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GRAVE PIT MODIFICATIONS AND WOODEN STRUCTURES IN THE GREAT
MORAVIAN GRAVES AND THEIR INFORMATION POTENTIAL FOR COGNITION
OF THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE OF THE GREAT MORAVIAN SOCIETY

UPRAVY HROBOVYCH JAM A DREVENYCH KONSTRUKCIi VE VELKOMORAVSKYCH HROBECH
A JEJICH INFORMACNI POTENCIAL PRO POZNANIi SOCIALNi STRUKTURY VELKOMORAVSKE
SPOLECNOSTI

MaRIAN MazucH, MAREK HLADIK

Abstract

Archaeological sources provide a wide range of information to help understand the social structure of human socie-
ty in the past. In this paper, the authors deal with the information potential of grave pit modifications and wooden
structures in graves at burial sites in the central region of Great Moravia (southeast Moravia, southwest Slovakia).
The goal at this point is to define the basic hypotheses and describe the methodological basis along with the research
methodology. The authors treat the sources holistically, which means that one of the methodological foundations is the
claim that the properties of the whole are not a simple sum of its parts. This means that all recognized elements of the
funeral rite and their mutual relations and functions are the center of attention of this research. The primary basis for
the research is the assumption that the presence of various wooden structures or wooden burial receptacles in the gra-
ves of the Great Moravian period is a common cultural occurrence. It further tests the hypothesis that there was intent
behind choosing of these different wooden structures and grave pit modifications and their usage, as well as a potential
differentiation based on age or gender in the frequency, quality and selection of these modifications/arrangements and
structures. The main methodological tools are statistical and GIS analysis and the results are compared with published
findings from the wider Central European region.

Keywords
Early Middle Ages, Great Moravia, Mikulcice, burial sites, graves, grave pits, burial pits, wooden structures, funeral
rite, social structure, GIS, statistics

Introduction

Understanding the structure of society based on ar-
cheological material is one of the hardest tasks of the
entire field. Every member of society was a composite
of various social identities. The degree of societal organi-
zation is also, up to a certain point, reflected in its burial
rites (Binford 1971, 235). This is why studying the legacy
of past societies has been heavily intertwined with this
cultural phenomenon since the first half of the 20™ cen-
tury (see Krekovi¢ 1993, 6). Archeological material re-
lated to the burial rites was therefore one of the methods
used in this work as well. When examining the burial rite
and (re)constructing the social structures we are limited
primarily by the quality and character of archaeological
resources. It is important to note that these are remnants
of a “dead” culture, which went through the process of
transformation/archeologization (see Neustupny 2007,
47; Neustupny 2010, 38; Pearson 1999, 4). We can there-
fore only reconstruct an ideal model of social standing of
the buried individual in the contemporary society based

on the burial rite (i.e. we can construct a model of the
studied situation but we cannot fully reconstruct the true
situation, since it no longer exists). This model may not
reflect their true standing in everyday life in the social

Location of the study area on a map of Europe.
Poloha studovaného mikroregionu na mapé Evropy.
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Fig. 1. Map of burial grounds, forming the source basis of the presented research on the Czech and Slovak Republic.
1 — Prusanky ,,Podsedky*, 2 — Nechvalin ,,Homole®, ,,Nivky*, 3 — Borovce, 4 — Bieclav-Pohansko, 5 — Cej ¢ “Nad hibi-
tovem”, 6 — Divaky “Padé¢lky nad humny”, 7 — Ducové “Kostolec”, 8 — Dolni Véstonice “Na piskach”, 9 — Mikul€ice
“Panské”, 10 — Muténice “Hrubé Kapansko”, 11 — Rajhrad, 12 — Rajhradice “U sypky”, 13 — Skalica “Kopecnica”,
14 — Staré Mésto “Na Valach, 15 — Strazovice “Chrastovec”, 16 — Uherské Hradisté “Horni Kotvice”, 17 — Uherské
Hradisté “Sady”, 18 — Velké Bilovice “Od Cejkovic”, “Ulehly*, 19 — Velké Hostéradky — “Pod Lipinami”.

Obr. 1. Mapa pohiebist, tvoricich pramennou zdkladnu prezentovaného vyzkumu na tizemi Ceské a Slovenské repu-
bliky. 1 — Prusanky ,,Podsedky*, 2 — Nechvalin ,,Homole“, ,, Nivky*, 3 — Borovce, 4 — Breclav-Pohansko, 5 — Cejé
“Nad hrbitovem”, 6 — Divaky “Padeélky nad humny”, 7 — Ducové “Kostolec”, 8 — Dolni Véstonice “Na piskach”,
9 — Mikulcice “Panskeé”, 10 — Muténice “Hrubé Kapansko”, 11 — Rajhrad, 12 — Rajhradice “U sypky”, 13 — Skalica
“Kopecnica”, 14 — Staré Mesto “Na Valach, 15 — Strazovice “Chrastovec”, 16 — Uherské Hradisté “Horni Kotvice”,
17 — Uherské Hradisté “Sady”, 18 — Velké Bilovice “Od Cejkovic”, “Ulehly*, 19 — Velké Hostéradky — “Pod Lipina-

mi”.

structure. We have to proceed under the assumption that ~ Means of research, spatial and temporal delimi-
the contents and structure of the grave and other archeo-  tation

logical descriptors reflect the social standing of an indi-
vidual in society (for an example, see Pearson 1999, 72-
94). But we cannot unconditionally accept the claim that
burial practices passively reflect the abstract concept of
society and the social structure. In many societies, burial
does not directly confirm social status (Pearson 1999;
Williams 2005). Every person has multiple distinct so-
cial standings, which are not always equally relevant in
every situation, burial being one of them (Brather 2004,
11). Conclusions about the social organization of soci-
ety therefore remain only at the hypothesis level (abstract
models of real social relationships, see Krekovi¢ 1993, 8).

In the title of this paper, we revealed the primary fo-
cus, which we hope will help us reveal much about the
social structure of the Great Moravian society. These are
the modifications/layouts and appearances of grave pits
and the wooden structures inside which were found and
documented in archeological excavations of burial sites.
We are going to focus on one aspect of the burial rite,
which is related to the structure of the grave itself as well
as the manipulation of the body during the burial ritu-
als. We treat the sources holistically, which means that
one of the methodological foundations is the claim that
the properties of the whole are not a simple sum of the
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Fig. 2. Investigated area of the closest economic hinterland of Mikul€ice on the middle reaches of the Morava River.
Circles with a radius of 7 and 10 km conventionally define presumed borders of the hinterland. 1 — sites dated since 9™
to the first half of 10" century, 2 — sites dated since second half of 10" to 12™ century.

Obr. 2. Zkoumana oblast nejblizsiho hospodarského zazemi MikulcCic na strednim toku reky Moravy. Kruznice
s polomeérem 7 a 10 km definuji konvencné predpokladanou hranici zazemi. 1 — lokality datované do RS3, 2 — lokality

datované do RS4.

parts. This means that all recognized elements of the fu-
neral rite and their mutual relations and functions are the
center of attention of this research. Beside attributes such
as the dimensions and finishing of the grave itself, these
are the items found in the grave (clothing, weapons, char-
ity items etc.) and also the recognizable and measurable
anthropological characteristics of the skeletal remains of
the individual.

If our primary goal is to interpret the function and
meaning of the various grave pit patterns and wooden
constructions in relation to the vertical and horizontal
social relations, then the only worthwhile sites are those
where the remains of wooden components and other de-
tails were studied in detail and where the methodology
stayed the same throughout the excavation. Therefore
we mainly used burial sites uncovered by the MikulCice
branch of the Institute of Archeology ASCR — Brno,
which fulfill the above-mentioned conditions, in our
quantifications — Prusanky — “Podsedky” and Nechvalin
— “Nivky”, “Homole” (Fig. 1). Part of the conclusion
should be a comparison and interpretation of our new

overall model in relation to other sites where enough
documentation allows it. The comparison is done through
analysis of published excavations or finding reports of the
following sites — Velké Bilovice — “Od Cejkovic” and
“Ulehly”, Rajhrad, Rajhradice — “U sypky”, Cejé¢ — “Nad
hibitovem”, Mikul¢ice — “Panské”, Velké Hostéradky —
“Pod lipinami”, Divaky — “Padélky nad humny”, Dolni
Véstonice — “Na piskach”, Strazovice — “Chrastovec”,
Bfeclav — Pohansko (burial ground by the Church 1 at
the Principal Residence), Muténice — “Hrubé Kapansko”,
Staré Mésto — “Na Valach”, Uherské Hradisté — “Horni
Kotvice”, Uherské Hradist¢ — “Sady”, Ducové — “Kos-
tolec”, Skalica — “Kope¢nica”, Borovce and some graves
from the Mikul€ice — “Valy” fort (Fig. 1). Other burial
sites, their parts, or individual graves can be used for
comparison too (depends on the quality and extent of
documentation).

The primary cultural-historical area of interest is the
area including wider hinterland of the Great Moravian
power center Mikul€ice — Valy (Fig. 2). The understand-
ing of societal and also economic relationships in the area
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is one of our long-term research goals. We approach this
from multiple view points, using a wide variety of meth-
odologies. From general approaches, looking for system
behavior patterns in a wider context by using spatial ar-
cheology and geographic information systems (GIS) (e.g.
Hladik 2014 in print), up to analyses of sub-problems
on particular components (settlements and burial sites)
by using statistical and GIS models supported by envi-
ronmental analyses (e.g. Havelkova, Hladik, Veleminsky
2013).

Chronologically, the focus of our attention is the Great
Moravian period when the Mikul¢ice — Valy agglomera-
tion served as a major power center. We are also going
to focus on the period of the collapse of Great Moravia
at the end of the 9" century as well as the following 10™
century. These are manly times of dynamic developments
and geopolitical turmoil in Central Europe. In this we are
going to try to follow the changes in socio-economic rela-
tions using the described methods and create the most so-
phisticated model of the social structure and its influences
behind the events that fundamentally changed the politi-
cal and military history in the following Middle Ages.

Methodological basis

To anchor the created model in a wider methodologi-
cal context, we will try to concisely describe the basis that
formed our choice of methodology (processual vs. post-
processual methods). Another equally important issue is
the explanation and justification of the basic scientific
methods applied in our project (induction vs. deduction).

There are countless ways to analyze a burial rite (for a
summary of the development of methods see for example
Chapman, Randsborg 1981). The following statement
nicely captures the basic starting point, important for this
work: “Each grave is proof of a certain individuality, but
at the same time of the common characteristics shared by
other graves; it is therefore also part of the overall pic-
ture.” (Smejda 2004, 179). In other words, if we want to
understand the burial rite with all its implications and if
we are to understand social relationships, which we as-
sume are reflected / demonstrated in the funeral, we must
focus our attention not only on the individual isolated ele-
ments (grave, item, burial site), but above all on the re-
lationships between these and their functions. This leads
us to find and explain structures in archeological sources
and to find common patterns. In the social sciences, this
approach is characterized by building descriptive social
theories, which describe the phenomena and look for pat-
terns similar to the laws of nature (Ochrana 2009, 58-65).
The methods applied in this research are grounded manly
in processual archeology. Beside the methods used (quan-
tification, statistics, etc.), this is also evident in the way
we try to create a coherent social model of society by ana-
lyzing burial rites. Precisely such a way of understanding
burial sites began to be extensively applied in post-war
archeology swayed by post-processualism (see examples
in Chapman, Randsborg 1981, 6-10).
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Another point of our thesis is the fact that each grave is
the result of an individual event. This means that a grave
(or burial rite) shows the actions of the buried individual,
which may or may not be in line with the actions of soci-
ety as a whole. This leads us to try and understand (per-
sonal) events, which conflicts with the mentioned goal
of explaining (common) trends (Ochrana 2009, 58-65).
This effort to interpret and understand our sources, which
is mainly evident in the final assembly of the coherent
model, leads us to post-processualism. This research is
therefore built on a compromise between the two para-
digms. This is a practice not uncommon in archeology
(see example Redman 1991, 304). We see it as a natural
outcome of the way the marginal or extreme concepts in
both paradigms cause the most problems. On the other
hand, the moderate concepts complement each other well
in the quest to understand a system as complex as human
society (the average structure built on trends) that is made
up of humans (wildly different individuals).

The basic working method, as in the case of the par-
adigmatic foundations discussed above, is influenced
by the nature of archaeological resources and (mainly)
by the complexity of human society. Therefore, we use
a combination of both deductive and inductive research
approaches. This approach again closely reflects the man-
ner of research in the social sciences (see Ochrana 2009,
50). The starting point of the source analysis is to test
the veracity of the presented hypotheses. However, in this
case, they are not mere axioms — premises that need no
proof. It is therefore not possible to deduce conclusions
solely by logic. Empirical verification of the premises is
required, which involves the application of induction.
The goal of this is to find major trends that are direct-
ly dependent on the conditions in the system. After the
analysis, the synthesis method is used to consolidate and
generalize the findings and the conclusions are built up
in theories used in interpreting phenomena (cf. Ochrana
2009, 50).

Research objectives

The main objectives of the research can be summarized
in two categories, empirical-archaeological and cultural-
historical. The first category includes all the functional
objectives of the research. The primary objective is to
create a relational database of graves from specific burial
sites, which will contain all available data in a structured
data model for individual components of the funeral rite.
This database will be implemented in the GIS environ-
ment. Creating a geographic information system, which
will keep primarily vectorized, geo-referenced maps of
burial sites and a database of burial rite attributes, is the
second main functional objective of the research.

The first step to this functional goal of the research is
building up a typology of grave pits and wooden struc-
tures and a subsequent correlation of earlier attempts in
published papers (which are in a few incompatible for-
mats), which in many cases reflect only the state of preser-



vation of the remnants of the wood (and their deformation
after deposition) and thus cannot be considered as distinct
structures. This is the primary purpose of our project and
thus the problem of its description will form the basis
for further research. Beside unifying the terminology, its
purpose is to distinguish the finish of the graves and the
wood structures, which serve an unknown purpose and
are put in the grave before the burial and burial caskets
(“coffins” '), which would contain the body during the
rite (example of a grave including some coffin remains,
Fig. 3). These categories are often mixed, although field
observations allow for a distinction of functional details
(but only when using the correct procedure for field re-
search and suitable soil conditions, see below).

The second cultural-historical objective is concerned
with the main, object goals of the research. The result
should be an interpretation of the purpose of the various
grave, wood structure types in the social (gender, age and
contained item distinctions), spiritual (the burial ritual,
the burial process and other — summary by Lutovsky
1998; van Gennep 1996), geographical (if the grave is
local or if it says something about the whole Great Mora-
vian situation), and chronological (is it found only dur-
ing the Great Moravian era? Can the different types show
a clear chronology?).

The last objective is to contribute to the knowledge
of the manner and form of burials, specifically in relation
to the geographical distribution of mound burial sites,
the problem of possible distortion of the true state due
to anthropological interference in the relief (the presence
of wooden structures in mound graves, which show at-
tributes of a flat grave in its preserved state). As for the
wealth distinctions in the Great Moravian populace, there
can be a comparison between the grave structures in out-
lying areas near MikulCice, its periphery and in the burial
grounds of the Mikul¢ice — Valy power center itself.

Methodology

The methodology, which we are going to use, is pre-
sented in the following points.

1. Critical analysis of available sources.

2. Critique of the state of knowledge (e.g. elimina-
tion of artificially distinguished ,,types* of graves, which
are determined based only on the documented preserved
state, which is subject to deformation, partial preservation
etc. during archeologization; for more details see below).

3. Creation of a data model (Rulf 1993), analysis of
entities and qualities (relational database — Neustupny
2005; 2007).

4. Description and spatial anchoring of gathered data
using GIS software (ArcGIS 10.2).

Prehled vyzkumu 54-2, Brno 2013

Fig. 3. Demonstration of grave pit with the bottom modi-
fications and the remains of a wooden coffin construction
— PruSanky, grave No. 564.

Obr. 3. Ukazka hrobové jamy s upravami na dné a zbytky
konstrukce drevené rakve — Prusanky, hrob ¢. 564.

5. Statistical analyses, quantification of gathered data
in the whole list of the various tracked attributes to find
what is typical and what is exceptional (determining a set
of similar and different features of the model — Statistika
10 software). The variability of the burial rites as well as
the number of documented sources and their preservation
form the basis for selecting the statistical method used in
the synthesis of data. We are going to use multidimen-
sional statistical methods to reveal latent trends (hidden
non-measurable variables that show the variability and
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interdependence of variables) and relationships. This
will allow us to clarify the initial number of characters,
tracked and investigated phenomena and processes, and
thus make it easier to interpret the archaeological sources
(reducing the n-dimensional space to 2- or 3-dimension-
al, cf. Hebak, Hustopecky 1987, 385; VanPool, Leonard
2011, 286). Specifically, based on the determined types of
graves and wooden structures in relation to the other doc-
umented attributes (grave depth, orientation, size, con-
tained items, wood used, age and gender of the deceased,
etc.) we are going to run a cluster analysis and principal
component analysis to find dependencies and incidence
of attributes to find clusters of attributes that are often
seen together. These results are also going to indicate
whether chronological relationships exist, e.g. whether
some attributes of the graves show a clear distinction be-
tween the Great Moravian era and its end, that is the so far
very hard to distinguish first half of the 10" cent.

6. Implementation of the results of statistical analyses
in GIS: spatial distribution of graves belonging to each
cluster defined during the cluster analysis, and the dis-
tribution of entity factor scores (graves), the individual
factors (of the principal components) determined during
the principal component analysis.

7. Testing of the preliminary models by applying the
newly gleaned archeological data, comparison to appro-
priate locations (if documented enough) outside the solu-
tion bounds.

8. Archeological interpretation — formulating a new
model.

State of knowledge and tested hypotheses

The topicality of addressing grave finishes and wood-
en structures in Great Moravian graves is due to the fact
that the studies of burial sites, in which those detailed
observations happened and were documented, have gone
unpublished for many years (and only recently has there
been a “release” of data for further scientific study) and
others are still waiting to be published. It is important to
show the presence of diverse types of wood or even cof-
fins in graves of this era as a common cultural occurrence
and remind others that it is important to expect those dur-
ing excavation and adjust their methodologies according-
ly. Another hypothesis is the existence of an intent that
led to the use of the differing graves and wood structures
as well as the possibility that age or gender affect the se-
lection and quality. Last but not least, it is helpful to pre-
sent the wide variety of detail on the sometimes complex
wooden structures as further proof of the skill of Great
Moravian wood crafters.

Based on the newly developed typology of the form
(shape) of grave pits and wooden structures (including
the reconstruction of their original form and function)
the existing division in the published literature should be
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corrected. Efforts to describe and typify archaeological
expression in many cases only reflect the state of pres-
ervation of wood component traces, i.e. their diverse de-
formation during archeologization. As one of only a few
places, a grave is, given its character and creation, im-
pacted only by post-depositional n-transformations (see
Machacek 2001, 13-17), if we also count the zoogenic
and phytogenic disturbance. Given that some authors (not
only in the case of graves) still do not take into considera-
tion the very strong effects of post-depositional processes,
the existing published attempts to establish types of grave
pits or wooden structures cannot be automatically accept-
ed as reflective of reality. In many cases, the underesti-
mation or ignorance of archeologization leads to pseudo
types, especially due to n-transformations. At first glance,
it seems clear but many neglect the fact that the utility of
a source is mainly dependent on whether the mentioned
phenomenon really existed in reality and how it was af-
fected by the passage of time. Only its state of preserva-
tion determines whether it will be recognized during an
excavation and even that is diminished by many factors
during an excavation. In other words — archeology some-
times sees pseudo models, types, reconstructions that oc-
cur when one misplaces confidence in what is preserved.
The biggest risk for theoretical work is then carried by
accepting conclusions from other researchers without the
ability to verify their methodologies and by taking pri-
mary data from documentation (cf. Mazuch 2012, 71-74).

Only empirical experience with field research of
graves and repeated practice on a wide variety of de-
tails allows one to filter out events that are the result of
n-transformation, from phenomena that truly reflect the
original, historical appearance. A good illustration of this
problem is reconstructing the appearance of the vari-
ous wood structures in graves and their relationships to
the elements around them or the chronology of the site.
Capturing the original form of wood components in the
graves next to n-transformation is primarily dependent on
specific soil conditions at that particular location, which
determine the degree of possibility of recognizing the rel-
ics of wooden structures. The second essential require-
ment is clearly a very cautious approach when removing
sediments from the grave and tracking details that may
help in reconstructing the original situation at the time
of the funeral. Compared to the first condition, this is
a completely subjective input that significantly affects the
outcome of any general interpretation, quantification and
comparisons.? Much of the research of the Great Mora-
vian burial sites is older — documentation in these cases
usually does not address the grave pits or details in grave
backfill (they mostly capture items in the grave and some-
times anthropological data), further research may have
been conducted by less experienced staff, in limited time-
frame or with limited capacity. For this reason it is one of
the objectives of the project to draw attention to the full
range of observations and details that might frequently go
unnoticed during the excavation.



Thanks to suitable soil conditions in some burial sites
in SE Moravia, studied by Mikul¢ice branch of the In-
stitute of Archaeology ASCR Brno, a sufficient number
of graves uncovered, a great observational talent and ex-
traordinary spatial conception and diligence of the former
technician R. Skopal, who directly led or participated in
these studies, we have an information base of nearly ideal
soil conditions. It is going to serve as a sort of “manual”
of the variety of things that need to be heeded when ex-
cavating graves, but above all to determine a typology of
grave structure. As mentioned earlier, it is a solid base for
conducting analyses of relationships between them and
other cultural relics found when studying graves. This
base is the main point of the first part of the project, one
of its functional goals.

The above two conditions preliminarily show that the
share of wooden structures (or clear traces of their origi-
nal existence) in the graves of the Great Moravian burial
grounds reaches 50% or more (for example Prusanky I,
11 49%, Cejé 60.4%, Mikulgice — “Panské” 66%, Velké
Bilovice 46.6%). If we add the impact post-depositional
processes and a certain percentage of human error or in-
experience of personnel in the field, we come to the as-
sumption that the wooden structures in the graves were
more common than graves without them in the culture of
Great Moravia. In the case of Mikul¢ice — “Panské”, most
of the 34% of graves with no wood components were ei-
ther graves of children, in alcoves, or very shallow graves
(with no or poor burial equipment) and graves with non-
standard positions of the bodies (occurring commonly on
the edges of burial sites). In other cases it may be young
settlement graves without any equipment (thus chrono-
logically undifferentiated), occurring to some extent in
the Great Moravian burial grounds. The point is that stan-
dard adult burials are in the vast majority into graves with
wooden structures. If this is not just a local phenomenon,
then this finding (documented in a well conducted exca-
vation in favorable soil conditions) probably best reflects
the undistorted historical reality. Wooden structures in
the graves (the timbering of grave pits and burial boxes
— coffins — see note. 1, Fig. 4) were entirely typical and
a normal part of the material and spiritual culture of Great
Moravia. The aim of further research will therefore be to
find out what different kinds and types mean and whether
their existence and representation show any dependen-
cies.

Conclusion

As mentioned in the introduction, the starting point to
the functional goals of the research is to develop a typol-
ogy of the grave pits and wooden structures in the graves.
The problem of description and typology of these two
cultural expressions form the basis for further research.
This issue of grave pit finishing and of wooden struc-
tures of the Great Moravian period has not yet been given
a separate detailed study, but in virtually every mono-
graph documenting some of the larger Slavic early medi-
aeval burial sites, this phenomenon is given at least some
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Fig. 4. The remains of the dead, committed in a box to the
specific grave pit with extended corners; wood residues
are manifested in the form of uneven thin lines of rusty or
brown colors, that reflect the original contour of the box,
deformed by post-depositional processes — MikulCice
“Panské”, grave No. 56.

Obr. 4. Pozustatky mrtvého uloZeného v rakvi ve spe-
cifické hrobové jamé s rozsirenymi rohy,; zbytky dreva,
napadené drevokaznou houbou, se projevuji v podobé
nestejné sirokych linii rezave ¢i hnéde barvy, které odrazeji
puvodni obrys rakve, deformované postdepozicnimi pro-
cesy — Mikulcice ,, Panské *, hrob ¢. 56.

attention (examples Hruby 1955, Dostal 1966, Méfinsky
1985, Klanica 2006, Staiia 2006). Whether in these cases
of the individual descriptions of graves or direct attempts
at a typology of grave structure, there has not yet been
a comprehensive critical evaluation of this cultural phe-
nomenon, or a correction of what is the result of the pro-
cess of archeologization and the actual variation of the
structures in the graves. Already at the beginning of our
research, the typological division of grave finishes in the
publications mentioned, but also elsewhere, or only the
specific descriptions of graves and the remains of struc-
tures in them, appears to be misleading, false or inciden-
tal. Any statistical evaluation of the data therefore car-
ries a risk of significant distortion. Most attention to the
grave pits and wooden structures in the graves probably
came in the case of the monographs of M. Hanuliak about
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the Great Moravian burial grounds in Slovakia in the 9*
and 10" centuries (Hanuliak 2004), where the author fo-
cuses on quantifying the links of each type of grave and
its finishing to burial equipment or anthropological as-
sessment. Even here, however, it lacks an analytical and
critical part, which would define the terms of each type or
variant, which could then be useful in further study, sta-
tistical analyzes and interpretations of any dependencies
(either in terms of geographical, social, chronological,
and others). M. Hanuliak’s work, although it studies the
Slovakian region and adopts individual examples without
criticism from other publications, still deals with an issue
that is the subject of our research.

The typology developed by M. Hanuliak, which best
fits the facts in field research, forms the basis for our clas-
sification of grave pits in the case of floor plan layouts.
It is only slightly modified. This division defines some
grave pit types that are found only in isolated cases and
their share to the whole is essentially negligible. From
a practical point of view, based on our detailed assess-
ment (which exceeds the goal of this article and will be
part of the final monograph) the range of grave pit types
can be narrowed basically down to 5 types, other cases
are mostly marginal. However, this is a system open to
further discoveries, which may of course change our cur-
rently established quantifications for the different types.
We propose a completely new typological series in the
case of the types of grave pit modifications and bottoms,
including the description and classification of wooden
structures and coffins in the graves.

The various finishes of the bottoms and walls of the
grave pits are the direct consequence (proof) of some
types of wooden structures in the grave (burial chamber),
biers or coffins. There is a clear organic interdependence
of the material aspects of the burial ceremony and grave
pits and various wood components in the graves, with
the area of human thought and behavior concerning the
last things of man on earth. The proposed classification
and categorization of wood components in the graves and
an attempt to reconstruct their appearance is now, at the
time of writing, a subject of our research. The initial hy-
pothesis shows that the existence of wooden structures
in the Great Moravian graves (particularly their coffins)
is a quite specific cultural expression and that this burial
practice was apparently quite common in the Great Mora-
via, probably much more common than burial in grave
pits with no wooden support structure.

This paper has been created with the support of the GA CR project,
registration number 13-20936P.

1. A coffin is usually defined as a receptacle used for storing
the deceased as well as their transport to the grave. In the case of the
Great Moravian graves, we find that the wood boxes lack the ability to
transport the body as we find no preserved bottom. All evidence points
to them being built in the grave before the ceremony. Something else
must have been used to transport the body there. Because of these find-
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ings, the term coffin is disputable. However, for clarity, we are going to
use the term coffin to refer to the bottom-less box that contains the body.

2. An indisputable example of the severe impact of various ap-
proaches to field research on the amount of recovered data on wooden
components of graves is evident in the correlation of areas of individual
researchers to the number of seasons where the excavation uncovered
wooden components in graves in the Rajhrad burial site. In some sea-
sons, the proportion of wood components found were in the tens of
percent, while in others, where the research was conducted under dif-
ferent leadership, the grave description contain virtually no mention of
wooden structures. This difference unfortunately exactly corresponds
with the boundaries of explored sections in individual research seasons.
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Resumé

Poznani socialni struktury spolec¢nosti na zaklad¢ ar-
archeologického badani vibec. Kazdy ¢élen spole¢nos-
ti byl socialni osobnosti slozenou z rtiznych socidlnich
identit. Stupen/aroven organizace spolecnosti mize byt
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do urcité miry reflektovand i v pohiebnim ritu (Binford
1971, 235). Proto je zkoumani odrazu socidlni struktury
v archeologii od prvni poloviny 20. stoleti vyrazné spoje-
né s timto kulturnim fenoménem (viz Krekovi¢ 1993, 6).
Archeologicky material souvisejici s pohfebnim ritem je
prostiedkem vyzkumu i v ptedkladané praci. Pti zkouma-
ni pohiebniho ritu a pii (re)konstrukci socialni struktury
jsme v archeologii omezeni v prvni fad¢ kvalitou a cha-
rakterem archeologickych pramenti jako takovych. Je
potieba si uvédomit, ze jde o prameny ,,mrtvé kultury,
které prosly zanikovou transformaci/archeologizaci. Na
zakladé pohiebniho ritu tak mizeme rekonstruovat jen
urity idealni model socidlniho postaveni pohiben¢ho
¢loveéka ve spolecnosti (tzn. konstruovat obraz o urcité
skuteCnosti, a ne rekonstruovat skuteCnost, kterd uz ne-
existuje). Ten vSak nemusi reflektovat jeho redlné posta-
veni v kazdodennim zivoté v ramci socidlni organizace
spole¢nosti.

Vnazvupredlozené prace jsmeuvedli primarni prostie-
dek, pomoci kterého se budeme snazit hledat co nejvic in-
formaci o socidlni struktufe velkomoravské spolecnosti.
Jde o upravy hrobovych jam a dievéné konstrukce, které
se pii archeologickych vyzkumech velkomoravskych po-
hrebist’ podafilo zachytit a zdokumentovat. Budeme sle-
dovat jednu specifickou slozku pohiebniho ritu, kterd na
jedné stran¢ pfimo souvisi s konstrukei hrobu, a na strané¢
druhé nés zaroven informuje i o zpisobech manipulace
s mrtvym télem pfi pohfebnich obfadech. K pramentim
ptistupujeme z holistického pohledu, to znamena, ze jed-
nim z nasich prvnich vychodisek je tvrzeni, ze vlastnosti
celku nejsou jednoduchym souctem vlastnosti jeho ¢asti.
Proto jsou prostfedkem naSeho vyzkumu vSechny roz-
poznané prvky pohiebniho ritu a jejich vzajemné vztahy.
Mimo atributy souvisejici s rozméry a upravou hrobové
jamy jde o celou hrobovou vybavu pohtbenych (soucasti
odévu, zbrang€, milodary apod.) a také o vSechny rozpoz-
natelné a meéfitelné antropologické charakteristiky kos-
ternich poztstatkll pohibenych.

Pokud je tedy nasi primarni snahou interpretovat fun-
kci, vyznam a smysl specifickych tprav hrobovych jam
a dfevénych konstrukei v hrobech ve vztahu k vertikalni
i horizontalni rovin¢ socialnich vztahli, mohou byt za-
kladem analyzy pouze hroby z vyzkumt, kde dochézelo
k detailnimu rozliSovani vSech zbytkt dfevénych kom-
ponent ¢i nejruznéjSich zasah do hrobové jamy a kde
byl postup a metodika vyzkumu jednotna po celou dobu
odkryvu a dochdzelo k detailni dokumentaci téchto jevu.
Proto ke kvantifikacim budou pouzity pfedevSim pohie-
bisté zkoumana mikul&ickym pracovistém ARU AV CR.
Dalsi pohtebisté, jejich ¢asti, nebo jednotlivé hroby, bu-
dou vyuzity pouze ke komparacim (viz Obr. 1).

V kulturné — historické roviné mizeme primarni ob-
last naseho z4jmu oznacit jako S§ir§i zdzemi velkomo-
ravského centra Mikul€ice — Valy (Obr. 2). Pochopeni
socialnich ale i ekonomickych vztah v tomto prosto-
ru je jednim z naSich dlouhodobych vyzkumnych cilt.
K problematice pfistupujeme z vice hledisek s vyuzitim
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Sich pohledt, hledajicich zdkonitost v chovani systému
v SirSich souvislostech pomoci nastroju prostorové ar-
cheologie a geografickych informacnich systémut (napf.
Hladik 2014 v tisku), az po analyzy parcialnich problému
na konkrétnich komponentech (sidlisté i pohiebisté) s vy-
uzitim statistickych a geoinformacnich modelt, podporo-
vanych environmentalnimi analyzami (napf. Havelkova,
Hladik, Veleminsky 2013).

Z casového hlediska je v centru nasi pozornosti vel-
komoravské obdobi, kdy aglomerace MikulCice — Valy
plnila funkci nadkomunitniho centra. Definované otazky
budeme sledovat i pro obdobi kolapsu Velké Moravy na
prelomu 9. a 10. stoleti a také pro nasledujici 10. stoleti.
Tedy v obdobi dynamického vyvoje a vyraznych geopo-
litickych zmén ve stfedni Evropé. Takto se pokusime sle-
dovat vyvoj v socioekonomickych vztazich pomoci vyse
definovanych prostiedkli a vytvofit co nejvérohodnéjsi
dynamicky obraz socidlni struktury a jejich projevii na
pozadi udalosti, které v zasadni mife formovaly social-
ni, politické i vojenské dé&jiny v nasledujicich periodach
sttedovéku.

Zakladni vychodisko, které je rozhodujici pro nasi
praci, dobfe vystihuje nésledujici tvrzeni ,,Kazdy hrob
je dokladem urcité individualnosti, ale soucasné vyka-
zuje fadu ryst, které se pravidelné opakuji na mnoha
dalsich hrobech; je tedy zaroveil soucasti néjaké struk-
tury.“ Smejda (2004, 179). Jinak feteno, jestlize chceme
poznat pohiebni ritus se vSemi jeho souvislostmi a pokud
chceme pochopit spolecenské vztahy, které — jak pted-
pokladame — se ve funerdlnich pramenech odrazeji, de-
monstruji, musime nasi pozornost zaméfit nejen na jed-
notlivé izolované prvky (hrob, pfedmét, pohiebiste), ale,
a to predevsim, na vztahy a funkce mezi témito prvky.
Toto vychodisko nas pfivadi ke snaze hledat a nasledné
explanovat v archeologickych pramenech struktury, resp.
za stalych (stejnych) podminek opakujici se zakonitosti.
Metody aplikované ve vyzkumu tedy nachéazeji své
kotfeny primarné v procesudlni archeologii. Mimo metody
pouzité¢ pii vyzkumu (kvantifikace, statistika, apod.)
odkazuje na procesualni archeologii uz sama skute¢nost,
ze prostiednictvim analyzy pohiebniho ritu se snazime
vytvofit obraz socidlni struktury spolecnosti. Dilezitym
bodem uvedené vychodiskové teze je vSak i tvrzeni, Ze
kazdy hrob je dokladem urcité individudlni udalosti. To
znamena, ze hrob (resp. pohiebni ritus) ukazuje vzdy i na
konkrétni agencii (kondni) jednotlivce, kterd se muze
anebo i nemusi shodovat (podfizovat) s kolektivnimi
(strukturalnimi) projevy ve spole¢nosti. Toto vychodisko
nas potom piivadi ke snaze pochopit a interpretovat
(konkrétnég, osobn¢) udalosti, coz je v protikladu k vyssi
uvedené snaze explanovat z pramenil (obecné, neosobni)
struktury (Ochrana 2009, 58-65). Snaha o interpretaci
a pochopeni pramenti, kterou ve vyzkumu uplatilujeme
predevsim pii findlni tvorbé obrazu, nés ptfivadi k post-
procesualismu. Cely vyzkum je teda postaveny na urci-
tém kompromisnim postoji mezi uvedenymi paradigma-
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ty. V takovém piipad€ se oba pfistupy mohou vhodné
dopliovat pfi snaze o pochopeni tak slozitého systému,
jakym je lidska spole¢nost (obecnd zprimérovana struk-
tura, fungujici na zaklad¢ specifickych a v pribehu casu
se ménicich zakonitosti), kterd navic sestava z tak kom-
plexnich, slozitych a rozdilnych individualit, jakymi
jsou lidské bytosti (osobnost jedince). Zakladni metoda
prace je, podobné jako v ptipad¢ vySe vzpomenutych
paradigmatickych vychodisek, ovlivnéna charakterem
archeologickych pramenti, tedy prostfedkti vyzkumu (to
predevsim) a slozitosti a komplexnosti zkoumaného sys-
tému — lidské spolecnosti. Proto pouzivame pii vyzkumu
kombinaci deduktivniho pfistupu s pfistupem induktiv-
nim. Jde o postup, ktery obecné asi nejvice odpovidé po-
vaze zkoumani v socidlnich védach (viz Ochrana 2009,
50). Ukolem tohoto postupu je nachézet podstatné, za
stejnych podminek opakujici se pravidelnosti. Na zakla-
d¢ metody analyzy je potom pouzita metoda zobecnéni
(syntéza), jsou vyslovované (odvozované) obecné zavery
a z nich poté teorie pouzivané pro interpretaci jevi (srov.
Ochrana 2009, 50).

Hlavni cile vyzkumu mutzeme shrnout do dvou za-
kladnich rovin, empiricko — archeologické a kulturné-
historické. Do prvni roviny mizeme zafadit vSechny
funkéni cile vyzkumu. Primarnim cilem je vytvoreni re-
lacni databaze hrobil z konkrétnich pohfebist, ve které
budou v podobé¢ datového modelu strukturovana vSechna
dostupna data v jednotlivych slozkach pohtebniho ritu.
Tato databaze bude nésledné implementovana do prostie-
di GIS. Tvorba geografického informacniho systému,
ve kterém se budou nachéazet pfedevsim vektorizované,
georeferencované plany pohiebist a databaze atributh
pohfebniho ritu, je druhym hlavnim funkénim cilem vy-
zkumu. Vychodiskem k tomuto funkénimu cili vyzku-
mu je vypracovani typologie hrobovych jam a dievénych
konstrukei a nasledna korelace diivéjsich pokust v pub-
likované literatuie (jez se vyskytuji v n€kolika nekom-
patibilnich podobéch), které v mnoha ptipadech odrazeji
pouze stav dochovani stop po dievénych komponentech
(a jejich rtznorodé deformace v prubéhu archeologi-
zace) a nelze je automaticky povazovat za samostatné
typy/varianty hrobovych uprav ¢i konstrukei. Jedna se
o primarni objekt celého projektu, a proto problém jeho
deskripce a typologizace tvoii jednoznac¢ny zaklad dalsi-
ho vyzkumu. Vedle sjednoceni terminologie jde prede-
v§im o disledné rozliSeni uprav hrobovych jam, dieve-
nych stacionarnich konstrukei, slouzicich k dosud blize
nespecifikovanym tcelim a aplikovanych do hrobovych
jam pfed pohibem, a pohiebnich skiini («rakvi» — viz de-
finice pojmu v textu — pozn. pod ¢arou €. 1), do nichz
bylo télo ulozeno pii vlastnim pohfebnim aktu (ukazka
hrobové jamy s upravami i zbytky dfevéné rakve, viz
Obr. 3, 4). Uvedené kategorie byvaji casto smichdvany,
ackoliv terénni pozorovani toto funkéni rozliSeni zacho-
vanych detail umoziiuji - ov§em pouze pii spravném po-
stupu terénniho vyzkumu a v ptipad¢ vhodnych piidnich
podminek. V mnoha ptipadech podcenéni, ¢i naprosta ig-
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které vznikaji pouze z nepochopeni, ¢i podcenéni n-trans-
formaci, ¢i z ignorace zakladni podminky determinujici
moznosti rozliSeni specifik, ¢i pfimo detaild dfevénych
konstrukei v hrobech (nasledné i interpretace zjisténych
rozdilt a piipadné kvantifikace), jiz jsou principiadlné pra-
v¢ pudni podminky na té které lokalité.

Druha, kulturné — historické rovina nds posouva
k hlavnim, tedy objektovym cilim vyzkumu. Vyslednym
cilem vyzkumu by méla byt interpretace vyznamu exis-
tence odliSnych hrobovych jam, jejich uprav a dievénych
konstrukei jak v roviné socidlni (ve vztahu k pohlavi ¢i
véku zemfielych a k jednotlivym komponentim hrobo-
vych vybav), duchovni (v souvislosti s ritudlem nakla-
dani s mrtvymi a procesem pohibivani — obecné napf.
Lutovsky 1998; van Gennep 1996), tak geografické (jev
uzeji teritoridlné ohraniceny versus obecny kulturni jev
ve velkomoravském prostiedi?), pfipadné chronologické
(je tento kulturni fenomén omezen pouze na velkomorav-
ské obdobi a 1ze detailnéji v rdmci daného obdobi datovat
pomoci jednotlivych typti hrobovych uprav ¢i konstruk-
ci v roving¢ relativni chronologie?). Aplikace ziskanych
poznatkll by téz mohla pfispét k feSeni otazky zpisobu
pohibivani ve velkomoravském prostiedi; konkrétné jde
0 miru zastoupeni mohylovych pohtebist’ a jejich geo-
grafické rozsifeni, resp. o poukdzani na zavazny problém
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mozného zna¢ného zkresleni redlného stavu v disled-
ku antropogennich zmén georeliéfu (otazka ptitomnosti
dievénych konstrukci v ptivodné mohylovych hrobech,
jez maji pii soucasném stavu dochovani atributy hrobt
plochych). Z hlediska otdzek tykajicich se problematiky
socialnich rozdili ve velkomoravské populaci se nabizi
téz srovndni vysledkii poznani $kaly hrobovych tprav
a dievénych konstrukei (a téZ jejich Cetnosti) z vySe uve-
denych pohiebist’ v zazemi mikul€ického hradisté (Ci
z perifernéjSich oblasti) pfimo se situaci na pohiebistich
vlastniho mocenského centra MikulCice — Valy.

Upravy na dné, popf. na sténach hrobové jamy jsou
pfimym dasledkem (dikazem) existence nékterych typt
vydtev hrobu (pohiebni komory), popt. nositek (,,mar®),
¢i ptimo rakvi. I z toho je zfejma organicka provazanost
materidlni strdnky obfadu pohibivani ¢ili hrobovych
jam anejrizngjSich dievénych komponent v hrobech
s okruhem lidského mysleni a chovani, tykajicim se
poslednich véci cloveka na zemi. Jiz ve vstupni hypotéze
se ukazuje, ze existence dievénych konstrukei ve
velkomoravskych hrobech (ptedevs§im vlastnich rakvi) je
zcela specifickym kulturnim projevem a ze tato pohiebni
zvyklost byla zfejmé ve velkomoravském prostiedi zcela
béznou praxi, snad i o mnoho castéj$i nez pohiby do
prazdné hrobové jamy.

55



	1-6_Tiraz_PV54-2
	7-8_Studie_a_clanky_cast
	9-24_Polacek
	25-44_Mazuch
	45-56_Mazuch-Hladik
	57-132_Prochazka_1
	133-140_Machanova_Prochazka
	141-142_Prehled_vyzkumu_cast
	143-294_Stred_1
	295-304_Zpravy_cinnost



