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Editorial

Vazené Ctenarky, ¢tenafi a vsichni, ktefi se aktivné podilite
na podobé¢ ¢asopisu Prehled vyzkumi svymi prispévky, je nasi
milou povinnosti predstavit vaim v kratkosti nové ¢islo ¢asopisu.
Pii této prilezitosti bychom vés radi sezndmili s organiza¢nimi
zménami a soucasné se téz vyjadrili k nékterym novym pravi-
dlim v ramci edi¢ni politiky casopisu.

Zacneme vy$e zminénymi organiza¢nimi zménami. Poc¢inaje
aktudlnim ¢islem doslo k ¢astecné obméné slozeni Redakeni rady
(viz tirdZ ¢asopisu a nase webové stranky: https://www.arub.cz/
prehled-vyzkumu/redakce). Radi bychom proto i zde podékovali
vSem koleglim a kolegynim, ktet{ se na tvorbé Piehledu vyzkumt
do ted’ podileli ¢i v ndsledujicim obdobi podilet budou.

Od ¢isla 65/1 dochézi k sjednoceni terminu uzdvérky pro za-
silani pravekych, stfedovékych a novovekych prispévki do nere-
cenzované ¢asti Prehled vyzkumi na Moravé a ve Slezsku. Dl-
vodi je nékolik: jednak znacnd ¢4st ptispévkii do oddilu Stiedoveék
a novovek byla jiz i dfive doddvana spolecné s prispévky prave-
kymi, jednak formuldf umoznoval zaslani praveékych prispevki
ipouzavérce, coz komplikovalo redakéni prace. Pro ¢islo 65 proto
stanovujeme datum pro odevzdani vSech pfispévkl na 15. unor
2024. Odevzdavani recenzovanych studif se nemeéni a je mozné je
posilat v prabéhu celého roku s ohledem na terminy jednotlivych
¢isel casopisu. Od ¢isla 65/1 budeme téz stéle dlislednéji uplatiio-
vat princip provazanosti publikovanych vyzkumi a jednotlivych
archeologickych ndlezli s evidenci v zdkladnim informacnim sys-
tému pro sbér, spravu a prezentaci dat o archeologickych vyzku-
mech, Archeologické mapé Ceské republiky (viz nize). Nagim
hlavnim zdmérem je neustdlé zkvalitiiovani ¢asopisu, zefektiv-
néni redakeni préce a také prispivat k moznosti prehledné, efek-
tivné a dlouhodobé¢ udrzitelné pracovat s veskerymi archeologic-
kymi poznatky v nasi zemi. Proto véfime, Ze se tento trend setkd
u nasich prispévatell a téz u celé badatelské obce s pochopenim.

Cislo 64/2, které nyni drzite v rukou, je jiz tradiéné ¢lenéno
na recenzovanou ¢dst, kterd tentokrdt zahrnuje ¢tyfi ptivodni
studie, na nerecenzovanou ¢dst Pfehled vyzkumii na Moravé a ve
Slezsku za rok 2022, jez poddvé zprévy o vyzkumech, prizku-
mech a ojedinélych nalezech z obdobi stfedovéku a novoveku,
a konecné informativni, rovnéz nerecenzovanou ¢ast Varia.

Po zrueni chronologického ¢lenéni (viz Editorial ¢isla 64/1)
uvodni blok studif tentokrat pokryvé obdobi od neolitu po rany
stfedovék. Recenzovanou sekci otevird prispévek J. Bartika et al.,
ktery Ctendre seznamuje s objevem, nedestruktivnim prazku-
mem a pokusy o interpretaci rondelu ohrazeného dvojitym kru-
hovym pfikopem na jihovychodni Moravé. Nésleduje ¢lanek
P. Wlodarczaka o surovinovych aspektech vyroby Stipané ka-
menné industrie na sklonku eneolitu v Malopolsku. Autor tento
ptispévek dodate¢né (z divodu pozdniho odevzdéni se ho nepo-
datilo zapracovat do predchoziho specidlniho ¢isla) vénuje
L. Sebelovi, kterému je toto téma blizké. Studie T. Zemana pred-
stavuje ndlezy minci juliovsko-klaudiovské dynastie v ndlezovém
fondu naddunajského barbarika. Posledni prispévek z pera
S. Krupi¢kové et al. se vénuje analyze velkomoravskych gombiki
s ohledem na moznou ,,sériovost“ jejich vyroby.

Po tradi¢nim bloku zprdv Pfehled vyzkumi na Morav¢ a ve
Slezsku 2022, zahrnujicim obdobi stfedovéku a novovéku, na-
sleduje rubrika Varia, kterd pfindsi ohlédnuti za vybranymi ak-
cemi poslednich mésictl, a to zejména za ¢tvrtym roc¢nikem
akce Archeologické 1éto, vystavou o stavebnich technologiich

predromanské architektury mikulc¢icko-kopcanské aglomerace
a za konferenci a vystupy projektu SEADDA zabyvajiciho se spra-
vou a uchovavanim dat v archeologii. Posledni pfispévek tohoto
bloku popisuje legislativni proces prohlasovani archeologickych
kulturnich pamatek a archeologickych pamdtkovych rezervaci.

Jak bylo avizovano v uvodu, postupné dochdzi k urcitym
zméndm v edi¢ni strategii naseho ¢asopisu. Potfeba vysvétleni
této strategie nyni vyvstala jako reflexe internich diskusi vede-
nych jak v rdmci vlastni redakéni rady, tak i uvnitf vydavatelské
instituce Casopisu pii prilezitosti posouzeni rukopisu jedné stu-
die analyzujici a zvefejnujici vyhradné nelegdlné ze zemé vy-
zvednuté a na mezindrodnim auk¢nim trhu zpenézené detekto-
rové ndlezy z uzemi ciziho stdtu. Studie nakonec po diikladném
zvazeni riznych argumentu k publikovani ptijata nebyla, proto
nenf ani na$im zdmérem ji zde blize popisovat. Redakce a zd-
stupci a zdstupkyné vydavatelské instituce se nicméné shodli na
tom, Ze je vhodnym impulzem pro formulovani nékterych za-
kladnich kritérii, kterd redakce na prispévky nejen tohoto typu
klade a v budoucnu bude kldst.

Archeologie v celé Evropé se v poslednich dekdddch vypora-
d4va s mimotddnym (a zjevné poidd naristajicim) objemem dat,
kterd jsou ze zemé vyzveddvana zdstupci vefejnosti zejména (ni-
koliv véak vyhradné) pii hleddni pfedmétt detektory kovi, uzi-
vanymi z¢4sti autorizovanymi, z vétsi ¢dsti v8ak neautorizova-
nymi osobami. Tato skutecnost v zdsadni mife ovliviiuje
prakticky vSechny ¢lanky oboru a dnes je jiz zcela evidentni, ze
ma-li byt archeologie vykondvana jako védeckd disciplina, bez
onéch dat se neobejde. Odborné, behaviordlni a systémové as-
pekty, ale téz konkrétni ndlezy a poznatky souvisejici s proble-
matikou detektoringu se dnes promitaji do védeckych studii,
konferenci, vystav a diskusi. Témto tématim je samozfejmeé i ¢a-
sopis Pfehled vyzkumi otevieny, vnimd je jako souc¢dst dnesniho
védeckého diskursu a nebrdni se jeho fundovanym reflexim.

Jsme si védomi, ze neexistuji jednotné, celosvétove ¢i celoev-
ropsky univerzdlné platné legislativni a oborové standardy pro
zachdzeni s ndlezy ziskanymi zdstupci vefejnosti a zejména
tzv. detektorari, ani pro pristup oboru k této ¢asti verejnosti.
Tyto odli$nosti, aniz bychom je chtéli hodnotit, respektujeme.
Proto v ¢asopise Prehled vyzkumi jednoznacné preferujeme pu-
blikace vychézejici z poméri platnych ¢ akceptovanych v Ceské
republice. Tyka se to zejména prvotniho publikovani jednotli-
vych ndlezl. Samoziejmé se nebrdnime fundované diskusi o nej-
ruznéjsich odbornych, pravnich, ale tfeba i spolec¢enskych aspek-
tech tohoto tématu kdekoliv na svété, véetné kritické reflexe
aktudlnich vyvojovych tendenci. Studie majici podobu kvalitné
argumentovaného, myslenkové hlubokého, $irsi spektrum nd-
zoru a literatury reflektujiciho pojedndni, jsme ptipraveni publi-
kovat. Prvotni zvefejnéni v jiné zemi dle tamnich zdkonnych
a oborovych norem nelegdlné vyzvednutych, tamni odbornou
obci nevalidovanych ndlezti nepovazujeme za piipustnou soucast
edicni strategie naseho Casopisu. Vyjimkou mohou byt, vedle
zcela mimotddnych, redakéni radou ad hoc akceptovanych jevi
(napt. nutné upozornéni na nélezy na ¢erném ¢i aukénim trhu,
které by jinak mohly zcela zmizet ze zorného uhlu oboru, a to
prioritné ve formé reportl v nerecenzované ¢4sti Varia), zejména
ojedin€lé nalezy vyuzivané napfi. jako analogie a komparativni
data v rdmci analytickych studif, jejichz tézisté spocivd v archeo-
logickych pramenech ziskanych na tizemi Ceské republiky.
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Realitou oboru je, Ze se bez znalosti ndlezll u¢inénych (ne-
jen) pomoci detektorti kovli amatéry archeologické badan{ neo-
bejde. Dokumentaci a evidenci vSech na nasem tizemi objeve-
nych archeologickych ndlezli pokldddme za potfebnou ¢innost,
ba profesni povinnost archeologickych instituci, ktera vychdzi
z podstaty poslani oboru. Povazujeme tedy za nutné a spravné
indlezy u¢inéné (nejen) detektorafi systematicky podchycovat,
dokumentovat a zprostfedkovat odborné vetejnosti, tedy i pub-
likovat. Uvédomujeme si, ze ndlezy takto specificky ziskané mo-
hou byt zatizeny vétsi ¢i mensi mirou nejistoty a absenci nékte-
rych atributd, které ovliviuji i jejich vypovédni hodnotu. Tato
nejistota ovSem nesnizuje primdrni potiebu evidence, dokumen-
tace a publikovani jednotlivych ndlezii, bez ohledu na formu je-
jich vyzvednuti ze zemé a nédsledného ulozeni. Pfipadné nedo-
statky, kterymi mohou byt tyto ndlezy zatizeny, nejsou divodem
pro to, aby je archeologie vymazala anebo viibec nezanesla na
mapu svych informac¢nich zdrojt.

Redakce ¢asopisu i jeho vydavatelska instituce pokladaji za
dualezité neustdle hledat a uplatiiovat vSechny dostupné pro-
stfedky k zamezeni nicenf{ a ztrat archeologickych dat (nejen
v dtsledku neregulovanych detektordfskych aktivit). Domni-
vame se, ze tato snaha neni v rozporu s potfebami archeologic-
kého poznani (takovy pfistup ani nelze od védecké discipliny
smysluplné oéekavat). Reseni tohoto problému vak jiz nenf
otazkou archeologickou, nybrz obecné spolecenskou, a jeho
b#{mé nemiize tudiz lezet (jen) na archeologii. V Ceské repub-
lice v soucasné dob¢ existuje moznost aplikovani kooperativniho
ptistupu k (nejen) detektordt¥ské vefejnosti, o némz bylo jiz
diive téz referovdno na strankdch Prehledu vyzkumt. Z4dkladni
parametry spoluprdce se zastupci verejnosti jsou vsem odbor-
nym pracovistim znamy a lze je nalézt téz v dokumentech do-
stupnych na strankdch Portdlu amatérskych spolupracovniki
a evidence samostatnych nélezi Archeologické mapy Ceské re-
publiky (AMCR-PAS). Tento portél - na rozdil od ob&as v oboru
i mezi laickou vefejnosti tradovaného mylného vykladu - neni
novou legislativni ipravou (nejen) detektorového hledéni, nybrz
»jen“jednotnou evidencni platformou transparentné dokumen-
tujici jak formalni parametry spoluprace archeologického praco-
visté se zastupci verejnosti, tak zejména podchycujici zdsadni
archeologické parametry ,cesty“ kazdého ndlezu od okamziku
vyzvednuti az po ulozeni v pfislusné odborné organizaci. Jsme
si védomi, zZe tuto eviden¢ni platformu vyuziva zatim jen mensi
¢ast odborné i detektorarské a dalsi laické verejnosti. Na strané
odborné obce ovem existuje téz alternativni moznost evidovat
»tok ndlezi“ od vefejnosti formou standardnich nélezovych
zprav evidovanych v AMCR. V AMCR-PAS Ize jednoduse regist-
rovat téz nalezy, které odborné pracovisté jen prevzalo, aniz by
byly propojeny s konkrétnim amatérskym spolupracovnikem. Do
AMCR-PAS miiZe tzv. badatel (amatérsky spolupracovnik) té%
vklddat nélezy sdm, aniz by (zatim) do$lo k jejich pfedéni do
vefejnych sbirek. Nikoliv v AMCR-PAS, ale formou jednoduché
nélezové zpravy lze v centraln{ evidenci AMCR zachytit té% na-
lezy, které odborné pracovisté pouze zdokumentovalo, aniz by
doslo k jeho predani do nékteré ze sbirkotvornych instituci.

Casopis P¥ehled vzkumil povaZuje za sou¢dst své ediéni po-
litiky dle vyse uvedeného publikovat také ndlezy pochézejici od
y»amatérskych archeologti“ a detektorait. Pokud panuje na
strané¢ dokumentujici a publikujici archeologické osoby vlastni
erudici a empirif ovéfend jistota v otdzce lokalizace mista ndlezu
jednotlivych pfedmétii, povazujeme za potfebné nalezy predkla-
datis témito udaji. Zdraznujeme, ze vjednotlivych publikacich
uvedené lokalizace artefaktl jsou zdsadni odpovédnosti publi-
kujiciho, nese za né ,,odbornou zaruku“. Publikovat l1ze i ndlezy
pochazejici z detektoraiského prostredi s pochybnou ¢i zcela
nezndmou lokalizaci, pfi¢emz je zcela samoztejmou povinnosti
dokumentujici a publikujici osoby na tuto skutecnost vyslovné
anepochybné upozornit. Ani v pripadé takovych predmétti nelze
vyloucit, ze pomoci nékteré z Siroké $kaly néstroja studia arte-
faktt mohou v budoucnu ptispét k posunu poznani v nékterém
z prakticky nelimitovanych témat, jimiz se archeologie zabyva.
Za ptipustnou publika¢ni praxilze v opravnénych pripadech po-
kladat téz ,rozostreni“ mista nalezt do té miry, do jaké ji ptipou-
§ti i samotnd eviden¢ni platforma AMCR-PAS (tedy s viditelnou
lokalizaci pouze na drovni okresu).

Ve vsech uvedenych ptipadech je podminkou zvefejnéni ta-
kovych ndlezi v Prehledu vyzkumi uvedeni zfetelné, transpa-
rentni a snadno identifikovatelné informace o ptivodu jednotli-
vych pfedmétt (tedy, Ze se jednd o ndlez u¢inény mimo kontext
standardniho archeologického vyzkumu). Stejné tak je potfebné
u kazdého nalezu uvddét jeho identifikdtor, tedy bud’ ¢islo
AMCR-PAS, ¢islo terénni akce nebo nélezovou zZpravu v AMCR,
doplnény pripadné téz o inventdrni ¢islo systému sbirkové evi-
dence konkrétni instituce, kam byl pfedmét predan. Je potreba
uvadét identifikator, ktery je v archeologickych eviden¢nich sys-
témech (nikoliv jen v muzejni sbirkové evidenci, protoze evidu-
jeme nejen nalez, ale i aktivitu s nim souvisejici) zpétné dohle-
datelny a ovéritelny, pricemz v téchto systémech musi byt
obsazeny informace, které do budoucna vylucuji zaménitelnost
jednotlivych artefaktii. Pokud se jedna o pfedmét, ktery byl jen
zdokumentovan, musi byt i tato skutecnost u jeho popisu zte-
telné uvedena. Tato kritéria pokladdme za elementdrni odborny
i eticky pozadavek. Jejich nedodrzeni totiz upird oboru i verej-
nosti moznost dodate¢ného ovéreni a kontroly, vyrazné zvysuje
riziko zaménitelnosti a zpétné nedohledatelnosti v zdplavé no-
vych predméttli a vytvari netransparentni prostor evidence a ma-
nipulace s kulturnim dédictvim.

Doufédme, ze v aktudlnim ¢isle opét najdete zajimavé informace
a ze se spole¢né s ndmi budete téSit na vyddn{ ptistiho ¢isla PV.

V Brné, 20. prosince 2023
Baldzs Komordczy, Petr Skrdla, Simon Ungerman a Martina Kudlikové
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Editorial

Dear readers and all those who actively participate in the
form of the journal Pfehled vyzkumu with their contributions,
it is our beloved duty to briefly introduce you to the new issue of
the journal. On this occasion, we would like to introduce you to
the organizational changes and at the same time comment on
some new rules within the editorial policy of the journal.

We will start with the organizational changes mentioned
above. Starting with the current issue, the composition of the Ed-
itorial Board has been partially changed (see the magazine’s im-
print and our website: https://www.arub.cz/prehled-vyzkumu/
redakce). Therefore, we would like to thank all our colleagues who
have participated in the creation of the Research Review up to
now or will participate in the following period.

Starting with Issue 65/1, the deadline for sending prehis-
toric, medieval, and modern contributions to the non-reviewed
section ‘Overview of Research in Moravia and Silesia’ has been
unified. There are several reasons: on the one hand, a significant
part of the contributions to the Middle Ages and Modern Ages
section were previously delivered along with prehistoric contri-
butions, and on the other hand, the form allowed prehistoric
contributions to be sent even after the deadline, which compli-
cated the editorial work. For issue 65, we therefore set the date
for submission of all contributions to 15 February 2024. The sub-
mission of peer-reviewed studies does not change and it is pos-
sible to send them throughout the year, taking into account the
dates of individual issues of the journal. Starting with Issue 65/1,
we will also apply more and more consistently the principle of
linking published research and individual archaeological find-
ings with records in the basic information system for the collec-
tion, management, and presentation of data on archaeological
research, the Archaeological Map of the Czech Republic (see
below). Our main intention is to constantly improve the quality
of the journal, to make the editorial work more efficient, and also
to contribute to the possibility of working with all archaeological
knowledge in our country in a clear, efficient and long-term sus-
tainable manner. Therefore, we believe that this trend will be
met with understanding by our contributors as well as by the
entire research community.

Issue 64/2, which you now hold in your hands, is traditionally
divided into a peer-reviewed part, which this time includes four
original studies, and a non-peer-reviewed part, ‘Overview of Re-
search in Moravia and Silesia for 2022’, which reports on re-
searches, surveys, and unique finds from the medieval and modern
periods, and finally the informative, also unreviewed part Varia.

Since the decision to no longer divide the issue chronologically
(see Editorial of Issue 64/1), the introductory block of studies this
time covers the period from the Neolithic to the early Middle Ages.
The peer-reviewed section opens with a contribution by J. Bartik
et al., which introduces the reader to the discovery, non-destruc-
tive survey and attempts to interpret a roundel enclosed by a dou-
ble circular fosse in southeastern Moravia. The following article is
by P. Wlodarczak on the raw material aspects of the production of
the chipped stone industry at the end of the Eneolithic (Chalco-
lithic) in Lesser Poland. The author additionally dedicates this
contribution (due to late submission it could not be included in the
previous special issue) to L. Sebela, who works closely with this
topic. The study by T. Zeman presents the finds of coins of the
Julian-Claudian dynasty in the find fonds of the Transdanubian

Barbaric. The last contribution from the quill of S. Krupi¢kova
et al. deals with the analysis of Great Moravian gombiks with re-
gard to the possible ‘seriality’ of their production.

The traditional block of reports in ‘Overview of Research in
Moravia and Silesia for 2022’, covering the Middle Ages and the
Modern Period, is followed by the Varia column, which provides
a look back at selected events of the last months, especially the
fourth year of the Archaeological Summer event, an exhibition
on the construction technologies of the pre-Romanesque archi-
tecture of the Mikul¢ice-Kopcany agglomeration and the confer-
ence and outputs of the SEADDA project dealing with the man-
agement and preservation of data in archaeology. The final
contribution of this block describes the legislative process of
declaring archaeological cultural monuments and archaeological
heritage reserves.

As announced in the introduction, certain changes are grad-
ually taking place in the editorial strategy of our journal. The
need for an explanation of this strategy has now arisen as a re-
flection of internal discussions conducted both within the edi-
torial board and within the journal’s publishing institution over
the review of a manuscript of a study analysing and publishing
exclusively illegal detector findings from the territory of a for-
eign country that were collected illegally and monetized on the
international auction market. In the end, after a thorough con-
sideration of various arguments, the study was not accepted for
publication, therefore it is not our intention to describe it in
detail here. The editors and representatives of the publishing
institution nevertheless agreed that it is a suitable impetus for
formulating some basic criteria that the editors apply to con-
tributions not only of this type and will apply in the future.

Inrecent decades, archaeology all over Europe has been deal-
ing with an extraordinary (and apparently still increasing) vol-
ume of data that is collected from the ground by members of the
public, especially (but not exclusively) when searching for ob-
jects with metal detectors, used in part by authorized, but for the
most part by unauthorized persons. This fact significantly af-
fects practically all articles in the field, and today it is quite evi-
dent that if archaeology is to be practiced as a scientific disci-
pline, it cannot do without those data. Professional, behavioural,
and systemic aspects, as well as specific findings and knowledge
related to the issue of detectoring, are today reflected in scien-
tific studies, conferences, exhibitions, and discussions. Of course,
the journal Prehled vyzkumd is also open to these topics, it per-
ceives them as part of today’s scientific discourse and does not
resist its well-founded reflections.

We are aware that there are no unified, universally applicable
worldwide or pan-European legislative and industry standards for
the treatment of finds obtained by members of the public and es-
pecially so-called detectorists, nor for the field’s approach to this
part of the public. We respect these differences without wanting
to judge them. That is why in the journal Piehled vyzkumt we
clearly prefer publications based on the conditions valid or ac-
cepted in the Czech Republic. This applies particularly to the ini-
tial publication of individual finds. Of course, we are not opposed
to a well-founded discussion of various professional, legal, but
also social aspects of this topic anywhere in the world, including
a critical reflection of current development trends. We are ready
to publish a study in the form of a well-argued, deep-thinking,
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wider spectrum of opinions and treatise reflecting the literature.
We do not consider the initial publication in another country of
findings illegally collected and not validated by the local profes-
sional community according to the local legal and industry stan-
dards to be a permissible part of the editorial strategy of our jour-
nal. Anexception could be, inaddition to completely extraordinary,
phenomena accepted ad hoc by the editorial board (e.g. necessary
notification of findings on the black or auction market, which
could otherwise completely disappear from the field’s purview,
preferably in the form of reports in the non-reviewed section of
Varia), especially rare finds used, for example, as analogies and
comparative data within the framework of analytical studies, the
focus of which lies in archaeological sources obtained on the ter-
ritory of the Czech Republic.

The reality of the field is that archaeological research cannot
be done without knowledge of finds made (not only) with the
help of amateur metal detectorists. We consider the documenta-
tion and registration of all archaeological finds discovered on
our territory to be a necessary activity, even a professional duty
of archaeological institutions, which is based on the essence of
the field’s mission. We therefore consider it necessary and cor-
rect to systematically capture, document and mediate finds
made by (not only) detectorists to the professional public, i.e.,
publish them. We are aware that the finds specifically obtained
in this way may be burdened by a greater or lesser degree of un-
certainty and the absence of certain attributes, which also affect
their informative value. However, this uncertainty does not re-
duce the primary need for registration, documentation, and pub-
lication of individual finds, regardless of the form of their collec-
tion from the ground and subsequent storage. Any shortcomings
that these findings may be burdened with are not a reason for
archaeology to remove them or not to include them on the map
of its information sources at all.

The editors of the journal and its publishing institution con-
sider it important to constantly seek and apply all available
means to prevent the destruction and loss of archaeological data
(not only as a result of unregulated detector activities). We be-
lieve that this effort does not conflict with the needs of archae-
ological knowledge (such an approach cannot even be meaning-
fully expected from a scientific discipline). The solution to this
problem, however, is no longer an archaeological question, but
a general social one, and the burden cannot therefore lie (only)
on archaeology. In the Czech Republic, there is currently the
possibility of applying a cooperative approach to (not only) the
detector public, which was also previously reported on the pages
of Prehled vyzkumdu. The basic parameters of cooperation with
representatives of the public are known to all specialist work-
places and can also be found in the documents available on the
website of the Portal for Amateur Collaborators and the record
of individual finds of the Archaeological Map of the Czech Re-
public (AMCR-PAS). This portal - in contrast to the misinter-
pretation that is sometimes handed down in the field and among
the lay public - is not a new legislative modification of (not only)
detector search, but ‘merely’ a unified registration platform
transparently documenting both the formal parameters of the
archaeological workplace’s cooperation with representatives of
the public, and especially capturing the essential archaeological
parameters of the ‘journey’ of each find from the moment of
collection to its storage in the relevant professional organiza-
tion. We are aware that this registration platform is used by only
a small part of the professional, detectorist and other lay public.
On the part of the professional community, however, there is
also an alternative possibility to record the ‘low of finds’ from

the public in the form of standard find reports registered in the
AMCR. It is also possible to easily register finds in the AMCR-
PAS that the professional workplace has just taken responsibility
for without being linked to a specific amateur collaborator. A so-
called researcher (amateur collaborator) can also enter finds
into the AMCR-PAS himself/herself, without (yet) transferring
them to public collections. Not in the AMCR-PAS, but in the
form of a simple find report, you can also capture in the central
records of the AMCR finds that were only documented by the
specialist workplace without being handed over to any of the
collection-forming institutions.

The journal Pfehled vyzkumt considers it part of its editorial
policy, according to the above, to also publish findings originat-
ing from ‘amateur archaeologists’ and detectorists. If there is
certainty on the part of the documenting and publishing archae-
ology person, verified by their own erudition and empiricism,
regarding the location of the find site of the individual objects,
we consider it necessary to submit the findings with this data as
well. We emphasize that the localisation of artefacts mentioned
in individual publications is the fundamental responsibility of
the one publishing them, who bears the ‘professional guarantee’
for it. It is also possible to publish finds originating from a detec-
tor environment with a dubious or completely unknown location,
while it is a self-evident duty of the documenting and publishing
person to draw attention explicitly and unequivocally to this
fact. Even in the case of such objects, it cannot be ruled out that
with the help of one of a wide range of artefact study tools, they
may in the future contribute to the advancement of knowledge
in one of the virtually unlimited topics that archaeology deals
with. In justified cases, the ‘blurring’ of the location of the finds
to the extent permitted by the AMCR-PAS record platform itself
(that is, with visible localization only at the district level) can be
considered permissible publication practice.

In all the cases mentioned, the condition for the publication
of such finds in Piehled vyzkumt is the provision of clear, trans-
parent, and easily identifiable information about the origin of
individual objects (that is, that it is a find made outside the con-
text of standard archaeological research). In the same way, it is
necessary to indicate its identifier for each find, i.e. either the
AMCR-PAS number, the number of the field event or the find
report in the AMCR, supplemented, if necessary, with the inven-
tory number of the collection record system of the specific insti-
tution to which the object was turned in. It is necessary to pro-
vide an identifier that is traceable and verifiable in archaeological
record systems (not only in museum collection records, as we
record not only the find, but also the activity related to it), while
these systems must contain information that excludes inter-
changeability in the future individual artefacts. If it is an object
that has only been documented, this fact must also be clearly
stated in its description. We consider these criteria to be elemen-
tary professional and ethical requirements, because failure to
comply with them denies the field and the public the possibility
of additional verification and checks, significantly increases the
risk of interchangeability and its being untraceable in the flood
of new objects, and creates a non-transparent area of the regis-
tration and handling of cultural heritage.

We hope that you will again find interesting information in
the current issue and that along with us you will look forward to
the publication of the next issue of PV.

Brno, 20 December 2023
Baldzs Komordczy, Petr Skrdla, Simon Ungerman and Martina Kudlikové
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