacu.’

! Srda¢no zahvaljujem K. Tomkova i D. Kalhousu na

ohrabruju¢im komentarima na prvu verziju teksta.
Znacajno je da pojmovi ,,regionalizacija nakita“ i ,,re-
gionalna skupina® nisu Cesto prisutni u strucnoj lite-
raturi. U $iroj analizi nakita obi¢no se spominju samo
specificne regije ili zemlje.

Isto tako, koji nakit jo§ uvijek smatramo ,,luksuznim®,
a koji ve¢ ,,popularnim* itd. pitanje je odredene kon-
vencije, no izmedu dviju skupina prijelaz je prirodan
i bez jasne granice, usp. npr. Polacek et al. 2024, 100
—101. Kako tekst ne bi postao predug, izostavljamo
jeftin i masovno proizveden nakit.

1. Introduction

Luxurious women'’s jewellery, made of precious
metals and decorated with granulation, filigree,
etc., was not the same throughout early medieval
Europe, but formed several more or less distinct re-
gional groups.' For example, the spectrum of jew-
ellery types in Dalmatia is different from what we
find in Moravia or Poland. On the other hand, there
are also unmistakable similarities between these re-
gional groups. The very existence of these groups is
generally accepted, but their boundaries and mutual
relations are not frequently discussed topics.>

Our current knowledge of the mentioned region-
al groups of jewellery is largely based on the exis-
tence of early medieval empires or states, such as
Great Moravia, the Croatian or Polish states, and on
the long-term research tradition (historical and ar-
chaeological) associated with each of the mentioned
states. Nevertheless, there is no clear and direct
relationship between the given state and the rele-
vant regional jewellery group. States or empires are
documented through written sources, and their ge-
ographic extent may have varied significantly over
the years. On the other hand, the jewellery comes
from archaeological contexts whose historical in-
terpretation is often debatable (cf. in more detail
below). The very definition of a regional jewellery
group is primarily a matter of archaeological analy-
sis; and its result will always be somewhat subjec-
tive, as it depends on what criteria we use. When
we select a few types of jewellery that we consider
characteristic of a given group, it may turn out that
the dating and geographical distribution of these
types are not completely identical. For instance,
they can include types used over a long period as
well as short-term fads, or types with rather local
or, on the contrary, supra-regional occurrence, etc.
It follows that the chosen demarcation (typological,
chronological and geographical) will always be to a
certain extent arbitrary and influenced by the sub-
jectivity of the researcher.’

' Tcordially thank K. Tomkova and D. Kalhous for stim-

ulating comments on the first version of the text.

It is already significant that the terms “regionalization
of jewellery” and “regional group” are not commonly
found in the specialised literature; in a broader analy-
sis of jewellery, only specific regions or lands are usu-
ally mentioned.

In the same way, it is a matter of a certain conven-
tion which jewellery we still consider “luxurious”
and which already “popular” (etc.), between the two
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Na istrazivanje regionalnih skupina nakita utje-
¢e Cinjenice da su se arheoloska istrazivanja ranog
srednjeg vijeka tradicionalno provodila unutar
granica suvremenih drzava, a iako je medunarod-
na suradnja znacajno napredovala, ta praksa je, iz
razli¢itih razloga, i dalje prisutna. U tom smislu, ni
nakit ne predstavlja iznimku, $to mozemo vidjeti u
novijim analizama nakita pronadenog na podruc¢ju
danasnje Slovacke i Bugarske.* To se o¢ito ne moze
izbje¢i, jer je obrada nalaza iz samo jedne drzave
ve¢ vrlo zahtjevan zadatak. Medutim, odredene
regionalne skupine prostirale su se preko teritorija
nekoliko danasnjih drzava, $to dodatno komplicira
istrazivanje. Jedan takav primjer je takozvana bje-
lobrdska kultura, kontroverzni naziv® za groblja iz
razdoblja od druge polovice 10. do 12. stolje¢a koja
se nalaze diljem Panonske nizine i sadrze specifi¢an
zenski nakit.® Obrada i analiza takvih regionalnih
skupina zahtijeva blisku suradnju i otvorenu komu-
nikaciju medu znanstvenicima iz svih zemalja na
¢ijim se podru¢jima ovaj nakit pronalazi. Pri pro-
ucavanju ovih regionalnih skupina znanstvenici su
se suocili s nizom pitanja: kako su nastale, kakva
je bila interakcija medu njima i Sto je uzrokovalo
njihove medusobne ,utjecaje”. Cilj ovog istrazi-
vanja je, preko odabranih primjera, prikazati kako
su istrazivaci do sada tumacili ove fenomene i koje
su argumente iznosili. Te interpretacije nazivamo
»tradicionalnim® ili ,,povijesnim‘ jer se uklapaju u
§iri okvir ranosrednjovjekovne arheologije, u kojoj
se fenomeni Cesto analiziraju uz pomo¢ povijesnih
dogadaja kao referenci. U drugom dijelu rada us-
poredit ¢emo ta tumacenja s aktualnim rezultatima
istrazivanja.

2. Tradicionalna tumacenja

2.1. Velika Moravska

Brojni primjerci nakita izradenog od zlata, sre-
bra ili pozla¢enog bakra, ukraseni granulacijom,
filigranom i drugim zahtjevnim tehnikama izrade
nakita, povezani su s Velikomoravskim Carstvom,’
¢ije je srediSte u 9. stolje¢u obuhvacalo podrucje

4 Hanuliak 2004; Grigorov 2007.

3> Usp. Ungerman 2021, str. 76-77, bilj. 87, s literatu-
rom.

Najnoviji primjeri: Tomi¢i¢ 2019; Radisi¢ 2020; oba s
referencama.

Za najnovije spoznaje u istrazivanju ove regional-
ne skupine vidi: Ungerman 2017; Ungerman 2021;
Polacek et al. 2024.

The research of the regional groups of jewellery
is influenced by the fact that the archacology of the
Early Middle Ages was traditionally practiced with-
in the borders of modern states, and to a large extent
—despite developing international cooperation — this
has remained true to this day for many reasons. Not
even jewellery is an exception, as an example we
can cite its newer treatment on the territory of to-
day’s Slovakia or Bulgaria.* Obviously, this cannot
be avoided, since the processing of finds from one
country is already a very demanding task. However,
some of the regional groups spread over the territo-
ry of several states, an example can be the so-called
Bijelo Brdo culture, which is a controversial desig-
nation® for burial sites from the second half of the
10th century to the 12th century, which are found
throughout the entire area of the Carpathian Basin
and contain specific female jewellery.® In particu-
lar, the processing of such regional groups requires
close cooperation and dialogue between researchers
from all the concerned countries.

For each of the regional groups, interested re-
searchers asked themselves the question of how the
group was formed and how it interacted with neigh-
bouring groups, or what was behind these “influ-
ences”. The aim of the presented study is to show,
using selected examples, what interpretations re-
searchers were creating until recently and how they
argued. I refer to these interpretations as “tradition-
al” or also as “historical”, as they fit into the wider
context of early medieval archaeology, in which the
archaeological record was often interpreted using
references to historical events. In the second part of
the paper, I confront these interpretations with the
current state of research.

2. Traditional interpretations

2.1. Great Moravia

Numerous examples of jewellery made of gold,
silver, or gilded copper and decorated with gran-
ulation, filigree, and other demanding jewellery

groups there is a very smooth transition and not a clear
division, cf. e.g. Polacek et al. 2024, pp. 100-101. So
that the text does not spread too widely, I leave out
cheap, mass-produced jewellery.

4 Hanuliak 2004; Grigorov 2007.

5 Cf. Ungerman 2021, pp. 7677, fn. 87, with the refer-
ences.

¢ Most recently e.g. Tomi¢i¢ 2019; Radisi¢ 2020; both
with the references.
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danasnje Moravske i zapadnog dijela Slovacke.®
Najranija istrazivanja tamosnjih kosturnih groblja
provodena su krajem 19. i prvom polovicom 20.
stolje¢a. Tadasnji znanstvenici nisu mogli pretpo-
staviti da bi tako bogato ukrasen nakit mogao biti
proizveden upravo u Velikoj Moravskoj. L. Nie-
derle, tada vodec¢i autoritet na tom polju, medu pri-
mjercima nakita prepoznao je razlike u podrijetlu,
temeljem Cega ih je podijelio na ,,bizantsku® i ,,ori-
jentalnu* skupinu. U skupinu ,,bizantskog* nakita
uglavnom je svrstao grozdolike nausnice, za koje je
smatrao da potjecu iz Konstantinopola ili isto¢nog
Sredozemlja, a opéenito joj je pripisivao upotrebu
zlata i tehnike grube granulacije (s ve¢im granula-
ma). S druge strane, ,,orijentalni* nakit ukljucivao
je nausnice s metalnim ili koSarastim jagodama
koje su bile izradene od srebra i ukraSene sitnom
granulacijom ili filigranom. Smatrao je da su se ta-
kve nausnice proizvodile u Mezopotamiji (isto¢noj
Siriji i Iraku) i Turkestanu, vjerojatno misle¢i na po-
dru¢ja danasnjih srednjoazijskih drzava smjestenih
isto¢no od Kaspijskog mora. Medutim, nije dodatno
objasnjavao nacin na koji su ovi ,,uvozi* iz dalekih
zemalja stizali u Veliku Moravsku.’

V. Hruby, koji je proucavao nalaze s velikog
groblja na lokalitetu Staré Mésto — Na valach, pod
utjecajem Niederla klasificirao je zlatne i srebrne
nausnice kao ,nauSnice s bizantsko-orijentalnim
karakterom*.!° Na temelju nalaza zlatne sirovine (u
obliku kapljica, grumena, komadiéa zlatnog lima i
sl.) u nekoliko grobova na spomenutom lokalitetu,
zakljuc€io je da je znacajan dio luksuznog nakita
proizveden u lokalnim radionicama.'' Ipak, Hruby
je smatrao da lokalni majstori u Moravskoj te nakit-
ne predmete vjerojatno nisu izradili potpuno samo-
stalno, ve¢ da su tijekom njihove izrade bili prisutni
odredeni strani utjecaji, odnosno znanja i vjestine
stranih majstora, koji su pritom imali klju¢nu ulo-
gu. Prema njemu, to se najvjerojatnije moglo dogo-
diti ,,u vrijeme najblizih kontakata s Bizantom*.'
Budu¢i da je sav luksuzni nakit na tom lokalitetu
datirao u drugu polovicu 9. i prvu polovicu 10. sto-
lje¢a (sl. 1), mozemo s pravom zakljuéiti da je pod

8 Najnovije saZeto u npr. Koufil (Ed.) 2014; Polacek et

al. 2020.

®  Niederle, Zelnitius 1929; Niederle 1926-1927; Nie-
derle 1930.

10" Hruby 1955, str. 228-246.

I Najnovije: Galuska 2015, str. 198—199.

2 Hruby 1955, str. 308-313.

3 Hruby 1955, str. 206214, 228-246; usp. Chorvatova
2023, str. 1-66.

techniques are associated with the Great Moravian
Empire,’ the core of which spread over the territory
of present-day Moravia and southwestern Slovakia
in the 9th century.® The earliest excavations of the
inhumation cemeteries there go back to the end of
the 19th century and the first half of the 20th cen-
tury. The researchers working at the time could not
yet imagine that lavishly decorated jewellery could
be produced directly in Great Moravia. L. Nieder-
le, who was then the main authority on the matter,
distinguished between their dual provenance, “Byz-
antine” and “Oriental”. He mainly placed grape
earrings in the group of “Byzantine” jewellery,
which he assumed was produced in Constantinople
or the Eastern Mediterranean. More generally, he
associated the use of gold and the so-called coarse
granulation (with granules of a relatively larger
size) with this group of jewellery. On the contra-
ry, he considered mainly earrings with metal beads
or basket beads, made of silver and decorated with
finer granulation or filigree, to be “Oriental”. He
saw the place of their production in Mesopotamia
(eastern Syria and Iraq) and in Turkestan, by which
he probably meant the territory of today’s Central
Asian republics east of the Caspian Sea. He did not
elaborate on the method of introducing these “im-
ports” from distant countries to Great Moravia.’

V. Hruby, who processed the finds from the
extensive burial ground in the Staré Mésto — Na
valach, described the gold and silver earrings there
under the influence of L. Niederle as “earrings of
Byzantine-Oriental character”.!® On the basis of
the findings of gold raw material — in the form of a
drop, a nugget, a scrap of gold sheet, etc. — in sev-
eral Staré Mésto graves, he came to the conclusion
that a non-negligible part of luxury jewellery had
been made in local workshops.! However, he did
not consider it likely that these jewels would have
been created completely independently in Moravia.
He expected an external impulse during their crea-
tion, in the form of the arrival of foreign craftsmen
who brought the art of their production to Moravia.
According to him, this could most likely have
happened “at the time of the closest contacts with

7 For the current state of research of this regional group,

see Ungerman 2017; 2021; Polacek et al. 2024.

Most recently in summary, e.g. Koufil (Ed.) 2014;
Polacek et al. 2020.

®  Niederle, Zelnitius 1929; Niederle 1926-1927; 1930.
10" Hruby 1955, pp. 228-246.

" Most recently Galuska 2015, pp. 198-199.
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Sl. 1. Datiranje velikomoravskih luksuznih nausnica s lokaliteta Staré Mésto — Na valach (Moravska)
prema V. Hrubyju (1955, sl. 41), izmijenjeno
Fig. I Dating of the Great Moravian luxury earrings in Staré Mésto — Na valach (Moravia)
after V. Hruby (1955, Fig. 41). Modified.

,»najblizim kontaktima* mislio na dolazak crkvene
misije Cirila i Metoda u Moravsku 863. godine.'*
Tijekom druge polovice 20. stolje¢a ¢ehoslovac-
ka arheologija razvila je druk¢iji pogled na podrije-
tlo velikomoravskog nakita. Istrazivaci su takoder
smatrali da je nakit najvjerojatnije domaceg po-
drijetla, ali uz pretpostavku da su moravski zlatari
svoje vjestine temeljili na kasnoanti¢koj kulturnoj
bastini koristeci i elemente drugih suvremenih kul-
tura te da su na taj nacin stvarali vlastite original-
ne kreacije. Medutim, ,.kulturni utjecaji i tradicije*
koji su se spominjali u tom procesu ¢esto su se pri-
kazivali na prili¢no apstraktan na¢in.'”” U proucava-

4 Sazeto u Koufil et al. 2014.

15 Npr. Poulik 1963, str. 110; Benda 1978; Turéan 1982.
Usporedi pojam takozvanog Blatnica — MikulCice sti-
la, za koji se takoder pretpostavljalo da ima izrazito

Byzantium”."? Since he dated all the ostentatious
jewellery on the site to the second half of the 9th
century and the first half of the 10th century (Fig.
1),"* we can rightly conclude that by those “closest
contacts” he meant the arrival of the ecclesiastical
mission of Constantine and Methodius to Moravia
in 863."

During the second half of the 20th century,
Czechoslovak archaeology acquired a different per-
spective on the origin of the Great Moravian jew-
ellery. The researchers were inclined towards its
local origin, whereby Moravian jewellers were sup-
posed to draw on the late antique cultural heritage

12 Hruby 1955, pp. 308-313.

3 Hruby 1955, pp. 206-214, 228-246; cf. Chorvatova
2023, esp. pp. 1-66.

It is summarised in Koufil et al. 2014.
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nim radovima rijetko se spominju utjecaji Bizant-
skog Carstva ili Orijenta, a glavni razlog tome bio
je nedostatak poznatog luksuznog nakita s isto¢nog
Sredozemlja i Bliskog istoka koji bi bio sli¢an ve-
likomoravskom.'¢ T. Stefanovi¢ova dijelila je ovo
misljenje, no umjesto izravnog utjecaja Bizantskog
Carstva, istaknula je ulogu Avarskog Kaganata kao
posrednika u Panonskoj nizini.!” U drugoj polovi-
ci 8. stolje¢a na tom podrucju djelovali su obrtnici
koji su u svojim radovima koristili biljne motive. Ti
ukrasi dosezu svoj vrhunac, primjerice, na zlatnim
posudama koje ¢ine blago pronadeno u Sannicolauu
Mareu (poznatom i kao Nagyszentmiklos na madar-
skom) u Rumunjskoj.'® Stefanovi¢ovéa smatra da su
na prijelazu iz 8. u 9. stoljece, kada je Avarski Ka-
ganat prestao postojati, neki lokalni obrtnici presli u
sluzbu susjednih slavenskih vladara ukljucujuéi one
u Moravskoj. Njihov utjecaj objasnjiv je zahvaljuju-
¢i ¢injenici da se iskucani biljni ukras s Zigosanom
pozadinom pojavljuje na velikomoravskim Supljim
kuglastim gumbima..'” Avarski zlatari koji su se do-
selili u Moravsku imali su klju¢nu ulogu i u izradi
drugih vrsta nakita. Naime, izradivali su slozenije
oblike u skladu s ukusima svojih novih klijenata,*
poput jednostavnih nausnica s grozdolikim privjes-
cima i limenim jagodama te lunulastih nausnica,
koje su ve¢ bili poznate u avarskoj kulturi.

Od 1990-ih godina pristup datiranju luksuznog
nakita iz razdoblja Velike Moravske postupno se
mijenja. Dok su Hruby i njegovi suvremenici sma-
trali da se ovaj nakit koristio otprilike od sredine 9.
stoljeca, danasnja istrazivanja sugeriraju da se on
pojavljuje ve¢ u najranijim inhumacijskim grobovi-

sinkreticki karakter (Justova 1977, s referencama). O
tome kriti¢ki u: Ungermana 2011; Robaka 2017.
16 Takoder Klanica 1974, str. 46-54.
17 Stefanovi¢ova 1984; Stefanovitova 1995.
' Najnovije o tome u: Daim et al. 2015; Biihler, Freiber-
ger 2018.
19 Sliéno tome vidi u Mesterhazy 1999, str. 239-243.
Za gumbe vidi sveobuhvatni pregled u Polacek et al.
2020, str. 295-315. Dolazak avarskih obrtnika u Mo-
ravsku ranije je razmatran na opcenitoj razini, usp.
npr. Benda 1965, str. 81; Benda 1966, str. 59; Zabojnik
2005, str. 104.
Naziv ,,veligradski nakit* odrazava Siroko prihvace-
no misljenje da je luksuzni nakit iz Velike Moravske
lokalnog podrijetla. Izraz je najvjerojatnije prvi put
upotrijebio J. Eisner (1960, str. 200, bilj. 56), no u Siru
upotrebu usao je tek 1990-ih godina, kada je zamije-
nio raniji termin ,bizantsko-orijentalni nakit™ (usp.
Polacek et al. 2024, 78-79.

20

and use elements of other contemporary cultures,
which they were supposed to transform artistically
into original creations. However, the “cultural in-
fluences and traditions” used in this process were
often conceived quite abstractly.!® There is little or
no mention of influences from Byzantium or the
Orient in the works concerned; it was mainly due
to the fact that in the Eastern Mediterranean and
the Middle East there was no known luxury jew-
ellery that would more closely resemble the Great
Moravian one.'® This opinion was also shared by
T. Stefanovi¢ovéa, who instead of the direct influ-
ence of Byzantium emphasized the mediating role
of the Avar Khaganate in the Carpathian Basin."”
Craftsmen were active there in the second half of
the 8th century, who decorated their products with
plant ornament, which is found in its highest form,
for example, on the gold vessels from the treasure
in Sannicolau Mare (Nagyszentmiklos in Hungari-
an) in Romania.'® When the Avar Khaganate disap-
peared at the turn of the 9th century, according to
T. Stefanovicova, some of the local craftsmen went
into the service of neighbouring Slavic magnates,
including Moravian ones. Their influence explained
the fact that chased plant decoration on a punched
background appears on Great Moravian hollow
spherical buttons.!” The Avar goldsmiths who came
to Moravia were also to participate in the creation
of other types of jewellery, when they created more
complex shapes adapted to the tastes of new cus-
tomers® from simple earrings with grape pendant,

'3 E.g. Poulik 1963, p. 110; Benda 1978; Tur¢an 1982.
Cf. the concept of the so-called Blatnica-Mikul¢ice
style, which was also supposed to have a distinctly
syncretic character (Justova 1977, with the referenc-
es). On that critically, see Ungerman 2011; Robak
2017.

16 Also Klanica 1974, pp. 46-54.

7 Stefanovicova 1984; 1995.

18 On that most recently Daim et al. (Hrsg.) 2015; Biihler,

Freiberger 2018.

In the same way, see Mesterhazy 1999, pp. 239-243;

for the buttons, see comprehensively Polacek et al.

2020, pp. 295-315. On a more general level, the arriv-

al of Avar craftsmen in Moravia was considered ear-

lier, cf. e.g. Benda 1965, p. 81; 1966, p. 59; Zabojnik

2005, p. 104.

Its naming as “Veligrad-jewellery” corresponds to

the prevailing opinion about the local genesis of the

luxury Great Moravian jewellery. The term was most
likely coined by J. Eisner (1960, 200, note 56), but it
began to be used more widely only from the 1990s,
when it replaced the then prevailing designation “Byz-

19

20
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S1. 2. Inventar groba 193/51 na lokalitetu Staré Mésto
— Na valach (klasificiran kao jedan od najranijih
inhumacijskih grobova na tom lokalitetu,
priblizno s prijelaza iz 8. u 9. stoljece)

(prema Galuska 2013, sl. 202)

Fig. 2 The furnishings of Grave 193/51 in Staré Mésto
— Na valach, classified among the earliest inhumation
graves at the site (roughly from the turn of the 9th
century). After Galuska 2013, Fig. 202.

ma na podrucju Moravske, datiranim na prijelaz iz
8. u 9. stoljece (sl. 2).2! Ova revizija datiranja pru-
zila je istraziva¢ima dodatne osnove za poveziva-
nje nastanka luksuznog nakita iz Velike Moravske s
padom Avarskog Kaganata. Primjerice, L. Galuska
iznosi pretpostavku da su Moravci mozda bili medu
Slavenima koji su, nakon propasti Kaganata, napali
ostatke avarske vlasti u Panonskoj nizini.?? Plijen
osvojen u tim pohodima, ukljucujuéi zlato i srebro,
mogao je posluziti kao materijal za izradu luksu-
znog nakita. Galuska takoder smatra da su ,,vjesti
draguljari i zlatari, od kojih su neki mozda bili po-
drijetlom iz Bizantskog Carstva, mogli do¢i u Mo-
ravsku ili biti dovedeni kao dio plijena®“.?

2.2. Bohemija

Cehoslovacki arheolozi, osobito oni koji su
istrazivanja provodili od druge polovice 20. sto-
lje¢a, smatrali su kako je razvoj luksuznog nakita
u Bohemiji bio usko povezan s razvojem nakita u
Moravskoj.** Medu istrazivac¢ima koji su bili aktiv-
ni sredinom 20. stoljeca posebno se istice J. Eisner,

21 Ungerman 2017, str. 20-23, s referencama. Op¢enitije

o trenutnom stanju ranosrednjovjekovne kronologije u
Moravskoj vidi u Ungerman 2021, str. 53-72.

22 Usp. Pohl 2018, str. 385-389.

23 Galuska 2014, str. 133.

24 Povijest istrazivanja detaljno je opisala K. Tomkova
(2020).

with sheet metal beads, or lunula-earrings, which
are already found in Avar culture.

Since the 1990s, the dating of luxury Great
Moravian jewellery has been gradually revised.
While V. Hruby and his contemporaries were of
the opinion that this jewellery was used from about
the middle of the 9th century (see above), today’s
consensus is that it is already found in the earli-
est inhumation graves, which in Moravia are dat-
ed to the turn of the 8th and 9th century (Fig. 2).”!
Thanks to the aforementioned revision of the dat-
ing, it was even more tempting for researchers to
connect the beginnings of Great Moravian luxury
jewellery with the demise of the Avar Khaganate.
For instance, L. Galuska considers it likely that the
Moravians were among those Slavs who attacked
the remnants of Avar power in the Carpathian Basin
after the collapse of the Khaganate?® and obtained
booty in the process, including gold and silver, from
which they subsequently also made luxury jewel-
lery. He also believes that “skilled jewellers and
goldsmiths, some of them maybe also of Byzantine
origin, may have arrived in, or been brought as boo-
ty, to Moravia”.?

2.2. Bohemia

Czechoslovak archaeologists — if we limit our-
selves to research in the second half of the 20th cen-
tury and later — had no doubt that the development
of lavish jewellery in Bohemia took place in close
connection with the development in Moravia.?* Of
the researchers active around the middle of the 20th
century, we can mention, for example, J. Eisner,
who counted on a significant influx of jewellery
imported to Bohemia from Moravia. He placed it
mainly in the second third of the 9th century, be-
cause in his opinion “after the death of Svatopluk,
we cannot think of a longer duration of close cul-
tural contacts between the two lands”.? In contrast,

antine-Oriental jewellery” (cf. Polacek et al. 2024,

78-79).

Ungerman 2017, 20-23, with the references; more

broadly to the current state of Moravian early medie-

val chronology, see Ungerman 2021, pp. 53-72.

22 Cf. Pohl 2018, pp. 385-389.

3 Galuska 2014, p. 133.

2 The history of research was described in detail by
K. Tomkova (2020).

2 Eisner 1955, p. 218. According to D. Trestik (1997,
p. 338), the Moravian prince Svatopluk ruled Bohemia
around 883; he died in 894. More broadly on that, see
Stefan 2014; 2019.
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Sl. 3. Srebrne nausnice iz groba 106b u Staroj
Koufimu (Bohemija)

(prema Wieczorek, Hinz (Hrsg.) 2000, sl. na str. 214)
Fig. 3. Silver earrings from Grave 106b in Stara
Kourim (Bohemia).

After Wieczorek, Hinz (Hrsg.) 2000, Fig. on p. 214.

koji je pretpostavljao da je znacajan dio nakita u
Bohemiju uvezen iz Moravske. Ve¢inu tih predmeta
datirao je u drugu trec¢inu 9. stolje¢a, uz zakljucak
kako ,,nakon smrti Svatopluka nije moguce oceki-
vati dulje razdoblje bliskih kulturnih veza izmedu
dviju zemalja“.? Suprotno Eisnerovim zaklju¢cima,
M. Solle je, na temelju novih spoznaja, revidirao
svoje stavove nekoliko godina kasnije. Istrazujuéi
groblje u Staroj Koufim, definirao je tri horizonta.
Za najmladi horizont (III) karakteristi¢ne su, medu
ostalim, velike i bogato ukrasene nausnice, za koje
se pretpostavlja da su izradene u radionici nakita
smjestenoj u Staroj Koutim ili njezinoj neposrednoj
blizini (sl. 3). Tamosnji obrtnici kreativno su razvi-
jali velikomoravsko nasljede, dok je u samoj Mo-
ravskoj takvog nakita bilo sve manje i manje. Solle
je takoder tvrdio da su radionica i njezini proizvodi
pripadali obrtnicima koji su izvorno djelovali u Mo-
ravskoj, ali su nakon ,,razornog madarskog napada‘
i propasti Velikomoravskog Carstva pocetkom 10.
stolje¢a migrirali i naselili se u Staroj Koufim. Na
temelju toga, horizont III smjestio je u razdoblje od
910-ih do 930-ih ili 940-ih godina.?

% Eisner 1955, str. 218. Prema D. Tiestiku (1997, str.
338), moravski knez Svatopluk vladao je Bohemijom
oko 883., a umro je 894. godine. Vise o tome vidi u
Stefan 2014; Stefan 2019.

2 Solle 1959, npr. str. 478, 482-483; sli¢no u Solle 1966,
str. 147-159.

M. Solle under the influence of new findings thought
differently just a few years later. When he explored
the cemetery in Stara Koufim, he divided it into
three horizons. For the latest horizon III, large and
richly decorated earrings are typical, among other
things, which should have been made in a jewellery
workshop operating either directly on the site or in
the immediate vicinity (Fig. 3). The producers there
creatively developed the Great Moravian heritage,
whereas in Moravia itself such jewellery is already
lacking. The researcher explained the presence of
the workshop and the nature of its products by say-
ing that they were craftsmen who originally worked
in Moravia, but after the “ravaging invasion of the
Magyars” and the demise of the Great Moravian
Empire at the beginning of the 10th century, they
left there and settled in Stara Koufim. Accordingly,
he dated horizon III to the 910s through the 930s or
940s.%

Another important find site of ostentatious jew-
ellery of the Great Moravian style in Bohemia is
the burial ground of Prague Castle — Lumbe Gar-
den.?” Here, too, specimens were found that were
imported from Moravia or produced in Bohemia
faithfully imitating Moravian models, as well as
a group of ornaments innovatively developing the
Moravian tradition. Z. Smetanka thought about
how Great Moravian jewellery could have reached
Bohemia. For the period preceding the demise of
the Great Moravian Empire (which is traditionally
placed in 906 or 907), he judged that it could most
likely have happened due to the arrival of mem-
bers of the Moravian elite (warriors participating
in Svatopluk’s conquest of Bohemia, brides from
among the Moravian aristocracy, etc.), and at the
same time Moravian jewellers could also have
come with them. For the period after the demise of
Great Moravia, he preferred the eventuality in the
form of craftsmen who left the territory of Moravia
torn by chaos and sought refuge in Bohemia, where
they began working for wealthy local customers.?®

2.3. Poland

An important regional group of luxury jewel-
lery is found in Poland and eastern Germany and is

2 Solle 1959, esp. pp. 478, 482-483; similarly, Solle
1966, pp. 147-159.

27 Frolik (Ed.) 2014; Frolik, Smetanka 2014; Ottenwelter
2022.

2 Smetanka 2003, pp. 38-49.
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Drugo vazno nalaziste luksuznog nakita veli-
komoravskog stila u Bohemiji predstavlja groblje
u vrtu Lumbe na Praskom dvorcu.”” Na ovom su
lokalitetu takoder otkriveni primjerci nakita koji su
ili uvezeni iz Moravske ili pak izradeni u Bohemiji
vjerno imitirajué¢i moravske uzore. Uz to, pronade-
na je i skupina ukrasa koja kreativno nadograduje
velikomoravsku tradiciju. Z. Smetanka razmatrao
je razli¢ite moguénosti dolaska velikomoravskog
nakita u Bohemiju. Za razdoblje koje je prethodilo
propasti Velikomoravskog Carstva (obi¢no datirano
u 906. ili 907. godinu) Smetanka je smatrao da je
najvjerojatniji nacin uvoza nakita bio dolazak pri-
padnika moravske elite, poput ratnika iz Svatoplu-
kove vojske ili nevjesta iz aristokracije, a s njima
su mogli do¢i i moravski zlatari. Smetanka je pret-
postavljao da su nakon propasti Velike Moravske
nakit u Bohemiju donijeli obrtnici koji su pobjegli
iz kaoti¢nih prilika u Moravskoj i1 pronasli utoc¢iste
u Bohemiji, gdje su poceli raditi za imucne lokalne
klijente.?®

2.3. Poljska

Vazna regionalna skupina luksuznog nakita po-
tjeCe iz Poljske i isto¢ne Njemacke, a Cine je po-
najprije brojne ostave od rezanih srebrnih predmeta
(,»;hacksilver®) (sl. 4), koje su na tim podru¢jima za-
kopane od druge polovice 10. do 12. stolje¢a.”®

Tijekom 1960-ih godina, medu poljskim i ¢eho-
slovackim istraziva¢ima, prevladavalo je misljenje
o povezanom kontinuiranom razvoju lokalnog naki-
ta s nakitom Velike Moravske. Ovo stajaliste bilo je,
medu ostalim, uvjetovano geografskom i vremen-
skom blisko$¢u dviju regionalnih skupina.’® Zbog
sli¢nosti odredenih tipova nakita u objema skupi-
nama, J. Sldma razmatrao je moguénost da su ,,isti
utjecaji (posebice bizantski i orijentalni) doprinijeli
stvaranju obiju skupina®. Ipak, isticao je i vaznost
»preseljenja odredenih proizvodaca iz Moravske u

27 Frolik 2014; Frolik, Smetanka 2014; Ottenwelter
2022.

28 Smetanka 2003, str. 38—49.

¥ Za detaljan pregled ove teme vidi Biermann et al.
(Hrsg.) 2022. S druge strane, ostave s kompletnim
nakitom rijetko se nalaze na spomenutim podruc¢jima,
poput lokaliteta Zawade Lanckoronske (Zoll-Adami-
kowa et al. 1999; Poleski 2017, str. 85-87).

30 Uz dolje spomenuto, vidi npr. Kostrzewski 1962. Za
viSe detalja o povijesti istrazivanja vidi Kieseler 2022;
Ungerman 2022.

represented mainly by numerous hack-silver hoards
(Fig. 4), which were deposited there from the sec-
ond half of the 10th century to the 12th century.?
Especially in the 1960s, there was a wide-
spread opinion among Polish and Czechoslovak
researchers about the developmental continuity of
local jewellery with that of Great Moravia, which
was due, among other things, to the geographical
and chronological proximity of the two regional
groups.®® Given the mutual similarity of some types
of jewellery in both groups, J. Slama considered the
possibility that “the same stimuli (i.e. mainly Byz-
antine and Oriental) contributed to the creation of
both groups”. But he also attached importance to
“the resettlement of some producers from Moravia
to Poland after the fall of Great Moravian Em-
pire” ! In his study from 1965, B. Dostal collected
and mapped selected types of jewellery from Great
Moravian cemeteries and analogous or similar types
in a wide geographical area stretching from Poland
through Ukraine to the northern Balkans. He con-
sidered jewellery similar to that of Great Moravia,
even though the pieces were found in regions con-
siderably distant from today’s Moravia, either di-
rect imports from Great Moravia, or local products
made under Great Moravian influence. An impor-
tant prerequisite for the aforementioned spread of
jewellery was the territorial expansion of the Great
Moravian Empire at the time of Duke Svatopluk,
which at its maximum extent was supposed to in-
clude, among other things, large areas in today’s
southern Poland and east of the Carpathian Arch
(Volhynia). Dostal’s assumption that the Moravi-
ans controlled part of the basin of the River Vistula,
Upper Silesia and Krakow during the 10th century
also played a role, i.e. even in the period after the
demise of the Great Moravian Empire. According
to B. Dostal, the jewellery itself could have spread
in various ways (trade, diplomatic gifts, spoils of
war, marriages of members of the elite, etc.). He
further assumed that artisans from the core of Great
Moravia came to the newly annexed areas and es-

29

For a representative overview of the issue, see Bier-
mann et al. (Hrsg.) 2022. On the contrary, hoards
containing complete jewellery are only rarely found
in the mentioned regions, e.g. Zawada Lanckoronska
(Zoll-Adamikowa et al. 1999; Poleski 2017, pp. 85—
87).

In addition to the below mentioned, see e.g. Kostrze-
wski 1962. For more detail on the history of research,
see Kieseler 2022; Ungerman 2022.

3 Slama 1963, p. 262.
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Sl1. 4. Glavni tipovi nakita u ostavama sa sitnim srebrnim predmetima na podruc¢ju danasnje Poljske i istocne
Njemacke (prema Jakimowicz 1933, pl. XIV)
Fig. 4 The main types of jewellery in the hack-silver hoards on the territory of today s Poland and eastern
Germany. After Jakimowicz 1933, Pl. XIV.

Poljsku nakon propasti Velike Moravske®.*! B. Do-
stal u svom istrazivanju iz 1965. godine prikupio
je 1 mapirao odabrane tipove nakita pronadene na
velikomoravskim grobljima kao i njihove analogne
oblike na Sirem geografskom prostoru, od Poljske
preko Ukrajine do sjevernog Balkana. Smatrao je
da nakit slican onom iz Velike Moravske, iako pro-
naden u regijama udaljenim od danasnje Moravske,
predstavlja ili direktne uvoze iz Velike Moravske ili
lokalne proizvode nastale pod njezinim utjecajem.
Za Sirenje nakita bio je vazan teritorijalni opseg Ve-
likomoravskog Carstva u vrijeme vladavine vojvo-
de Svatopluka. U razdoblju najveée ekspanzije Car-
stvo je obuhvacalo i velike dijelove danasnje juzne
Poljske i regije isto¢no od Karpatskog Iuka (Volini-
ja). Dostalova pretpostavka da su Moravci kontro-
lirali dijelove porjedja rijeke Visle, Gornju Slesku i
Krakov tijekom 10. stolje¢a takoder je bila kljucna,
¢ak i nakon propasti carstva. Dostal je smatrao da
se nakit mogao Siriti na razli¢ite nacine (trgovinom,
diplomatskim darovima, kao ratni plijen ili sklapa-

31 Slama 1963, str. 262.

tablished local workshops there, which began to
produce jewellery in the Great Moravian tradition.*

Since the 1970s, there has been a certain shift
in opinion in the sense that researchers stopped
emphasizing the immediate Great Moravian influ-
ence on the creation of Polish jewellery.** H. Ko¢-
ka-Krenz, the author of the most detailed analysis
of early medieval jewellery in Poland, then con-
nected the beginnings of lavish jewellery in the
hack-silver hoards with the emergence of the social
elite of the then-forming Piast state. A key role in
the creation of this new jewellery was to be played
by Bohemian jewellers, who “kept alive” the Great
Moravian jewellery tradition and further developed
it. In this context, she also mentioned a specific his-
torical event, when Doubravka from the Pfemyslid
dynasty came from Bohemia in 965 and married
the Polish prince Mieszko I; along with her, “also
a numerous court, where even goldsmiths could not
have been lacking”, was to move to Poland.*

w

2 Dostal 1965, esp. pp. 365-369, 376-400.
3% E.g. Gagssowska 1979, pp. 168-169.
3% Kocka-Krenz 1993, pp. 151-157, quote on pp. 155—
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njem brakova medu pripadnicima elite). Takoder je
pretpostavio da su obrtnici iz sredista Velike Mo-
ravske migrirali u nova anektirana podrucja i tamo
otvarali lokalne radionice koje su izradivale nakit
prema velikomoravskoj tradiciji.*

Od 1970-ih godina doslo je do promjene mislje-
nja u smislu da su istrazivaci prestali isticati izravan
velikomoravski utjecaj na razvoj poljskog nakita.’
H. Kocka-Krenz, autorica najopseznije analize ra-
nosrednjovjekovnog nakita u Poljskoj, povezuje
pojavu raskosnog nakita u riznicama srebra s us-
ponom drustvene elite tadasnje drzave Pjasta. Bo-
hemski zlatari imali su klju¢nu ulogu u izradi ovog
novog nakita, s obzirom na to da su tradiciju veli-
komoravskog nakita ,,odrzali na zivotu* i nastavili
je razvijati. U tom kontekstu, spomenula je i vazan
povijesni dogadaj iz 965. godine, kada se Doubrav-
ka iz dinastije Pfemyslovica iz Bohemije udala se
za poljskog princa Mieska 1., pri ¢emu je uz nju u
Poljsku dosao ,,i brojni dvor, gdje ni zlatara nije
moglo nedostajati“.*

2.4. Rezultati

Na temelju navedenih stavova o podrijetlu veli-
komoravskog, bohemijskog i poljskog nakita, moze
se uociti nacin na koji su istrazivaci pristupali ovom
pitanju. Prvi korak uklju¢ivao je datiranje pocetaka
regionalnih skupina nakita i stvaranje barem okvir-
ne slike o utjecajima koji su pridonijeli njihovu
stvaranju. Cesto se pretpostavlja da je nastanak no-
vih regionalnih skupina posljedica dolaska stranih
majstora, ¢ija su napredna znanja i tehnike izrade
luksuznog nakita prenesena u odredenu regiju gdje
takve vjestine ranije nisu postojale.** Medutim, ve-
¢ina istrazivaca nije bila potpuno zadovoljna tim

32 Dostal 1965, posebno str. 365-369, 376-400.

3 Npr. Gassowska 1979, str. 168—1609.

3 Kocka-Krenz 1993, str. 151157, citat na str. 155-156;
usp. Ungerman 2022, str. 212-215. O vaznosti braka
vidi npr. Sobiesiak 2015, str. 107—111.

3 Ovo je potpuno opravdan zakljuéak, jer se bit potreb-
nih tehnologija ne moze razumjeti samo promatranjem
gotovog proizvoda. Proizvodni postupak moguce
je savladati jedino uz nadzor iskusnog majstora koji
prenosi svoje znanje i iskustvo na ucenika (Kosta,
Bar¢akova 2023, str. 161-164). L. Galuska (1989, str.
447) sugerirao je da su domaci majstori mogli odlaziti
u druge zemlje kako bi stekli potrebne vjestine, nakon
¢ega su se vracali u svoju domovinu. Vise o tehnologi-
jama vidi u npr. Ungerman 2020a; Ottenwelter 2022,
posebno str. 87-126. O mobilnosti majstora usp. Ma-
rano 2023.

2.4. Result

Based on the above-mentioned opinions about
the origin of Great Moravian, Bohemian, and Pol-
ish jewellery, we can observe how some researchers
thought about this matter. First, they had to date the
beginnings of the relevant regional group and get
at least an approximate idea of where the impulses
for its constitution came from. Very often there is
an interpretation that the emergence of a new re-
gional group was due to the arrival of a group of
foreign craftsmen who mastered the technologi-
cally demanding production of luxury jewellery
and brought it to the region in question, where the
necessary technologies were not yet known.*> How-
ever, most researchers were not satisfied with this;
moreover, they sought to find a historical event to
which the emergence of a regional group could be
linked and which would provide a context for it.
When the archaeological dating was revised, it was
necessary to find another historical event that would
fit the changed dating better. So when, for example,
in Moravia, the creation of luxury jewellery was
re-dated from the second half of the 9th century to
early 9th century, researchers stopped connecting
the arrival of foreign craftsmen with the ecclesi-
astical mission of Constantine and Methodius, but
began to relate it to the disintegration of the Avar
Khaganate. In the case of somewhat later region-
al groups in Bohemia and Poland, their origin was
very often justified by a reference to the territori-
al expansion of Great Moravia or the departure of
craftsmen from the core of the Great Moravian Em-
pire after the disintegration and demise of this polit-
ical entity, or to an even later historical event in the
form of the marriage of Mieszko I to Doubravka.

156; cf. Ungerman 2022, pp. 212-215. On the im-
portance of the marriage, see e.g. Sobiesiak 2015, pp.
107-111.

This is a completely justified assumption, because the
essence of the necessary technologies cannot be de-
duced by simply observing the finished product. The
production procedure can only be mastered under
the supervision of an experienced master, who will
pass on all the necessary knowledge and experience
to the adept (Kosta, Barcakova 2023, pp. 161-164).
L. GaluSka (1989, p. 447) raised the possibility that
domestic craftsmen could go to other countries to ac-
quire the necessary know-how and then return home.
More broadly on the technologies used, see e.g. Un-
german 2020a; Ottenwelter 2022, esp. pp. 87-126. On
the mobility of craftsmen, c.f. Marano 2023.
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objasnjenjem te su nastojali povezati pojavu regi-
onalne skupine s odredenim povijesnim dogadajem
koji bi je bolje objasnio i smjestio u Siri kontekst.
U slucajevima revidiranog arheoloskog datiranja
tragali su za alternativnim povijesnim dogadajem
koji bi bolje odgovarao novim kronoloskim okvi-
rima. Tako su, primjerice, u Moravskoj, kada je
izrada luksuznog nakita predatirana s druge polo-
vice 9. stoljeca na pocetak istog stoljeca, istrazivaci
odustali od povezivanja dolaska stranih obrtnika s
crkvenom misijom Cirila i Metoda. Umjesto toga,
poceli su ovu pojavu dovoditi u vezu s raspadom
Avarskog Kaganata. U slu¢aju nesto mladih regi-
onalnih skupina, u Bohemiji i Poljskoj, nastanak
nakita Cesto se objasnjavao Sirenjem teritorija Ve-
like Moravske, zatim odlaskom majstora iz srediSta
Velikomoravskog Carstva nakon njegova raspada
ili pak povezivanjem s kasnijim povijesnim doga-
dajem poput braka Mieska 1. i Doubravke.

Ova metoda argumentacije bila je vrlo rasirena u
srednjoj Europi tijekom druge polovice 20. stoljeca.
Istrazivaci su nastojali povezati brojna arheoloska
otkri¢a s poznatim povijesnim dogadajima, ¢ime su
im nastojali dati dublji smisao i, mozda podsvjesno,
povecati uvjerljivost svojih zakljucaka. Takav pri-
stup neizbjezno otvara pitanje odnosa izmedu ar-
heologije i povijesti, teme koja je ve¢ obradena u
brojnim znanstvenim radovima.** Ranosrednjovje-
kovna arheologija uvijek je bila snazno povezana
s povijescu, s obzirom na to da je razdoblje koje
proucava, barem u osnovnim crtama, objasnjeno pi-
sanim izvorima. U suradnji s povijesnim disciplina-
ma, arheologija je tezila rasvijetliti podrijetlo suvre-
menih naroda i drugih klju¢nih aspekata tog doba.
Medutim, u posljednjim desetlje¢ima arheologija
je dozivjela znacajne promjene u metodologiji, a
promijenilo se i razumijevanje materijalnih izvora
i njihove informativne vrijednosti.’” 1z tih i drugih
razloga, raniji stavovi o nastanku regionalnih skupi-
na luksuznog nakita danas viSe nisu prihvatljivi bez
temeljite kriticke analize.

Prije svega, neki rezultati povijesnih istraziva-
nja iz tog razdoblja danas mogu biti zastarjeli ili
metodoloski sporni. Drugi razlog bio je, iz danas-
nje perspektive, pretjerano mijesSanje arheoloskih

3 Trestik 2001b; Profantova, Profant 2003; Klapsté
2003; Hasil, Novak 2020; za njemacko podrucje
najnovije, vidi npr. von Rummel 2010; Burmeister,
Miiller-Scheessel 2011; Schreg 2013.

37 Npr. Neustupny 2009.

The mentioned method of argumentation was
quite common in Central Europe in the second half
of the 20th century. At that time, researchers tried
to integrate a whole range of archaeologically dis-
covered phenomena into the context of known his-
torical events so that they “make sense”, perhaps
they also (subconsciously?) tried to increase the
credibility of their conclusions in this way. Here we
inevitably come to the relationship between archae-
ology and history, which has already been analysed
in many papers.*® Early medieval archaeology in
general always had a strong historical undertone,
as the period of its interest is at least in its basic
features illuminated by written sources; along with
historical science, it tried to clarify the origins of
today’s nations, etc. On the other hand, archaeology
has undergone a significant change in its methodol-
ogy in recent decades, and the understanding of ma-
terial sources and their informative value has also
changed.”” Therefore, the above-mentioned earlier
views on the emergence of regional groups of lux-
ury jewellery cannot be accepted uncritically today,
for a variety of reasons.

First of all, some results of historical research of
the time may be outdated or methodologically ques-
tionable today. Secondly, in some earlier works,
there was a — from today’s point of view, too much
— mixing of archaeological and historical argu-
ments,* so there was a danger of circular reasoning.
This can be shown, for example, in the above-men-
tioned study by B. Dostal from 1965. The research-
er based his work on the work of historian L. Havlik
on the geographical extent of Great Moravian Em-
pire, which at the time of its greatest expansion of
power under Duke Svatopluk should have extended
roughly from Upper Lusatia to southern Pannonia
(Fig. 5).%

3¢ Trestik 2001b; Profantova, Profant 2003; Klapsté
2003; Hasil, Novak 2020; for the German milieu
most recently, see e.g. von Rummel 2010; Burmeister,
Miiller-Scheessel 2011; Schreg 2013.

37 E.g. Neustupny 2009.

A certain role was likely played by the fact that ar-

chaeological methodology was far from being as so-

phisticated as it is today, and many archaeologists

had a high-quality historical education, which is not

so common nowadays. On a more general level, it is

obvious that the view of the historical interpretation of

archaeological phenomena will always be individual

to a certain extent with researchers, and it is difficult

to find any universally valid solution.

3 Havlik 1960; 1964, maps in the appendix.
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S1. 5. Najveci teritorijalni opseg Velikomoravskog Carstva (prijelaz iz 9. u 10. stolje¢e) prema L. Havliku (1964,
nenumerirana karta u dodatku), izmijenjeno
Fig. 5 The maximum territorial extent of the Great Moravian Empire at the turn of the 10th century after
L. Havlik (1964, unnumbered map in the appendix). Modified.

i povijesnih argumenata u ranijim radovima,*® $to
je dovodilo do opasnosti od kruznog zakljucivanja.
Primjer za to moze se na¢i u ve¢ spomenutom radu
B. Dostala iz 1965. godine. On je svoje istrazivanje
temeljio na radu povjesnicara L. Havlika o geograf-
skom podrucju Velikomoravskog Carstva, koje je u
vrijeme najvece ekspanzije, pod vladavinom vojvo-
de Svatopluka, obuhvaéalo priblizno podrucje od
Gornje Luzice do juzne Panonije (sl. 5).

L. Havlik zakljucio je da je vecina perifernih

3 Jedan od ¢imbenika koji je na to vjerojatno utjecao jest

Cinjenica da arheoloska metodologija tada nije bila ni
priblizno razvijena kao danas, a mnogi arheolozi ima-
li su kvalitetno povijesno obrazovanje, §to danas nije
tako Cesta pojava. Na opcenitijoj razini, jasno je da ¢e
povijeno tumacenje arheoloskih fenomena uvijek biti
u odredenoj mjeri subjektivno, ovisno o istrazivacu, te
je tesko pronaci neko rjesenje koje bi bilo univerzalno
prihvaceno.
3 Havlik 1960; Havlik 1964, karte u dodatku.

For most of the peripheral territories, L. Havlik
concluded that they belonged to the Great Moravi-
an Empire only on the basis of very sporadic and
considerably vague written references or mere indi-
cations.* That is why the mentioned “maximalist”
scope of Great Moravia deserves a critical revision.
Nevertheless, B. Dostal still considered the picture
outlined by L. Havlik to be more or less a fait ac-
compli and, moreover, reckoned that the control
of some parts of today’s southern Poland by the
Moravians lasted well into the 10th century (which,
from today’s point of view, also does not appear to
be very realistic). The leitmotif of Dostal’s study
was that he interpreted all ornaments similar to lux-
urious Great Moravian jewellery that were found in
the regions adjacent to the core of Great Moravia

40 On the Polish regions, see Havlik 1960, pp. 38-47,
cf. Boron, Foltyn 2011, pp. 11-12; Poleski 2017, pp.
50-51.
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podrucja pripadala Velikomoravskom Carstvu osla-
njajuéi se pritom iskljucivo na vrlo rijetke i prili¢éno
nejasne pisane izvore ili povr$ne naznake.*’ 1z tog
razloga, spomenuti ,,maksimalisti¢ki“ okvir Velike
Moravske treba podvrgnuti kritickoj reviziji. Una-
to¢ tome, B. Dostal i dalje je smatrao da je slika koju
je predstavio L. Havlik viSe-manje ,,fait accompli*
te da je, StoviSe, Moravska kontrola nad dijelovima
danasnje juzne Poljske trajala sve do 10. stoljeca,
Sto se iz danasnje perspektive ¢ini malo vjerojatno.
Lajtmotiv u Dostalovu istrazivanju bilo je tumace-
nje cjelokupnog nakita slicnog luksuznom veliko-
moravskom nakitu, koji je pronaden u podrucjima
blizu samog sredista Velike Moravske (danasnja
Moravska i jugozapadni dio Slovacke), kao poslje-
dice utjecaja velikomoravske vjestine izrade naki-
ta.*! To moze stvoriti dojam da je poCetna teza o ve-
likom teritorijalnom opsegu Velike Moravske to¢na
1 da arheoloski dokazi podrzavaju tu tezu, ¢ime se
zatvara kruzni argument.

Tre¢i vazan Cimbenik koji treba uzeti u obzir
jest nedostatak pisanih izvora. Izvori vezani za Ve-
liku Moravsku ¢esto su toliko sazeti i nejasni da su
povjesni¢ari na temelju tek jednog ili dvaju kratkih
spomena razvijali dalekosezne teorije, koje su u
svoje vrijeme bile Siroko prihvaéene, a ponekad su
cak i utjecale na arheoloska istrazivanja. Medutim,
kada se racionalno sagleda samo ono §to je preo-
stalo od tih spomena, postaje ocito da su narativne
mogucénosti tih izvora Cesto bile znatno precije-
njene. D. Tiestik to je jasno pokazao na primjeru
vojvode Pribine i njegova protjerivanja iz Nitre.*
Kada je rije¢ o nastanku regionalnih skupina naki-
ta, valja napomenuti da su dogadaji poput propa-
sti Avarskog Kaganata privlacni za teoretiziranje
uglavnom zbog toga $to velik broj drugih znacaj-
nih povijesnih dogadaja nije zabiljeZzen u pisanim
izvorima. Tako mnogi drugi dogadaji na isto¢nom
rubu Franackog Carstva oc€ito nisu bili poznati ili
se nisu smatrali dovoljno vaznima da bi ih franac-

40O poljskim podru¢jima vidi Havlik 1960, str. 38—47,
usp. Boron, Foltyn 2011, str. 11-12; Poleski 2017, str.
50-51.

S druge strane, zanemario je pitanje o tome kako je
to¢no nastao velikomoravski nakit i, §to je jo$ vaznije,
nije razmotrio moguénost da slican nakit u okolnim
regijama ne mora nuzno biti posljedica utjecaja, na
primjer, Bizanta itd. (vidi u nastavku).

4 Trestik 2001a, str. 112-135; Trestik 2001b, str. 360;

usp. nedavno Harvat 2022.
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(which was the territory of today’s Moravia and
southwestern Slovakia) as the result of the influence
of Great Moravian jewellery craftsmanship.*! This,
in turn, can easily give the reader the impression
that the initial thesis about the huge territorial ex-
tent of Great Moravia is correct and that the archae-
ological evidence confirms this thesis (the circular
reason thus comes full circle).

The third circumstance that needs to be con-
sidered is the gap in written sources. The sources
dealing with Great Moravia are often so laconic
and sketchy that historians have built far-reach-
ing constructions based on one or two brief men-
tions, which were generally accepted at their time
and sometimes even influenced archaeological re-
search. When looking soberly at only those surviv-
ing mentions, however, it is clear that those con-
structions greatly overestimate the narrative ability
of the relevant sources. D. Ttestik showed it vivid-
ly using the example of Duke Pribina and his ex-
pulsion from Nitra.*? In relation to the emergence
of regional jewellery groups, it can be noted that
events such as the demise of the Avar Khaganate are
tempting for interpretation, primarily because many
more similarly significant historical events are not
recorded in written sources. Many other events on
the eastern periphery of the Frankish Empire were
apparently not learned of or deemed necessary to
write down by Frankish chroniclers and annalists.*
For celebratory and propaganda reasons, they wrote
down reports about the campaigns of their ruler
Charlemagne against the Avars, but we do not learn
anything from them about whether, for example,
the Moravians fought on the side of the Franks, or
whether they later attacked the remnants of the Av-
ars, whether they gained any booty in the process,
etc.; we can at most imagine this. In the case of
the demise of Great Moravia, the sources are even
more patchy — from this time, Frankish chroniclers

4 On the other hand, he left aside the question of how

the Great Moravian jewellery was actually created
and, above all, whether analogous jewellery in neigh-
bouring regions is not the result of impulses from, for
example, Byzantium, etc. (cf. below).
42 Trestik 2001a, pp. 112—135; 2001b, p. 360; cf. recent-
ly Harvat 2022.
Not to mention treatises such as Conversio Bagoari-
orum et Carantanorum, the author of which was very
familiar with the history of the Middle Danube, but
concealed all the facts that did not suit him (e.g. Wolf-
ram 1994, pp. 12-15).
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ki kronicari i analiti¢ari zabiljezili.* Oni tako, pri-
mjerice, iz politickih i propagandnih razloga biljeze
pohode svog vladara Karla Velikog protiv Avara,
ali ne donose informacije o tome jesu li Moravci
sudjelovali u tim borbama s Francima, jesu li ka-
snije napali preostale Avare ili mozda stekli plijen
tijekom tih sukoba. Odgovore na ta pitanja mozemo
samo naslutiti. O slucaju propasti Velike Moravske
izvori su jo§ oskudniji. Franacki kroni¢ari samo su
spomenuli bitku kod Brezalauspurca (danasnja Bra-
tislava) 907. godine,* no sudbina Velike Moravske
tijekom ostatka 10. stolje¢a ostaje u potpunosti ne-
poznata. Stoga su pretpostavke o bijegu dijela Mo-
ravaca (ukljucujuci obrtnike) u susjedna podrucja
samo spekulacije koje nije moguce ni potvrditi ni
opovrgnuti. Ukratko, u ovakvim i sli¢nim slucaje-
vima trebalo bi uvijek naglasiti da se udaljavamo
od cisto arheoloske argumentacije i ulazimo u ne-
sigurno podrucje povijesti, gdje su izvori jednako
fragmentarni kao i arheoloski zapisi.

3. Trenutno stanje istrazivanja

U sljede¢em odlomku Zelimo pokazati da je na-
predak u istrazivanjima posljednjih desetlje¢a omo-
gucio nesto drukciji pogled na pitanje nastanka re-
gionalnih skupina nakita. Smatramo da su trenutna
stajaliSta o njihovu datiranju i na¢inu izrade, osim
ranije spomenutih ¢injenica, previse uvjetovana
»doslovnim* tumacenjem arheoloskih zapisa, kao
da oni izravno odrazavaju stvarnu proslost.

3.1. Velika Moravska

Kao §to je ve¢ spomenuto u poglavlju 2.1. i
za razliku od prethodnih istrazivanja, suvremena
istrazivanja opéenito prihvacéaju da se Sirok raspon
oblika luksuznog nakita pojavljuje ve¢ u najranijim
zenskim kosturnim grobovima na podrucju sredis-
nje Velike Moravske. Najbolji primjeri dokumen-
tirani su na groblju na lokalitetu Staré Mésto — Na
valach (sl. 2). S druge strane, datiranje pocetaka
inhumacije na ovom i drugim lokalitetima ostalo
je nepromijenjeno u odnosu na ranija istrazivanja,

4 Nema potrebe spominjati djela poput Conversio Bago-

ariorum et Carantanorum, €iji je autor bio dobro upo-
znat s povijeS¢u srednjeg Podunavlja, ali je presucivao
sve ¢injenice koje mu nisu bile po volji (npr. Wolfram
1994, str. 12-15).

#  Stefanovitova, Hulinek 2008: vidi takoder Szd8ke
2021, str. 295-301.

4 Galuska 2013, str. 182-251; Chorvatova 2023.

briefly recorded the battle of Brezalauspurc (appar-
ently today’s Bratislava) in 907,* but for the rest
of the 10th century they are silent about the fate
of Moravia, so considerations about the flight of
some Moravians (including artisans) to neighbour-
ing areas are just our speculation, which cannot be
confirmed or refuted. In short, in these and similar
cases, we should always actively emphasise that we
are already abandoning purely archaeological argu-
mentation and embarking on the uncertain ground
of history, the sources of which are as fragmentary
as the archaeological record.

3. The current state of the research

In the following passage, I would like to demon-
strate that thanks to the progress in research in re-
cent decades it is possible to look at the question
of the emergence of regional jewellery groups in a
somewhat different way. In my opinion, the current
view of their dating and the method of creation was
influenced — in addition to the facts just mentioned
— also by a too “literal” interpretation of the archae-
ological record, in the sense that it was considered
to be a direct reflection of the past reality.

3.1. Great Moravia

As I already indicated in Chap. 2.1, unlike earli-
er research, it is now generally accepted that a wide
range of types of luxury jewellery can already be
found in the earliest female inhumation graves in
the core area of Great Moravia. It is best document-
ed at the cemetery in Staré Mésto — Na valach (Fig.
2).% On the other hand, the dating of the beginnings
of inhumation at this and other locations has not
changed compared to the earlier research — it is still
placed roughly at the turn of the 8th and 9th centu-
ries, and attempts to move them farther into the past
have not yet been more widely accepted.*® How-
ever, it is necessary to explicitly point out that all
archaeological dating — presented here as absolute
dating for the sake of clarity — are by their nature
only indicative and cannot be attributed the same
accuracy as the dates in the works of historians.*’

In general, all our knowledge about Great
Moravian luxury jewellery is conditioned exclu-

# Stefanovi¢ova, Hulinek (Eds.) 2008; cf. Sz8ke 2021,
pp- 295-301.

4 Galuska 2013, pp. 182-251; Chorvatova 2023.

4 Ungerman 2023, pp. 73-87, with ref.

47 Ungerman 2023, pp. 63-65, 191-194.
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ono se i dalje smjesta u vrijeme oko prijelaza iz 8.
u 9. stoljece, a pokusaji pomicanja tih pocetaka na
ranije razdoblje jo$ uvijek nisu naisli na Siroko pri-
hvacanje.*® Medutim, potrebno je jasno istaknuti da
su sva arheoloska datiranja, ovdje prikazana kao
apsolutna radi lakSeg razumijevanja, samo indika-
tivna i ne mogu imati istu preciznost kao datumi u
povijesnim istrazivanjima.*’

Opcenito govoreéi, sve nase spoznaje o luk-
suznom nakitu Velike Moravske uvjetovane su
isklju¢ivo praksom pokapanja nespaljenih tijela
s grobnim prilozima, jer se takav nakit ne pojav-
ljuje u drugim arheoloskim kontekstima (ostave,
stambeni objekti 1 slojevi itd.). Drugim rijecima,
da su stanovnici Moravske u 9. i 10. stoljecu prak-
ticirali neki drugi pogrebni obred, koji bi bio ma-
nje povoljan za ocuvanje krhkog nakita, danas ne
bismo imali nikakav dokaz o njegovu postojanju.
Ta potpuna ovisnost ocuvanja luksuznog nakita o
inhumaciji povezanoj s polaganjem grobnih priloga
— ovdje dolazimo do klju¢nog dijela argumentacije
— u ranijim istrazivanjima nije bila dovoljno uzeta
u obzir. Bez dublje analize pretpostavljalo se da je
ovaj nakit nastao upravo u razdoblju kada se po-
javio u arheoloskim izvorima. Medutim, smatramo
kako je malo vjerojatno da postoji izravna uzro¢no-
posljedi¢na veza izmedu ovih dvaju fenomena, jer
je svaki bio povezan s razli¢itim aspektom zivota,
konkretno, s promjenom vecine pogrebnih obicaja
ili postojanjem drustvene elite te s na¢inom na koji
se ta elita prikazivala. Pripadnice moravske elite
mogle su nositi isti ili slican luksuzni nakit i prije
nego $to je inhumacija postala uobi¢ajena.*

U 8. stolje¢u, u Moravskoj i Bohemiji, prakti-
cirao se obred kremacije, zbog ¢ega luksuzni nakit
nije moguée dokumentirati u pogrebnim konteksti-
ma. Sac¢uvano je tek nekoliko kremacijskih grobova
iz tog razdoblja, a oni, osim toga, ne sadrze vrijed-
ne predmete. Zenski ukrasi poznati su uglavnom
iz naseljenickih slojeva ili kao pojedinacni nalazi,
pri cemu su sacuvani uglavnom masivniji lijevani
komadi. Radi se prvenstveno o broncanim zvjezdo-
likim nausnicama (sl. 6: 1-5) i nausnicama s lijeva-
nim piramidalnim privjeskom koji je vjerojatno bio
ukrasen staklenim ili nekim drugim umetkom (sl. 6:
6-7). Takvi ukrasi koriSteni su i u drugim dijelovi-
ma srednje i1 jugoistoéne Europe, a geografski naj-

4 Ungerman 2023, str. 73-87, s referencama.
47 Ungerman 2023, str. 63-65, 191-194.
4 Ungerman 2020b, str. 275-277, 281-285.

sively by the burial of unburnt bodies with grave
goods, as such jewellery does not appear in other
find contexts (hoards, settlement objects and layers,
etc.). In other words, if the inhabitants of Moravia
had practiced a different burial rite in the 9th and
10th centuries, which would have been less favour-
able to the preservation of fragile ornaments, we
would have no idea of their existence today. This
total dependence of the preservation of the lux-
ury jewellery on the inhumation associated with
the burial of grave goods — and here I am already
getting to the heart of my argument — was not suf-
ficiently taken into account by previous research:
without deeper reflection, it was assumed that this
jewellery was created at the very time when it ap-
peared in the archaeological record. In my opinion,
however, it is unlikely that there is any deeper caus-
al connection between the two phenomena, as each
was connected with a different aspect of life: specif-
ically, with the change in the majority funeral rite,
or with the existence of a social elite and its exter-
nal representation. Members of the Moravian elite
could wear the same or similar luxurious jewellery
even before the introduction of inhumation.*

In the 8th century, the cremation rite was prac-
ticed in Moravia and Bohemia, as a result of which
it is not possible to document lavish jewellery in
funerary contexts, as only a few cremation graves
from this period have been preserved, and moreo-
ver, they do not contain any valuable objects. Wom-
en’s ornaments are thus only known from settle-
ment layers or as isolated finds, while mainly more
massive cast pieces have been preserved. They are
primarily bronze star-shaped earrings (Fig. 6: 1-5)
and earrings with a cast pyramidal pendant, orig-
inally most likely equipped with a glass or other
inlay (Fig. 6: 6, 7). They are types of ornaments
that were also used in other regions of Central and
South-Eastern Europe, the geographically clos-
est analogues are found in the Carpathian Basin.®
The inhabitants of the Czech lands at the time, who
wanted to purchase such ornaments, certainly did
not rely exclusively on imports. Craftsmen who had
mastered the necessary technologies were already
active here and produced other items for the needs
of the social elite, especially cast belt fittings of the
late Avar style.>

4 Ungerman 2020b, pp. 275-277, 281-285.

4 E.g. Ungerman 2023, p. 56, Fig. 37, with the referen-
ces.

50 Recently Profantova et al. 2020, esp. pp. 242-251;
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Sl. 6. Primjeri lijevanih bron¢anih nausnica koje su se nosile u Bohemiji i Moravskoj prije uvodenja prakse
kosturnog ukopa. Zvjezdolike nausnice: 1 — Breclav — Lany (prema Machacek et al. 2021, sl. 9: 11; 30); 2 —
Tismice (prema Profantova, Stolz 2006, sl. 3: 9); 3 — Koufim — Sv. Jiii (prema Profantova 2010, sl. 13: 8); 41 5
— Mikuléice (prema Profantova 2010, sl. 23: 1-2). Nausnice s privjeskom u obliku piramide: 6 — Jevicko;

7 — Semcice (prema Vich ef al. 2021, sl. 16: 1-2).

Fig. 6 Examples of cast bronze earrings worn in Bohemia and Moravia before the introduction of inhumation.
Star-shaped earrings: 1 — Breclav — Lany (after Machacek et al. 2021, Abb. 9: 11; 30); 2 — Tismice (after
Profantova, Stolz 2006, Fig. 3: 9); 3 — Kourim — Sv. Jifi (after Profantova 2010, Abb. 13: 8), 4, 5 — Mikulcice
(after Profantova 2010, Abb. 23: 1, 2). Earrings with a pyramid-shaped pendant:

6 — Jevicko, 7 — Semcice (after Vich et al. 2021, Fig. 16: 1, 2).

blize analogije mogu se na¢i u Panonskoj nizini.*
takve ukrase, sigurno se nisu oslanjali isklju¢ivo na
uvoz. Obrtnici koji su vladali potrebnim vjestina-
ma ve¢ su bili prisutni u drustvu i proizvodili druge
predmete za drustvenu elitu, posebice lijevane po-
jasne okove kasnoavarskog stila.>

Iz svega navedenog proizlazi da nije opravda-
no tvrditi da luksuzni nakit u Moravskoj potjece s
prijelaza iz 8. u 9. stoljece, jer je to razdoblje kada
se on tek pocinje stavljati u inhumacijske grobove.
Zbog toga nije nuzno, kao u prethodnim istraziva-
njima, povezivati pocetke proizvodnje ovog naki-
ta s dolaskom obrtnika iz nekadaSnjeg Avarskog
Kaganata. Sasvim je mogucée da su kvalificirani
obrtnici tijekom ranog srednjeg vijeka dolazili u
Moravsku, mozda ¢ak 1 u viSe navrata. Medutim,
nije moguce sa sigurno$¢u utvrditi iz kojih su to¢no
regija potjecali ni kojoj su etni¢koj skupini pripada-
li. U svakom slucaju, rad obrtnika, kako domacih
tako stranih, ovisio je o potraznji lokalnih kupaca
za njihovim uslugama, koja je bila viSe-manje stal-
na. Stoga nije potrebno ,,pozitivisticki* povezivati
moguci dolazak stranih majstora s nekim znacaj-
nim povijesnim dogadajem. Uostalom, u 8. stolje¢u
nisu poznati znacajni dogadaji koji bi mogli poslu-
7iti kao referentna tocka, s obzirom na to da nema

4 Npr. Ungerman 2023, str. 56, sl. 37, s referencama.

30 Nedavno Profantova et al. 2020, osobito str. 242-251;
Machagek et al. 2021, str. 406-411; vise o tome vidi u
Ungerman 2023, str. 261-265.

From what has been said, it follows that it is not
justified to place the origin of luxury jewellery in
Moravia at the turn of the 9th century, at this time
people just started putting it in inhumation graves.
Therefore, it is not necessary to relate the begin-
nings of the production of this jewellery directly to
the arrival of craftsmen from the former Avar Kha-
ganate, as earlier research did. Of course, qualified
craftsmen could come to Moravia during the Early
Middle Ages, and even repeatedly, but it is impossi-
ble to determine with certainty from which region,
or what their ethnicity would have been. In any
case, the activities of craftsmen — domestic and for-
eign — depended on the demand for their work from
local customers, which was more or less permanent.
Therefore, there is no need to “positivistically” con-
nect the possible arrival of foreign masters with this
or that significant historical event. After all, for the
8th century, there are no major events “to choose
from”, because no written sources have survived
about the events in the Avar Khaganate and among
the gentes in its sphere of influence before the out-
break of the Frankish-Avar wars.’!

The majority opinion that the lavish Great
Moravian jewellery is primarily a product of lo-
cal development (albeit with the contribution of
foreign craftsmen), which has prevailed in the last

Machacek et al. 2021, pp. 406—411; more broadly, see
Ungerman 2023, pp. 261-265.

St Pohl 2018, p. 344. The Moravians are first mentioned
only in 822 (e.g. Trestik 2001a, pp. 101-103).
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sacuvanih pisanih izvora o zbivanjima u Avarskom
Kaganatu i medu narodima (gentes) pod njegovim
utjecajem prije pocetka franacko-avarskih ratova.’!

Kriticku reviziju zasluzuje i prevladavajuce
misSljenje iz posljednjih desetlje¢a da je rasko$ni
velikomoravski nakit prvenstveno proizvod lokal-
nog razvoja (premda uz doprinos stranih obrtnika).
Ovo misljenje uglavnom se temelji na tvrdnji da
ne postoje preciznije analogije za pojedine tipove
velikomoravskog nakita na podruc¢ju Bizantskog
Carstva i susjednih regija pod njegovim kulturnim
utjecajem. Trenutno takva argumentacija, koja se
oslanja na odsutnost analogija, viSe nije odrziva, ni
metodoloski ni materijalno. Prvo, ako su se osobito
u srediStu Bizantskog Carstva u 8. 1 9. stoljecu na-
kit i ostali grobni prilozi polagali u grobove u vrlo
malim koli¢inama, to znatno oteZava mogucnost da
saznamo kako je taj nakit zapravo izgledao. Drugo,
ocito je da je nedostatak analogija u odredenoj mje-
ri bio uzrokovan i stanjem istrazivanja ranosrednjo-
vjekovnih groblja, koja su u mnogim balkanskim
drzavama zapocela tek tijekom druge polovice 20.
stolje¢a i koja su jo$ uvijek zapostavljena u zemlja-
ma poput Grcke i Turske. Danas je dostupno puno
viSe materijala za usporedbu iz jugoistocne Europe
nego §to je to bio slucaj 1960-ih i 1970-ih godina,
kada je taj materijal bio na raspolaganju veéini Ce-
hoslovackih istrazivaca koji su se bavili ovom te-
matikom. Medutim, i ovaj materijal zna¢ajno je pod
utjecajem ritualnih i kronoloskih faktora (poput ve-
likomoravskih groblja), s obzirom na to da inhuma-
cijski grobovi s grobnim prilozima u nekoliko bal-
kanskih drzava datiraju iz 10. stoljeca i kasnije, dok
se raniji nalazi ove vrste pojavljuju samo rijetko ili
ih uop¢e nema. Osim toga, trenutna kronologija ne-
kih lokaliteta ili cijelih podrucja prilicno je neodre-
dena i potrebno ju je detaljnije utvrditi.*

Jedan od problemati¢nih aspekata ranije raspra-
ve o podrijetlu velikomoravskog nakita bio je taj §to
se ona vodila na vrlo opéenitoj razini. Kako bi se
izbjegli generalizirani 1 pojednostavljeni zakljucci,
vazno je razmotriti pojedine vrste nakita zasebno,
jer je proces njihove izrade mogao biti potpuno
razli¢it. Smatramo da je potrebno analizirati jasno
definirane vrste nakita, po moguénosti na §to veéem
teritoriju 1 bez unaprijed odredenog kronoloskog

51

Pohl 2018, str. 344. Moravci se prvi put spominju tek
822. godine (npr. Ttestik 2001a, str. 101-103).

32 Za vise detalja vidi: Ungerman 2017, str. 27-29; Un-
german 2021, str. 96-116, 145-147.

few decades, also deserves a critical revision. It is
largely based on the claim that there are no more
precise analogies for the individual types of Great
Moravian jewellery in the territory of the Byzantine
Empire and its culturally influenced neighbouring
regions. Currently, the argumentation based on the
absence of analogies is no longer tenable, either
methodologically or materially. First, if especially
in the centre of the Byzantine Empire in the 8th and
9th centuries, jewellery and other burial goods were
placed in graves only sporadically, this greatly com-
plicates the possibilities of our knowledge of what
the jewellery there actually looked like. Second, it
is obvious that the absence was to a certain extent
also caused by the state of research on early medi-
eval cemeteries, which was just beginning to take
off in many Balkan countries during the second half
of the 20th century, and is neglected even today in
Greece or Turkey. Currently, we have substantially
more material to compare from South-Eastern Eu-
rope than was available in the 1960s and 1970s, and
which most Czechoslovak researchers who dealt
with the topic at that time could work with. How-
ever, even this material is significantly influenced
by ritual and chronological factors (just like the
Great Moravian cemeteries), since inhumation bur-
ials with grave goods in several Balkan countries
date from the 10th century onwards, while earlier
finds of this type appear only sporadically or are
completely absent. Furthermore, the existing chro-
nology of some localities or entire regions is rather
vague and needs to be made more precise.>

A problematic point of the earlier discussion
about the origin of Great Moravian jewellery was
also that it was conducted on a very general lev-
el. To avoid blanket and short-cut conclusions, it is
necessary to examine individual types of jewellery
separately, because the way they were created could
have been fundamentally different. I consider it nec-
essary to analyse clearly defined types, if possible
on the largest possible territory and without a pre-
determined chronological limitation. At the current
state of research, it appears that the types of jewel-
lery represented in Great Moravian burial grounds
often differ significantly from each other in terms
of their geographical and chronological occurrence.
One pole is types with significantly supra-region-
al occurrence and with a distinctly longer period

52 In more detail, see Ungerman 2017, pp. 27-29; 2021,
pp. 96-116, 145-147.
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ogranicenja. S obzirom na trenutno stanje istrazi-
vanja, ¢ini se da se vrste nakita koje su prisutne na
velikomoravskim grobljima Cesto znatno razliku-
ju prema geografskoj rasprostranjenost i vremen-
skom okviru pojavljivanja. S jedne strane postoje
vrste sa znacajnom nadregionalnom prisutnoscu i
s duljim razdobljem trajanja od samog postojanja
Velike Moravske (za takve vrste vjerojatno je od-
govoran strani, prvenstveno bizantski, utjecaj).® S
druge strane, ako se odredena vrsta nakita nalazi
iskljuc¢ivo na podrucju sredista Velike Moravske i
to uglavnom u razdoblju njezina postojanja, treba
ozbiljno razmotriti mogucnost da je rije¢ o inovaciji
lokalnog porijekla.

3.2. Bohemija

Na Bohemiju se moze primijeniti vrlo slican
pristup kao i u sluc¢aju Moravske, jer je i ovdje naj-
raniji poznati luksuzni nakit sacuvan samo zahva-
ljujuéi Cinjenici da su neke zajednice u sredisnjim
dijelovima zemlje prestale s kremacijom i pocele
pokapati pokojnike. Najraniji inhumacijski grobo-
vi s grobnim prilozima u vidu zlatnog i srebrnog
nakita ukljucuju, na primjer, bogati dvojni grob
u Kolinu te najstariju skupinu grobova u Staroj
Koutim.** No, pitanje je kako apsolutno datirati te
grobove. Prema J. Kosti, oni pripadaju vremenu
od prve do trece Cetvrtine 9. stoljeca.™ Smatramo
da je pokapanje u Bohemiji zapocelo s odredenim
kasnjenjem u usporedbi s Moravskom. S obzirom
na to da u Bohemiji gotovo nema nakita karakteri-
sticnog za tzv. raniji velikomoravski horizont (oko
prve polovice 9. stolje¢a),’ dolazi se do zakljucka
da pokapanje na tom prostoru zapocinje otprilike
sredinom 9. stoljec¢a. To¢no datiranje, medutim, nije
od klju¢ne vaznosti u kontekstu ove rasprave. Ono
Sto je vaznije jest da je razvoj nakita koji nalazimo

3 Primjeri ukljuéuju nausnice s Cetirima jagodama ili ko-
Saricama (Ungerman 2021; Ungerman, u tisku) i prste-
nje s hemisfericnim gumbom ukrasenim granulacijom
(Ungerman 2017, str. 58—63; Ungerman 2020c). Istra-
zivaci su danas prili¢no skepti¢ni prema znacajnijem
utjecaju ,,orijentalnog”, pretezno islamskog nakita.
Medutim, takav stav ponajvise je rezultat nedostatka
adekvatnih izvora, jer raspolazemo s vrlo malo pouz-
danih informacija o islamskom nakitu koji je datiran u
10. stoljece ili ranije (Ungerman 2020b, str. 275-276;
Ottenwelter 2022, str. 373—-375; oba s referencama).

54 Kosta, Lutovsky 2014; Solle 1966, str. 69-87.

55 Kosta, Bar¢akova 2023, str. 203-204.

% Usp. Ungerman 2005; Galuska 2013, str. 223-241, sl.
215.

of occurrence than the duration of Great Moravia
— foreign, primarily Byzantine, inspiration is likely
for such.*® Conversely, if a certain type occurs only
in the territory of the heart of Great Moravia and
roughly only during its existence, it is necessary to
seriously consider the possibility that it is an inno-
vation of local origin.

3.2. Bohemia

A very similar perspective can be applied to
Bohemia as was in the case of Moravia, because
even here the earliest known luxury jewellery was
preserved only thanks to the fact that some commu-
nities in the central parts of the country abandoned
cremation and started burying by inhumation. The
earliest inhumation graves with grave goods in the
form of gold and silver jewellery include, for ex-
ample, a rich double grave in Kolin or the earliest
group of graves in Stard Koutim.** The question is
how to date these graves absolutely. According to
J. Kosta, they belong to the Ist to 3rd quarter of
the 9th century.> I personally believe that the inhu-
mation took place here — as compared to Moravia
— with a certain delay. As the types of ornaments
that are characteristic of the so-called earlier Great
Moravian horizon (approx. Ist half of the 9th cen-
tury)>® are more or less absent in Bohemia, it could
be concluded that the beginnings of inhumation in
Bohemia date back to around the middle of the 9th
century. Exact dating, however, is not so important
in the context of the discussed issue. What is more
important is that the development of jewellery that
we find in Bohemian cemeteries took place in close
connection with Moravia®’ and apparently dates to

53 Examples can be earrings with four beads or bas-

kets (Ungerman 2021; Ungerman, in press) and fin-
ger rings with a hemispherical button decorated with
granulation (Ungerman 2017, 58—63; 2020c). Today,
research is rather sceptical about the more significant
influence of “oriental”, i.e., mainly Islamic jewellery.
However, it is greatly influenced by the unfavourable
state of the source base, as we know very little about
Islamic jewellery reliably dated to the 10th century or
even earlier (Ungerman 2020b, pp. 275-276; Otten-
welter 2022, pp. 373-375; both with the references).

54 Kosta, Lutovsky 2014; Solle 1966, pp. 69-87.

55 Kosta, Bar¢akova 2023, pp. 203-204.

¢ Cf. Ungerman 2005; Galuska 2013, pp. 223-241, Fig.

215.

However, it is not easy to distinguish whether a par-

ticular product is an import from Moravia or whether

it originated in Bohemia following Moravian models.

57
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na ¢eskim grobljima bio blisko povezan s Morav-
skom®” i da ocito pripada razdoblju kada se u Bo-
hemiji jo$ uvijek prakticirala kremacija pokojnika.
Cak se i usvajanje nakita ,,velikomoravskog stila“
u Bohemiji ne moze izravno povezati ni s jednim
od dogadaja spomenutim u pisanim izvorima. Bio
je to dio dugotrajnog procesa u kojem je bohemij-
ska elita prvo usvojila simbole visokog drustvenog
statusa karakteristicne za Avarski Kaganat,”® a na-
kon njegova propadanja, one iz Franac¢kog Carstva
i Velike Moravske. Medutim, u posljednjem slucaju
nije se radilo samo o pasivnom preuzimanju tradi-
cije izrade velikomoravskog nakita, ve¢ i o njezinu
aktivnom razvoju.>

3.3. Poljska

Arheoloski izvori za proucavanje luksuznog
nakita u Poljskoj znatno se razlikuju od onih na
podruéju bivse Cehoslovacke. Najveéi broj nalaza
¢ine fragmenti srebrnog nakita pronadeni u osta-
vama sitnih srebrnih predmeta, dok su se ostave s
veéim brojem nakita pocele polagati u zemlju od
sredine 10. stoljeca nadalje.®® Raskosniji ukrasi po-
lagani su u kosturne grobove kao grobni prilozi tek
sporadi¢no, a obicaj ukopa pokojnika zamijenio je
kremaciju tek krajem 10. stoljec¢a.®’ Buduéi da je
sacuvan vrlo mali broj primjeraka iz tog dugog raz-
doblja, slika o nakitu u Poljskoj od 7. do prve polo-
vice 10. stoljeca fragmentirana je i nepotpuna, $to
moze stvoriti dojam da je drustvena elita bila slabo
razvijena i da se luksuzni nakit nosio rijetko ili se
¢ak uopce nije koristio. Medutim, s obzirom na ne-
dostatak inhumacijskih grobova i ostava s ukrasi-
ma i nakitom, iz kojih op¢enito saznajemo o pojavi
nakita, nije moguce procijeniti stvarnu razinu upo-
trebe luksuznog nakita. Rijetki saCuvani primjerci
takvog luksuznog nakita stoga dobivaju joS vecu

57 Medutim, nije jednostavno utvrditi je 1i odredeni pred-
met uvezen iz Moravske ili je nastao u Bohemiji prema
moravskim uzorcima. Takoder je jasno da su u Bohe-
miji postojale radionice koje su proizvodile predme-
te specificnog karaktera, poput grozdolikih naus$nica
tipa Jizdarna ili duguljastih jagoda od limenog metala
(Kosta, Bar¢akova 2023, str. 204-209; usp. Ungerman
2023, str. 194-197; Polacek et al. 2024, 90).

8 Nedavno npr. Profantova 2021; Profantova 2022.

% Ottenwelter 2022; Kosta, Bar¢akova 2023, str. 7688,
130-132, 209-216.

¢ O evoluciji sastava ostava sa sitnim srebrnim predme-
tima vidi npr. Bogucki 2011.

¢ Suchodolski 2023; Urbanczyk 2023.

the period when burials were still carried out by cre-
mation in Bohemia. Even the adoption of the jew-
ellery of the “Great Moravian style” in Bohemia
cannot be directly linked to any of the events doc-
umented by written sources. It was part of a long-
term process, when the elite in Bohemia first adopt-
ed the symbols of high social status common in the
Avar Khaganate,”® and after its demise again from
the Frankish Empire and Great Moravia. In the last
case, however, it was not just a passive reception of
the Great Moravian jewellery-making tradition, but
also an active development of it.”

3.3. Poland

The archaeological record for the research of
luxury jewelry in Poland is significantly different
than in the territory of the former Czechoslovakia.
Most of the specimens are fragments of silver or-
naments that come from hack-silver hoards, while
hoards with a larger representation of jewellery
were deposited in the ground sometime from the
middle of the 10th century onwards.®® More lav-
ishly designed decorations were deposited as grave
goods in the inhumation graves rather sporadically,
while the change of funeral rite from cremation to
inhumation only occurred from the end of the 10th
century.®’ We have only a vague idea of the jewel-
lery in Poland for the period from the 7th century
to the first half of the 10th century, as only a very
limited number of specimens are preserved from
this long period. This could lead to the impression
that there was only a weakly developed social elite
and that more ornate jewellery was worn little or
not at all. However, it is impossible to estimate the
real level of use of luxury jewellery, because the
absence of inhumation graves and hoards contain-
ing ornaments are a direct “killer combination” for
learning about the appearance of luxury jewellery.

It is also obvious that there were workshops in Bohe-
mia whose production had a somewhat specific char-
acter, examples being the grape-shaped earrings of the
Jizdarna type or longitudinally segmented beads made
of sheet metal (Kosta, Bar¢akova 2023, pp. 204-209;
cf. Ungerman 2023, pp. 194-197; Polacek et al. 2024,
90).

58 Recently e.g. Profantova 2021; 2022.

5 Ottenwelter 2022; Kosta, Bar¢akova 2023, pp. 76-88,

130-132, 209-216.

For the evolution of the composition of hack-silver

hoards, see e.g. Bogucki 2011.

1 Suchodolski 2023; Urbanczyk 2023.
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Sl. 7. Djelomi¢no sacuvana zlatna nausnica s jednom
jagodom iz humka na lokalitetu Izbicko, Poljska
(prema Wachowski 1997, str. 113, tab. I). Visina

sacuvanog dijela nausnice iznosi 1,6 cm.

Fig. 7 Incomplete gold earring with a bead from the
barrow in Izbicko, Poland. After Wachowski 1997,
113, Tab. I. The height of the preserved part of the

earring is 1.6 cm.

vrijednost. Kao primjer iz razdoblja 7. i 8. stoljeca
moze se spomenuti zlatna nausnica s jednom granu-
liranom jagodom pronadena u tumulu na lokalitetu
Izbicko u juznoj Poljskoj. Nausnica je djelomic¢no
sacuvana i nagorena (sl. 7), pa se pretpostavlja da
je bila izlozena pogrebnoj vatri, no iz nekog razloga
nije potpuno uniStena.*

Istrazivaci su i klasificirali samo mali broj pri-
mjeraka nakita, a medu njima i neke ukrase od obo-
jenih metala, koji su u 9. i prvoj polovici 10. sto-
lje¢a bili namijenjeni Sirokim druStvenim slojevima
u juznoj Poljskoj.®® Nakit od plemenitih metala
ukrasen granulacijom i filigranom i danas se smatra
,,en bloc* uvozom iz Velike Moravske ili dokazom
velikomoravskog utjecaja na lokalnu proizvodnju
nakita.** Ipak, vazno je napomenuti da su poljski
istrazivaci vec¢inom, ili ¢ak iskljucivo, trazili ana-

92 Pazda 1973, str. 228-229; Pazda 1983, str. 114, 148—
149; Wachowski 1997, str. 19, 113, tab. 1.

¢ Npr. Jaworski 2005, str. 273, sl. 147: b, d, e; Poleski
2013, str. 131, sl. 100: 4.

% Wachowski 1994; Wachowski 1997, str. 44-60; Bo-
ron, Foltyn 2011, str. 15; Poleski 2013, str. 131, sl.
100: 2-3, 5. Za najnovija istrazivanja o velikomorav-
skim i bohemijskim utjecajima na Poljsku vidi Boguc-
ki 2016, str. 229-234; Matla 2020; Pankiewicz 2022.

The unique pieces that have been preserved in the
archaeological record are all the more valuable. For
the period of the 7th-8th centuries, it is possible to
cite as an example a gold earring with one granulat-
ed bead found in a barrow at the site of Izbicko in
southern Poland, which is incomplete and the pre-
served part is slightly damaged by heat (Fig. 7), so
it most likely escaped complete destruction in the
heat of the funeral pyre by chance.®

Furthermore, researchers have classified only
a small collection of jewellery, some of which
are ornaments made of non-ferrous metals, which
were intended for broad sections of the population,
in the 9th century and the Ist half of the 10th
century in southern Poland.®® Jewellery made of
precious metals and decorated with granulation and
filigree are still considered en bloc as imports from
Great Moravia or as evidence of Great Moravian
influence on local jewellery production.® However,
it cannot be overlooked that the Polish researchers
were looking for analogies mainly or exclusively in
the territory of the former Czechoslovakia, so they
could not actually come to a different conclusion.
In my opinion, at least in some cases, a larger
geographical area should be considered. As an
example, we can mention three earrings made of
silvered bronze from the Lubomia hillfort, which
are characterised by a shorter or a longer one-sided
grape pendant and an undecorated bead (Fig. 8).%
The combination of both mentioned construction
elements and the overall shape of the pendant are
atypical for the Great Moravian luxury jewellery,
as well as the technology of silvering the bronze;
I am not aware of any adequate analogy for the
specimens from Lubomia from the territory of the
heart of Great Moravia, so their origin will have to
be sought elsewhere.

In this context, I would also like to draw atten-
tion to one methodological problem. When we at-
tribute a Great Moravian origin to a particular piece

2 Pazda 1973, pp. 228-229; 1983, pp. 114, 148-149;
Wachowski 1997, pp. 19, 113, Tab. L.

6 E.g. Jaworski 2005, p. 273, Fig. 147: b, d, e; Poleski
2013, p. 131, Fig. 100: 4.

6 Wachowski 1994; 1997, pp. 44-60; Boron, Foltyn
2011, p. 15; Poleski 2013, p. 131, Fig. 100: 2, 3, 5. For
the current state of research on Great Moravian and
Bohemian influences on Poland, see Bogucki 2016,
pp. 229-234; Matla 2020; Pankiewicz 2022.

6 Szydtowski 1974, p. 211, Fig. 5: a—c; Boron, Foltyn
2011, p. 20.
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0 3cm

S1. 8. Posrebrene bronc¢ane nausnice s gradine
Lubomije, Poljska (prema Szydtowski 1974,
sl. 5: a—c, izmijenjeno)
Fig. 8 Silvered bronze earrings from the hillfort at
Lubomia, Poland. After Szydlowski 1974,
fig. 5: a—c. Modified.

logije na podruéju bivse Cehoslovacke, zbog ¢ega
nisu mogli do¢i do druk¢ijih zakljuc¢aka. Smatramo
da bi, barem u nekim slucajevima, trebalo razmo-
triti Sire geografsko podrucje. Kao primjer mozemo
navesti tri nau$nice od posrebrene bronce s kra¢im
ili duzim jednostranim grozdolikim privjeskom
i neukrasenom jagodom s gradine Lubomije (sl.
8). Kombinacija obaju navedenih konstruktivnih
elemenata, oblik privjeska kao i tehnologija posre-
brivanja bronce netipi¢ni su za luksuzni velikomo-
ravski nakit. Nije pronadena analogija s podrucja
srediSta Velike Moravske koja bi odgovarala ovom
primjeru, pa ju je potrebno potraziti na nekom dru-
gom mjestu.

U ovom kontekstu Zelimo istaknuti i jedan meto-
doloski problem. Kada odredenom primjerku nakita
pripisujemo velikomoravsko podrijetlo, obi¢no au-
tomatski pretpostavljamo da je njegovo apsolutno
datiranje u drugoj polovici 9. i prvim desetlje¢ima
10. stoljec¢a. Medutim, ako je navedeno podrijetlo
pogresno odredeno, to moze dovesti do netocnog
vremenskog odredivanja konteksta nalaza, a u ne-
kim slu€ajevima, kada nema drugih elemenata koji
bi pomogli u datiranju, i cijelog nalazista. S druge
strane, podrijetlo iz drugih podru¢ja, poput Balkana
ili istocne Europe, obi¢no ne implicira sli¢nu preci-
znost datiranja.

U Poljskoj je od druge polovice 10. stolje¢a na-
dalje, zahvaljujuci ostavama sitnog srebra, sacuvan
neusporedivo veéi broj primjeraka i tipova luksu-
znog nakita nego iz ranijih razdoblja. Medutim,
ovaj bogat arheoloSki materijal jo§ uvijek nije u

¢ Szydtowski 1974, str. 211, sl. 5: a—c; Boron, Foltyn
2011, str. 20.

of jewellery, it follows more or less automatically
that its absolute dating is roughly to the second half
of the 9th century and the first decades of the 10th
century. If the given provenance is wrong, it can
distort the dating of the relevant find context or — if
other dating supports are missing — even the entire
site. On the other hand, other provenances, for ex-
ample from the Balkans or Eastern Europe, in them-
selves usually do not imply similarly precise dating.

From the second half of the 10th century on-
wards, thanks to the hoards of hack-silver in Poland,
an incomparably greater number of specimens and
types of luxury jewellery have been preserved than
from earlier periods. However, this rich archaeolog-
ical record has not yet been fully scientifically ex-
ploited. Since the publication of the seminal — and
already mentioned above — monograph by H. K6¢-
ka-Krenz in 1993, we have not found a researcher
in Poland who would deal with this jewellery in
a long-term and systematic way; at most we will
encounter the treatment of individual hoards or a
few selected types of ornaments. Due to the number
of types of earrings, temple rings, beads, pendants,
finger rings, etc., H. Kocka-Krenz limited herself
more or less to the analysis of their construction and
dating, on the other hand, she had to leave questions
of their origin aside to a large extent. In my opinion,
the starting point for determining the provenance of
a specific type of jewellery is primarily the map-
ping of all known specimens — in this respect, the
types of ornaments represented in the hack-silver
hoards differ greatly from each other. In terms of
geographical distribution, three groups of types can
be distinguished: A) types occurring only in Poland
and eastern Germany; B) types occurring in the
territory of the former Czechoslovakia in addition
to the countries mentioned; C) types with a clear-
ly supra-regional occurrence, which can include a
large number of European countries.® This diversi-
ty alone at least suggests that all types of jewellery
known from hack-silver hoards would not have had
the same origin and distribution mechanism.

In the context under discussion, above all, su-
pra-regionally widespread types are important, ear-
rings with four beads, including the Swiatki (Tem-
pelhof) type, will serve as an illustrative example.
Earrings with four beads — let’s ignore the minor
regional differences in their construction and dec-
oration — are found over a wide area from southern

% Ungerman 2022, pp. 246-248.
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potpunosti istrazen i znanstveno obraden. Od obja-
ve klju¢ne, ranije spomenute monografije H. Ko¢-
ka-Krenz, 1993. godine, poljski znanstvenici nisu
se sustavno i kroz duzi period bavili prouc¢avanjem
ovog nakit, ve¢ se najcesce susrecemo s analizama
pojedinih ostava ili nekoliko odabranih tipova ukra-
sa. Zbog velikog broja vrsta nausnica, sljepoocni-
¢arki, jagoda, privjesaka, prstenja i sli¢nih ukrasa,
Kocka-Krenz uglavnom se koncentrirala na analizu
njihove izrade i datacije, dok je pitanje njihova po-
drijetla u velikoj mjeri ostavila po strani. Smatra-
mo da polaziSte za odredivanje podrijetla pojedine
vrste nakita treba biti prvenstveno mapiranje svih
poznatih primjeraka. U tom pogledu, vrste ukrasa
zastupljene u ostavama sitnog srebra uvelike se ra-
zlikuju. Sto se ti¢e geografske rasprostranjenosti,
mozemo razlikovati tri skupine vrsta nakita: vrste
koje su prisutne samo u Poljskoj i isto¢noj Njemac-
koj, vrste koje su, osim u spomenutim drzavama,
zastupljene i na podru¢ju bivie Cehoslovacke te
vrste koje se nedvojbeno pojavljuju nadregionalno
i mogu biti prisutne u cijelom nizu europskih zema-
lja.® Ova raznolikost sugerira da tipovi nakita po-
znati iz ostava sitnih srebrnih predmeta nisu imali
isto podrijetlo niti su se distribuirali na isti na¢in.
U ovom kontekstu posebno su znacajni tipovi
nakita koji su rasprostranjeni izvan granica svojih
regija, poput nausnica s Cetirima jagodama, uklju-
Gujuéi tip Swiatki (Tempelhof), koji ¢e ovdje po-
sluziti kao ilustrativni primjer. Nausnice s ¢etirima
jagodama, zanemarujuéi sitne regionalne razlike
u njihovoj konstrukciji i ukrasima, rasprostranje-
ne su na Sirokom podru¢ju, od juzne Svedske do
Krete (sl. 9). U ranijim poljskim istrazivanjima pri-
mjerci s lokaliteta Zawada Lanckoronska i Wisli-
ca — Regia smatrali su se dokazom ,,utjecaja Velike
Moravske®.®” Medutim, razlog tome bio je taj §to
su istraziva¢i uzimali u obzir samo komparativni
materijal iz Moravske, kao najblize geografske re-
gije, dok su zanemarivali sli¢éne primjerke iz drugih
podrucja. Analiziranjem znacajki konstrukcije na-
usnica s Cetirima jagodama na cijelom podrucju nji-
hova rasprostiranja, dosli smo do zakljucka da one
potjecu s prostora isto¢nog Sredozemlja (Bizantsko
Carstvo), odakle su se proSirile u jugoistocnu i sre-
disnju Europu. Zbog svoje konstrukcije i dimenzija,
poljski primjerci viSe podsje¢aju na nausnice prona-

% Ungerman 2022, str. 246-248.
¢ Ungerman 2021, str. 65-76; Ungerman 2022, str. 223—
231; oba s referencama.
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S1. 9. Geografska rasprostranjenost nausnica tipa

Swiatki (crna tocka) i drugih naunica s etirima

jagodama bez obzira na varijantu (krug) (prema
Ungerman 2022, sl. 11, izmijenjeno).

Fig. 9 Geographical distribution of Swigtki type
earrings (black dot) and other earrings with four
beads regardless of the variant (circle). After
Ungerman 2022, Abb. 11. Modified.

Sweden to Crete (Fig. 9). In earlier Polish research,
specimens from the localities of Zawada Lancko-
ronska and Wislica — Regia in particular were con-
sidered evidence of “Great Moravian influence”.®’
However, the reason was only that the research-
ers only took into account comparative material
from Moravia as the geographically closest region
and ignored analogous pieces from other regions.
When I analysed the construction features of ear-
rings with four beads throughout the territory of

67 Ungerman 2021, pp. 65-76; 2022, pp. 223-231; both
with the references.
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dene na Balkanu i u Panonskoj nizini nego na mo-
ravske primjerke.®®

Istrazivanje podrijetla nakita iz 10. i 11. stoljeca
na podruc¢ju danasnje Poljske jos§ uvijek je u ra-
noj fazi. Za sada se Cini da vecina vrsta nakita ne
potjece s istog podrucja i da im ishodiste nije bila
Premyslovicevska Bohemija, kako je sugerirala
H. Kéc¢ka-Krenz. Njezinu hipotezu smatramo malo
vjerojatnom, osobito kada je rije¢ o tipovima koji
se uopce ne pronalaze u Bohemiji (kao Sto je gore
spomenuta skupina tipova rasprostranjena u Polj-
skoj 1 isto¢noj Njemackoj) i u slucaju tipova s na-
dregionalnom rasprostranjenosti, medu kojima su
nausnice s ¢etirima jagodama (koje su opcenito vrlo
rijetke u Bohemiji). Proces definiranja skupina vr-
sta nakita u ostavama sitnog srebra zasigurno je bio
puno sloZeniji od toga da se svede na kratko razdo-
blje nakon sredine 10. stoljec¢a i poveZe s odredenim
povijesnim dogadajem, poput vjencanja Mieska I. i
Doubravke, bez obzira na znacaj tog dogadaja.

4. Zakljucak

U prvom dijelu ovog rada nastojali smo pri-
kazati kako su znanstvenici u drugoj polovici 20.
stolje¢a (a i kasnije) datirali i interpretirali pojavu
regionalnih skupina ranosrednjovjekovnog luksu-
znog nakita u srednjoj Europi, posebice u Velikoj
Moravskoj, Bohemiji i Poljskoj. Ukratko, moze se
re¢i da su datiranje temeljili na najstarijim sac¢uva-
nim primjercima nakita, da su najéesc¢e interpreti-
rali pojavu regionalnih skupina kao posljedicu do-
laska obrtnika iz tehnoloski naprednijih susjednih
regija te da su povezivali dolaske stranih obrtnika
s vaznim povijesnim dogadajem toga vremena. U
drugom dijelu rada usporedili smo ova tri aspekta s
rezultatima novijih istrazivanja.

Sto se ti¢e prvog aspekta, danas je jasno da sa-
cuvani arheoloski zapisi nisu neposredan i vjero-
dostojan prikaz povijesne stvarnosti. S nekoliko
iznimaka, krhki ranosrednjovjekovni nakit sacuvan
je samo u slucajevima kada je bio priloZzen u grob
zajedno s tijelom preminulog ¢lana zajednice ili kao
dio ostave zakopane u zemlji. Obje prakse — polaga-
nje grobnih priloga i zakopavanje ostava — kulturno
su uvjetovane, tj. ljudi u odredenoj regiji u jednom
trenutku prihvatili su ove prakse i obicaje, poceli
ih §iriti te su ih nakon kraceg ili duzeg vremena
napustili. No, takvi obi¢aji nisu nuzno povezani s

% Ungerman 2021, pogotovo str. 126-147.

their occurrence, I came to the conclusion that the
place of their origin was the Eastern Mediterranean
(Byzantine Empire) and from there they spread to
South-Eastern and Central Europe. The Polish piec-
es, in their construction and size, resemble more
earrings found in the Balkans and the Carpathian
Basin than Moravian specimens.®

Research on the origin of jewellery from the
10th-11th centuries, located on the territory of to-
day’s Poland, is more or less still at the beginning.
So far, it does not seem that most of the types have
the same origin and that the starting area was Pie-
myslid Bohemia, as suggested by H. K6¢ka-Krenz.
I consider her hypothesis improbable, especially
in the case of types that are completely absent in
Bohemia (cf. the above-mentioned group of types
with spatial distribution A), as well as in the case
of types with supra-regional distribution, which in-
clude earrings with four beads (which, after all, are
found in Bohemia only very rarely). The process of
constituting a set of jewellery types in the hack-sil-
ver hoards was certainly much more complex than
it being possible to reduce it to a short period after
the middle of the 10th century and connect this with
a specific historical event (the wedding of Mieszko
[ with Doubravka), however significant.

4. Conclusion

In the first part of the presented paper, I tried
to show how researchers in the second half of the
20th century (or even later) dated and interpreted
the emergence of regional groups of early medi-
eval luxury jewellery in Central Europe: Great
Moravian, Bohemian, and Polish. In short, it can
be summarised that 1) when dating their creation,
they were based on the earliest extant examples of
jewellery; 2) they mostly interpreted the emergence
of regional groups as a consequence of the arrival
of craftsmen from one of the neighbouring, more
technologically advanced regions; and 3) they often
associated this arrival of foreign craftsmen with one
of the important contemporary historical events. In
the second part of the paper, I confronted these three
aspects with the results of more recent research.

Regarding the first aspect, today it is quite clear
that the preserved archaeological record cannot be
considered as an immediate and faithful image of
the past reality. With few exceptions, early medi-

8 Ungerman 2021, esp. pp. 126-147.
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pitanjem koristenja luksuznog nakita na odredenom
mjestu i u odredeno vrijeme. Drugim rije¢ima, od-
sutnost takvog nakita u arheoloskim nalazima (kao
na primjer u Moravskoj u 8. stoljecu) ne treba au-
tomatski tumaciti kao dokaz da ga tada nije bilo. S
pravom mozemo pretpostaviti da je luksuzni nakit
postojao, osobito kada imamo dokumentirane doka-
ze o postojanju drustvene elite.

Drugi aspekt najmanje je sporan. Smatramo da
je elitni nakit u srednjoj Europi uglavnom izradivan
po narudzbi, pri ¢emu bi klijent od obrtnika narucio
specificne komade i osigurao mu potrebnu kolici-
nu plemenitog metala za izradu. Proces usvajanja
vjestine izrade nakita morao je biti jednako izravan
kao i kontakt izmedu kupca i proizvodaca, te su Se-
grti napredne zanatske tehnike, poput granulacije ili
filigrana, savladavali isklju¢ivo uz mentorstvo maj-
stora. TeSko je zamisliti druk¢iji nacin Sirenja tih
vjestina u regiji u kojoj proizvodnja sofisticiranog
nakita jo§ nije bila prisutna osim dolaskom zlatara
iz drugih zemalja ili tako da su lokalni obrtnici ste-
kli znanja u inozemstvu. O samim obrtnicima, stra-
nim i domaé¢im, medutim, ne zna se gotovo nista,
jer na grobljima nije moguce identificirati njihove
grobove.” U nastojanju odredivanja podrijetla tih
navodnih stranih majstora, jedino na §to se mozemo
osloniti jest sveobuhvatna stilisticka analiza pripa-
dajuce regionalne skupine.

Treci aspekt odnosi se na Siroko rasprostranje-
nu tendenciju u arheologiji ranog srednjeg vijeka
u srednjoj Europi da se arheoloski otkriveni feno-
meni povezuju s vaznim povijesnim dogadajima.
U slucaju gore analiziranih regionalnih skupina
luksuznog nakita, takav pristup postaje problema-
ti¢an, jer sacuvani pisani izvori pruzaju informacije
tek o majem dijelu tadasnjih dogadaja. U odnosu
na povijesne dogadaje koji su oblikovali proslost,
zeljeli bismo istaknuti jo§ jednu vaznu ¢injenicu, a
ona se odnosi na dugotrajno postojanje ranosred-
njovjekovne aristokracije, Ciji su ¢lanovi odrzavali
medusobne kontakte (diplomatske odnose, vojne
saveze, brakove itd.) ¢ak i na velikim geografskim
udaljenostima. Zahvaljuju¢i tim kontaktima, svi-
jest o novoj modi luksuznog nakita mogla se brzo
Siriti, osobito ako je ta moda potekla iz najrazvi-
jenijih centara tadasnjeg svijeta, poput Bizantskog
Carstva. Kontakti medu ¢lanovima aristokracije bili
su dio svakodnevice, pa kronicari tog vremena nisu
smatrali nuznim zabiljeziti ve¢inu tih kontakata, po-

% Vidi Ungerman 2020a, str. 179—180.

eval jewellery of fragile construction has survived
to the present day only if people chose to bury it
in a grave with the body of a deceased member of
the community or as part of a hoard hidden in the
ground. Both practices — depositing grave goods
and depositing hoards — are culturally conditioned,
i.e. people in a given region at some point adopted
them, began to practice them more widely, and af-
ter a longer or shorter time abandoned them. How-
ever, both customs have no direct connection with
whether or not luxury jewellery was used in a given
place and time. In other words, its absence in the
archaeological record (e.g. in Moravia in the 8th
century) cannot be unthinkingly interpreted as evi-
dence of its absence in contemporary living culture.
Especially if we have documented the existence of
a social elite, we can reasonably assume the use of
luxury jewellery.

The second aspect is relatively the least prob-
lematic. In my opinion, elite jewelry in Central Eu-
rope was mainly made to order, when the client or-
dered the manufacture of specific pieces of jewelry
from the manufacturer and supplied him with the
necessary amount of precious metal. The learning
process had to be just as direct as the customer’s
contact with the manufacturer, where the apprentice
learned from his master — there was no other way
to acquire the know-how to produce jewellery dec-
orated with granulation, filigree, and other sophis-
ticated jewellery craftsmanship techniques. There
are not many other ways to imagine the extension
of the necessary know-how to a region in which
demanding jewellery production has not yet been
practiced, than the arrival of jewellers from a for-
eign land or lands, or that, on the contrary, domestic
craftsmen gained experience abroad. However, we
know almost nothing about the craftsmen them-
selves — whether foreign or domestic — because
we cannot identify their graves in the cemeteries.®
When searching for the country of origin of those
supposed foreign masters, we are dependent only
on the overall stylistic analysis of the relevant re-
gional group.

The third aspect is part of the tendency — widely
spread in Central European early medieval archae-
ology — to connect archaeologically discovered
phenomena with significant historical events. In
the case of the regional groups of luxury jewellery
analysed above, such a procedure is problematic

8 Cf. Ungerman 2020a, pp. 179-180.
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gotovo kada je rije¢ o regijama na granici tada po-
znatog civiliziranog svijeta, poput Velike Moravske
ili Poljske u 10. stoljecu.” Postojanje aristokracije
i njezina potreba za luksuznim nakitom stoga spa-
daju u dugotrajne fenomene, Sto predstavlja dodatni
argument protiv povezivanja nastanka regionalnih
skupina nakita s politickim dogadajima. Naravno,
moguce je da je sudbinu aristokracije u odredenoj
regiji znacajno oblikovao dramatic¢an politi¢ki pre-
okret, poput propasti Velike Moravske pocetkom
10. stolje¢a. Medutim, iz Sire perspektive, promjene
u prirodi arheoloskih izvora imaju mnogo veci zna-
¢aj za nase razumijevanje luksuznog nakita.

Prikazana studija rezultat je istrazivackog
projekta ,,Unutar velikomoravskog nakita. Inter-
disciplinarna istrazivanja, analiticka ocuvanje i
dokumentiranje proizvodnje nakita s lokaliteta
Mikul¢ice i Staré Mésto” (program NAKI III, br.
DH23P030VV020) provodi Institut za arheologiju
Ceske akademije znanosti, Brno, i Moravski Muzej
u Brnu.

7 Ungerman 2021, str. 150.

already because the preserved written sources in-
form us only about a small section of contemporary
events. Compared to the history-making events, I
would therefore like to emphasize another thing —
the long-term existence of the early medieval nobil-
ity, the members of which maintained contacts with
each other (diplomatic relations, military alliances,
marriages, etc.), even over considerable geographi-
cal distances. Thanks to them, the awareness of the
new fashion in luxury jewellery could spread quick-
ly, especially if it came from the most advanced
centres of the known world at the time, such as the
Byzantine Empire. At the same time, contacts be-
tween members of the aristocracy took place quite
normally, they were part of everyday life, so con-
temporary chroniclers did not consider it necessary
to record the vast majority of them, especially when
the region in question lay on the borders of the then
civilized world, which was, for example, Great
Moravia or Poland in the 10th century.” The exist-
ence of the aristocracy and its demand for luxury
jewellery thus belong to long-lasting phenomena —
this is another argument rather against connecting
the emergence of regional jewellery groups with
events in political history. Of course, it could hap-
pen that the fate of the aristocracy in a region was
fundamentally affected by a dramatic political up-
heaval, such as the demise of Great Moravia at the
beginning of the 10th century. Seen from a broader
perspective, however, changes in the character of
the archaeological record are far more important for
our understanding of luxury jewellery.

The presented study is the output from the re-
search project ‘Into the Great Moravian jewellery.
Interdisciplinary research, analytical conservation
and documentation of jewellery production from
the Mikul¢ice and Staré Mésto sites’ (NAKI 111 pro-
gramme, No. DH23P030VV020) implemented by
the Institute of Archaeology of the Czech Academy
of Sciences, Brno, and the Moravian Museum in
Brno.

" Ungerman 2021, p. 150.
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