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A PRELIMINARY STUDY OF A RARE FIBULATYPE (THE SO CALLED
ALTMARK FIBULAE) FROM THE LA TENE CEMETERY OF CSEPEL

Attila HORVATH M.

HORVATH M., Attila. Predbezna $tadia k zriedkavému typu spon (spony typu Altmark) z laténskeho
pohrebiska v Csepeli. V roku 1870 boli odkryté pozostatky viacerych keltskych hrobov na lokalite Bécsi
domb v Soproni. V druhom hrobe bol, okrem naramkov a paru spon s dracou hlavi¢kou, objaveny novy
typ spony so samostrelovym vinutim a terc¢ovitou patkou. Lajos Marton v rokoch 1933 - 1934 pomenoval
tento novy nalez ako spona typu Altmark. Ilona Hunyady neskor spomenula tieto nalezy vo svojej praci
v roku 1944 a stanovila, Ze pravdepodobne stvisia s miinsingenskym typom spon a ich vyskyt moze byt
datovany do 4. storocia pred Kr. Mikl6s Szab¢ sa tiez zmienil o tychto sponach v roku 2005. V roku 1996
prezentovala Erzsébet Jerem typ Altmark ako moznt paralelu k sponam s otvorenym vinutim, ktoré boli
objavené na v¢asnolaténskom pohrebisku Neufeld an der Leitha v Burgenlande. Tieto spony spolu s d’al-
§imi predmetmi datovala do LT A. Ziadna d'al3ia analégia tohto typu nebola z tizemia Mad'arska dosial
znama. Preto je velkym prekvapenim nélez Styroch spon typu Altmark, ktoré boli pocas rokov 2004 a
2006 objavené na pohrebisku z LT B - C v Csepeli. Jeden z tychto nalezov bol dokonca retiazkou spojeny
so sponou s dracou hlavickou.
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In the gravel pits around Bécsi domb, Sopron, clay vessels, iron and bronze items were
found in the beginning of the 1870s. Most of them got lost, but one of the finds was noticed
by the painter and art collector F. Storno Jr. who acquired the goods of several graves in 1872,
1878 and 1879 for his collection.

The collected findings were published by F. Pulszky in the 1880 issue of Archaeologiai
ErtesitS. He identified the findings as goods of a male burial (iron spear head, scissors, cut-
ting knife/Ger. “Hiebmesser”, iron fibulae and an iron object folded into a rectangular shape)
and one or more female burials (bronze bracelets, bronze fibulae: a pair of a dragon head
tibulae linked with a chain, a disc-footed applied plate fibula and a Duchov type fibula with
profiled bow; PL. I: 1). F. Pulszky (1881, 153-155, P1. XXII-XXIV) presented drawings of several
ornamented ceramic vessels. Whether they are from previously presented or other destroyed
graves cannot be decided, just as in the case of the only mentioned bracelets.

F. Pulszky deals in detail only with the animal head fibulae and the plated fibula with a
crossbow spring structure (Ger. Armbrustfibel), the latter being the base topic of my paper. He
concludes that these crossbow type fibulae are mostly common in Northern Germany. They
differ, however, in the plated foot and wide bow (Pulszky 1881, 154, P1. XXIV: 2a-b). Other
graves were excavated at Bécsi domb, Sopron, in the 1880s, published by L. Bella (1889, 361-
366), yet no other fibulae were found which would be similar to those mentioned before.

L. Marton published the findings from Sopron in the 11" issue of Archaeologica Hunga-
rica in 1933, presenting the Celtic findings of Hungary. He identifies the previously mentio-
ned crossbow fibula as a variant of the Altmark type of Northern Germany, yet he mentions
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that the dating is uncertain, since this type was still in use in the Middle La Tene period in
Northern Germany. He adds that this fibula type stands as a foreign piece in the line of in-
land findings, while the accompanying finds and the objects from other graves (Dragonhead,
Certosa and Duchov type fibulae) are well known and from the Early La Téne periods, and
their origin can be traced back to the Hallstatt era (Mdrton 1933, 17, 18, kép. 2). A year later,
he identified the findings from Bécsi domb as Altmark type fibulae (Mdrton 1933-34, 110, Taf.
XXXIX).

I. Hunyady mentions the fibula in her work in 1944 and concludes that the piece from
Bécsi domb is the only one we know of the Altmark type from Hungary. She adds that it can
probably be connected to the Miinsingen type, because of the disc-applied foot, and can be
dated to the 4™ century BC (Hunyady 1944, 73). M. Szabé mentions the two fibula types in
2005 and dates the Altmark fibula to the 4™ - 37 century BC (Szabé 2005, 32).

In 1996, E. Jerem presents this Altmark type as a possible parallel to the open work bronze
fibula found in the Early La Tene cemetery in Neufeld an der Leitha, Burgenland, which she
dates with other findings to the La Téne A period (P1. I: 2, 5; Jerem 1996, 105-107, Abb. 7).

No other specimen of this type had been found in the area of Hungary until 2004, when a
pair of fibulae was unearthed during the preliminary excavations in one of the Celtic burials
from La Tene B, similar to the one found in Sopron (P1. I: 3; Horvdth 2016, 143, PL. 3: 3).

On the north edge of Csepel Island, a total of 900 stratigraphical units were registered
during the archaeological excavations prior to the building of the Central Wastewater
Treatment Plant of Budapest (Hung. Csepel-Szennyviztisztité) between 2004 and 2008. Among
those units, besides several different prehistoric cultures (Ludanice, Bell-beaker-Csepel
group, Nagyrév), a part of a La Téne D and a medieval settlement were unearthed.

The excavation of the Celtic cemetery took place in 2004 and 2006 by the Prehistory and
Migration Period Department of the Budapest History Museum, together with my fellow
colleagues Anna Endrédi and Borbala Maraz, who sadly passed away last year (Horvith
2005, 177-187; Horvdth/Endrédi/Mardz 2007, 216-232)

A total of 107 units belonged to the La Téne B - C cemetery in Csepel. From those units
more than 80 proved to be graves, most of them robbed. The rest were robber pits, stray finds
or empty grave pits. The findings could be dated between the late 5* and early 2™ century
BC, the periods from the La Téne A2 to the end of C1 (PL I: 4, 5).

The Celts buried on Csepel Island undoubtedly came to the Carpathian Basin from
Transrhenane Gaul colonies, the Vienna Basin or perhaps Moravian territories, following the
ancient routes alongside the Danube. Their earliest settlements were limited to the Middle
Danube region on both sides of the river, beginning at the end of the 5" century BC. Such
were the Sopron-Krautacker and Pilismarét-Basaharc cemeteries which can be dated to the
period between the late 5" and early 2™ century BC, from the end of the La Tene A to the be-
ginning of C1 (Szabd/Borhy 2015, 15-19). The cemetery of Csepel belongs to the same horizon,
although it is possible that the community of Csepel was somewhat different from the neigh-
bouring areas, which shows mainly in their burial rites and their development (Horvith 2016,
142, 143).

That they lived here before and after the Balkan campaign (280 - 279 BC) is certain. Whether
the men of the tribe took part in the campaign, we don’t know. We cannot outrule the possi-
bility that the smaller number of male burials in the cemetery is due to the fact that they took
part in the campaign, and a good part of them did not come back home. However, this is just
a hypothesis because this disproportion is also present in the later burials.

The findings in the cemetery imply far-reaching connections. The peoples and cultures
from the west, east and southeast that later populated the Carpathian Basin finished their
migration on several occasions in the vicinity of the Danube or the Hungarian capital. But in
most cases, so to speak, the river did not separate but rather connected these peoples with
different origins, as it is discernible in the case of the Early Bronze Age Bellbeaker and Nagy-
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rév cultures found in Csepel. They often incorporated the motifs of the newfound people or
those arriving from other directions into their original material culture.

This cultural fusion can further thrive by trade. It is not surprising, therefore, that apart
from the trade connections with various distant lands, such as the Balkan, the Mediterranean
areas, the Eastern Alps or the territories north to the Danube, contacts with the local peoples,
such as the Scythians living on the Great Hungarian Plains, are also discernible in the Celtic
cultural cycle, mostly in periods after the Balkan campaign.

In La Tene B, in the archaeological evidence of the Celts who settled on Csepel Island,
besides their original cultural characteristics, a southern connection is evident, whether their
warriors took part in fights or not.

The most conspicuous connection is perceptible in the female clothing, especially in the
beads (P1. II: 1-8). The most spectacular among them are without doubt the amphora-shaped
beads, which are present in almost every early female inhumation burials. Coral, glass, am-
ber and opaque beads are also common to find. The supply routes of these prestige objects
in those times are more or less outlined today. The amphora-shaped beads, for instance, had
been known in ancient Greece in the 6" century BC (Rustoiu 2015, 365; Rustoiu/Berecki 2015,
118, fig. 10) In the early periods, beads could be made of various materials, often of precious
metals. Golden specimens were found in Ohrid-Gorna Portan, Macedonia, from grave no.
167, dated to the 6™ - 5" century BC (David 2017, 26, 31, K44). Their heyday and wide sprea-
ding took place undoubtedly in the 4™ century BC. Most of them were made of glass by this
time, and the products of the Macedonian workshops arrived from the Mediterranean areas
mostly through today’s Croatia-Bosnia-Slovenia, while the products of the workshops in the
Pontic Region came from the direction of the Lower-Danube, Transylvania, and on the Danu-
be waterway into the centre of the Carpathian Basin (Bleci¢ Kavur/Kavur 2016, 248; Horvith
2017, 53, 54, tig. 3; Rustoiu 2015, 369, 370, fig. 3). However, concerning other beads such as
coral and amber, we have to take into account the significance of the Adriatic region, Italia
and the already existing Amber Road.

The other conspicuously southern elements among the archaeological content of the Cel-
tic cemetery of Csepel are the kantharoi. Majority of the kantharoi found in the Carpathian
Basin are local-made products, and either imitations of the Hellenistic shapes, such as the
one found in the female burial grave no. 179 in Csepel (Horvith 2015, 254-256, fig. 9: 1, 2.), or
the incorporation of local vessel types and foreign forms, such as the pseudo-kantharos with
anthropomorphic handles found in the male burial grave no. 149 (Horvdth 2015, 253, 254, tig. 6:
1-9), which is also one of the most prominent finds in the whole cemetery. The handles of this
latter, handmade, obviously funerary vessel form a pair of human shapes with their bodies
arching backwards, climbing on to the rim. We know of only two objects of this vessel type
from the East-Celtic culture cycle. One was found in Blandania, Transylvania (Rustoiu/Egri
2011, fig. 20), the other was found here in Csepel.

The replicas of the Hellenistic kantharos with two handles and small pedestal are present
in the Celtic culture as soon as the La Téne B2a period, while the other variants with anthro-
pomorphic handles appeared in the middle of the 3™ century BC. Both types became wide-
spread at the La Tene C1 period.

The knowledge of the kantharos types and appearance of certain motifs into the local
milieu indicate the existence of southern connections. However, in this case it is not due to
the resumption of former trade routes but rather because the Greek or Etruscan motifs were
somehow known to the makers of these vessels, and the elaborated arching human figures
with raised hands were widespread in those regions. This is interesting because we do not
know any original specimen from the Central Danube area.

The picture is much more complex in the case of the metal clothing items found in graves.
Southern connections are discernible here, such as the engraved rings or the animal head
and Duchov type fibulae. In the case of other fibulae types, however, the west and east alpine
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regions played a much more prominent role. Primarily the Hallstatt traditions are evident,
be it a bronze ring ornamented with concentric circles, a bird shaped bronze fibula or an iron
or bronze Certosa type fibula.

In 2004, during a trial excavation, a pair of linked fibulae was unearthed from this cultural
context, much similar to the one found in Sopron. One of them was a dragon-head fibula
while the other were fragmentary remains of an Altmark type fibula. The spring device and
the disc foot is missing from the Altmark type, only the plated bow and the catch plate rema-
ined for identification. (Horvdth 2016, 143, P1. 3)

Grave No. 160 (original number Stratigraphic Unit 2004/1V/88; Pl. III: 1-3)

Anirregular rectangle shaped grave pit, with almost vertical walls narrowing downwards
and straight, slightly uneven bottom. According to the anatomical placement of the goods, it
was an inhumation grave, although the only human bones that remained were pieces of the
forearms inside the seven bracelets, originally three on the left arm, and four on the right.
Between the bracelets, a bronze ring, and a vertically placed dragon head fibula were also
found. The latter was linked with a highly corroded bronze chain to the remains of a plated
fibula, which nearly oxidised beyond recognition, and was placed back to the grave horizon-
tally.

Sizes: L: 200 cm, W: 90 cm, D: ? cm, Relative depth: ca. 30 cm. Orientation: NW-SE.

Grave goods: Coral, glass and amber beads; remains of an Altmark type fibula with bronze
chain and needle, and various smaller fragments; a bronze dragon head fibula; seven bronze
bracelets; a snake-headed bronze ring; fragment of an iron knife and a whetstone (Inv. No.:
2011.14.4375-4396; P1. 1V: 1-10; VII: 1, 2).

The grave was found in the middle section of the cemetery, among a group of inhumation
graves. The grave no. 153 (2004/1V/81) was 40 cm to the left, while grave no. 161. (2004/
IV/89) was 120 cm to the right, both with similar orientation.

The complete excavation conducted in 2006 revealed a new unit, which we first believed
to be a robbed skeleton inhumation grave. However, after a closer examination I realised,
that this small oval pit on the south edge of the cemetery, found among a group of north-
-south oriented La Téne B graves, cannot be a burial.

Stratigraphic unit No. 276 (P1. V: 1-8)

Shallow oval pit with a small circular nook in the middle. The first findings came to light
during the initial deepening of the surface, and were treated as stray finds. A heap of further
findings were discovered during the deepening of the pit in secondary position inside the
nook. We took the idea of the pit being a cenotaph into consideration, but the human bones
found among the heap excluded this possibility. It is much more likely that these findings are
from the nearby graves that were robbed not long after the burial, and these discarded items
were hidden or buried again after the act of robbery.

Sizes: L: 133 cm, W: 81 cm, Relative depth: 9 cm. Diameter of the middle nook: 62 cm,
depth from the bottom of the pit: 10 cm. Orientation: E-W (260 - 80 degree). The homogenous
filling is brown, its eastern end intersects with unit 277, which is N-S oriented, and only a
wire torques and a ceramic jar were found in it.

Goods: beads (coral, amphora, amber and glass beads of various colours, as well as blue
and a yellow glass eye bead), three Altmark type fibulae, remains of three bronze plates with
punched circle decoration (Inv. No.: 2012.6.468-490; P1. VI: 1-10; VII: 4-10).

The findings from the units mentioned above fit well into the early period of the cemetery.
The heyday of the prominent findings, such as the previously described beads, bracelets and
the snake head ring can be dated to 4™ century BC, as well as the dragon head fibulae, which

/110/



Vedeckd stiidia / Original Research

the scholarly opinion believes to be products of local workshops. (Bozic 2015, 1; Szabo 1974,
85; 2005, 113-115).

However somewhat chronological problems could emerge with dating and origin of the
Altmark fibulae. As we could see earlier, E. Jerem (1996, 105, Abb. 10) collected from Central
Europe the possible parallel types of the bronze fibula found in the cemetery of Neufeld an
der Leitha, Burgenland. The piece found in Sopron was mentioned among these parallels,
but she also adds that similarities only perceivable in some details, such as the bow or foot,
and no obvious parallel of the form and decoration can be identified. E. Jerem thought that,
similarly to other findings from Lower Austria, the fibulae from Neufeld an der Leitha were
products of an Early La Tene workshop in the vicinity of the site. She dated the findings to
the Early La Tene A period, the 5% century BC (Jerem 1996, 106, 107).

In 2009, B. Terzan dealt with this fibula type in her work concerning the piece found in
Vace, Slovenia. She stated that the fibula found in Vace was made after an Early La Tene
schema, with an artistic frame in the form of a lyre or a harp (P1. VIIIL: 6). Similar, but less or-
namented specimens are known from Vace and various other sites in Slovenia, and as their
closest parallel, she mentions the one found in Neufeld an der Leitha (Terzan 2009, 91, Abb.
1). Based on their form, these fibulae belong to the Altmark-Kowalowice type, which were
mostly found in the territories of Silesia, Lower Saxony and Pomerania. Besides that, occasio-
nally they occur in Salzkammergut, Burgenland and, of course, in Slovenia. The fibulae can
be dated to the Early La Tene period (LT A), and they are contemporary to the Certosa type
and the Doljenska cultural horizon (TerZan 2009, 85, Abb. 1).

M. Cizmat thinks likewise, based on the fibula found in Vykov, Moravia. He also catego-
rises this fibula to the Altmark-Kowalowice group and dates it to the La Tene A period. It is
worthy to mention that he also lists the one found in Sopron and the one from Loretto that
was published by E. Jerem to the same group (CiZmdr 2011, 108, 109, fig. 3; P1. VIII: 5).

Similar pieces are known from the cemetery of Eisfeld in Diirrnberg bei Hallein, which
were also dated to the La Téne A period by the authors (Rabsilber et al 2017, 597; P1. VIII: 2-4).

M. Gedl collected the fibulae found in Poland from this period in the 14" issue of Préhis-
torische Bronzefunde. In his work, he devotes a whole chapter to the Kowalowice type (Ged!
2004, 122-129). Among the collected findings there are several fibulae, which are partially
different from the ones previously known in this group. For instance, in the case of Cat. No.
393. Jankowice; 396. Kietrz and 399. Legnica (P1. VIII: 7-9). The backward foot of these speci-
mens occurs in a solid circular form instead of the usual oval and open framework formation
(Gedl 2004, 124, 125, Taf. 63).

In addition, M. Gedl presents a type much similar to the Altmark-Kowalowice group, to
which B. TerZan (2009, 91) also draws attention. This Piekary Wielkie fibula type also has a
bow spring structure, open framework bow and backward foot. However, the foot narrows
in this type, and a rosette ornamented disc was riveted on each of the fibulae found in Pieka-
ry Wielkie, Pierzwin (Cat. No. 420-421), and a plain circular disc was riveted to the one found
in Stara Kopernia (Cat. No. 422; P1. VIII: 10-12). M. Gedl dates the findings of this latter type
to the late phase of Pomeranian culture, at the end of Hallstatt D and beginning of Early La
Tene periods, and identifies them as products of workshops in Lower Silesia (Gedl 2004, 130,
131, Taf. 65). I reckon it is worthy to mention that while every specimen from Poland and the
one from Moravia mentioned above is made of iron, majority of the fibulae found south from
there, including the ones from Sopron and Csepel, are made of bronze.

It ought to be mentioned, however, that no fibulae have been found to this day which
would be completely similar to the ones from Sopron or Csepel. The most likely parallel
is known from grave no. 31 on the cemetery of Oberndorf in der Ebene (Traisental), recen-
tly published by P. Ramsl (2018, 493-502), which the author dates to the transitional period
between the late Hallstatt and Early La Tene period. However, this fibula, in my opinion, is a
transition between the fibulae with an artistic frame in the form of a lyre or a harp specimen
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from Vace, and the previously mentioned specimens from Austria and Moravia. Its simila-
rity to the Altmark type fibulae from Csepel is reflected in the disc applied foot (P1. VIII: 3).

We have to mention that the Altmark-Kowalowice type, as well as the fibula found in
Sopron, are made from one piece, apart from the bow spring structure. The discs, however,
which have different design from the bow, were riveted on the backward foot of the fibula
from Oberndorf and on the specimens from Csepel.

Among the four Altmark type fibulae found on the cemetery of Csepel, the finding from
grave no. 160. is only a fragmentary remain (Pl. IV: 1; VII: 3). The other three specimens
from unit 276 could be reconstructed. The leaf-shaped bows connected to the wide crossbow
spring structure are decorated on their axis and rim with engraved lines, and crosswise lines
on one specimen (P1. VI: 1-3; VII: 4-6).

The form of the catchplate is similar to the ones seen on several piece of the Kowalowice
type. However, the decoration of the discs riveted on the backward foot is largely different
from those. The plates are ornamented between the convex concentric circles with punched
decorations. The rivets remained intact in the middle on both three specimens. Besides the
three fibulae, three fragmented bronze plates were also unearthed from the unit, but their
function and connection to the fibulae remain uncertain. The three punched circle decoration
on each plate is more or less identical to the decoration of the fibulae (P1. VII: 7-10).

The function of the bronze plates is not clear. There were some pairs of fragmentary bron-
ze plates found in the 19 century in Donja Dolina published by C. Truhelka in the 9"issue of
Wissenschaftliche Mitteilungen aus Bosnia Hercegowina. These, if not in their forms, but in
their making and decoration, are closely similar to the findings from Csepel (Truhelka 1904,
Taf. XLI: 1-3; XLIV: 9; XLVII: 29, 30). There were iron remains on the back of these plates, and
two iron straps were riveted on the back of the plates from Csepel. We assume that these
were perhaps used to fasten the plates to the spring structure of the fibulae. To solve this is
still a task ahead of us.

The dating of the findings is an equally problematic task. It seems obvious, and F. Pulszky
and L. Mérton were correct, that the finding assemblage of Sopron and the findings from
Csepel, although excavated much later, come from the Early La Téne cultural cycle. I. Hu-
nyady and M. Szab6 were more accurate when they dated the findings from Sopron to the 4™
and the 4" - 3" centuries BC (Hunyady 1944, 73; Szabé 2005, 32). However, the classification
of the fibulae from Sopron to the Altmark-Kowalowice and Piekary Wielkie types suggests
that these specimens from Hungary are from the La Téne A group. However their burial
must be dated much later, since the accompanying findings of the fibula from Sopron, the
dragon head fibula and a Duchcov type fibula with profiled bow could not have been made
before the middle of the 4™ century BC (BoZic 2015, 1; Bujna 2003, 83, obr. 62; Szabé 2005, 115).
The same applies to the finding assemblage of Csepel, since the accompanying finds (beads,
the dragonhead fibula, the snake head ring and the bracelets) from both units described here
prove the same.

After a closer look we can easily conclude that the specimens from Csepel, despite several
technical and formal similarities, have no completely identical parallel among the fibulae
described above. I believe they were products of a local workshop. Their form closely re-
sembles the Hallstatt traditions, inter alia the so called Fufizierfibel type, but to prove it we
need further large-scale research. However, I am very well-willing to take a chance that the
findings from the Csepel cemetery must be treated as a separate, Altmark-Csepel type of
fibulae.

When I started to work with the fibulae found in Csepel, several questions arose in my
mind. Some of them still remained unanswered, yet I had the opportunity to discuss these
problems with several colleagues during conferences abroad. Many of them mentioned, that
if I had any questions about any fibulae, I should definitely ask Professor Bujna. I took the
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opportunity to do so during the conference held in Klement in 2014, and indeed he provided
me with much valuable advice. I could only hope that I will have plenty of opportunities to
ask him questions again.
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RESUME

Predbezna stadia k zriedkavému typu spon (spony typu Altmark) z laténskeho pohre-
biska v Csepeli

Na zaciatku 70. rokov 19. storo¢ia boli na pohrebisku v Bécsi domb pri Soproni objavené
viaceré keramické nadoby, zZelezné a bronzové predmety. Pocas nasledujacich rokov boli po-
stupne zozbierané nalezy z niekol'kych d'alsich hrobov. Objavené predmety boli F. Pulszkym
identifikované ako vybava muzskych a Zenskych pohrebov. V tejto savislosti sa zaoberal
podrobne sponami so samostrelovym vinutim a stanovil, Ze tieto predmety sa najcastejsie
vyskytuji v severnom Nemecku. L. Marton definoval uvedené spony so samostrelovym vi-
nutim ako variant spony typu Altmark zo severného Nemecka. I. Hunyadi stanovila, Ze tieto
spony mozno s najvacsou pravdepodobnostou prepojit s miinsingenskym typom a datovala
ich do 4. storoc¢ia pred Kr. M. Szab6 sa zmienil o oboch typoch v roku 2005 a datoval typ
Altmark medzi 4. a 3. storocie pred Kr.

Na severnom vybezku Csepelského ostrova prebiehal v rokoch 2004 az 2008 archeologic-
ky vyskum stvisiaci s vystavbou ¢isticky odpadovych vod (Csepel-Szennyviztisztitd). Pocas
neho bolo preskiimané pohrebisko z doby laténskej (LT B - C) a cast sidliska zo stupiia
LT D. Na pohrebisku sa nachadzalo pravdepodobne viac ako 80 hrobov z tohto obdobia, pri-
¢om véacsina z nich bola porusend vykrddanim. Objavené nélezy mozno datovat do obdobia
medzi 4. a 2. storo¢im pred Kr., teda medzi stupeni LT B1 a koniec stupmnia LT C1.
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Kelti, ktori pochovavali na Csepelskom ostrove, prisli pravdepodobne z Moravy cez
Viedenskt nizinu a Zili tu eSte pred expanziou na Balkan (280 - 272 pred Kr.) a urcite aj
potom.

Objavené nalezy poukazuju na dialkové kontakty, ako na Balkan, tak aj do mediterdnnej
oblasti, vychodoalpskych teritérii alebo oblasti vychodne od Dunaja. Najvyraznejsie sa to
prejavuje na zZenskom kroji, najmé v pripade vyrazného vyskytu koralikov. V inhumacnych
hroboch starsich Zien boli objavené amforovité koraliky rovnako ako sklenené, pastézne, ko-
rélové a jantarové varianty. Zaroveti sa v hroboch nachadzali nddoby juzného pévodu, ako
napriklad kantaros.

Kantaros z hrobu 179 (zensky) predstavuje lokalny vyrobok imitujaci helenistické tva-
ry. Pseudokantaros z hrobu 149 s antropomorfnymi uskami predstavuje rovnako adaptaciu
cudzich tvarov. Zname sa len dva nélezy tohto druhu, jeden z Blandiana (Maroskarna) -
Transylvania a ten druhy z Csepelského ostrova.

Omnoho detailnejsi obraz moZno vykreslit prostrednictvom dokladov kovovych prvkov
odevu objavenych v hroboch. V nich dominuje tradicia zo zdpado- a vychodoalpského re-
gionu, najmé z halstatskej kultary. V tomto kontexte bola objavend dvojica spon spojenych
retiazkou (jedna s dracou hlavi¢kou a druha typu Altmark vo fragmentarnom stave). Tercik
na nozicke spony typu Altmark chyba, sticasne je jej ihla a vinutie silne fragmentovana.
Na identifikdciu zostal jedine jej plechovy lacik so zachycovacom. Z plytkej jamy, ktora ne-
mohla byt hrobom, boli vyzdvihnuté nasledovné nélezy: koralové, amforovité, jantarové a
sklenené koraliky roznych farieb, koraliky s modro-zltymi ockami (Augenperlen), tri spony
typu Altmark, zvysky troch trojndsobne dierovanych bronzovych plieskov a spona s pripo-
jenou pédtkou o lacik. Nélezy z tohto celku dobre zapadajt do véasnej fazy pohrebiska.

Na pohrebisku Csepel boli objavené dokopy Styri spony typu Altmark, ciasto¢ne
vo fragmentovanom stave. Okraje a pozdizne osi listovitého lac¢ika, ktoré st spojené so &i-
rokym samostrelovym vinutim, st zdobené rytymi liniami. Teréiky st zdobené koncentric-
kymi kruhmi s razbou po obvode. Okrem uvedenych sp6n boli tiez objavené tri fragmenty
bronzovych plieskov, ktorych funkcia je dosial nejasna.

Zda sa samozrejmé, ze nélezy z Csepelského ostrova st zo v¢asnolaténskeho kultarneho
okruhu (4. alebo 4. - 3. stor. pred Kr.). Rovnako to dokladaja nalezy z prezentovaného celku.
Dosial nebol z inych lokalit objaveny Ziaden predmet, ktory by bol Gplne identicky tomu
z Csepelu a zo Soprone.

Po blizsom zhodnoteni musime konstatovat, Ze ziadny z kaskov prezentovanych v pri-
spevku nie je aplne identicky s tymi, ktoré boli objavené na Csepelskom ostrove. Verim, ze
mozem s istotou tvrdit, Ze ide o vyrobky lokalnej dielne. Vyhotovenie poukazuje na blizke
vztahy na halstatska tradiciu, okrem iného na typ Fufszierfibel, ale k tomu bude este potreb-
nad komplexnejsia stadia. Napriek tomu si myslim, Ze uvedené spony z pohrebiska Csepel je
potrebné klasifikovat samostatne ako typ Altmark-Csepel.

Obrazova priloha

Tab. I. 1 - nalezy zo Soprone, poloha Bécsi domb (podla Pulszky 1881); 2 - typy spon
z Dolného Rakdska a ich paralely (podla Jerem 1996); 3 - par spon z hrobu 160 v Csepeli; 4 -
mapa Budapesti s vyznacenou lokalitou; 5 - plan lokality.

Tab. II. R6zne koralky z keltského pohrebiska v Csepeli. 1 - transparentné zelenkavé am-
forovité koraliky; 2 - koréliky z morského korélu a farebné sklenené koraliky; 3 - jantarové
koraliky; 4 - transparentné modré amforovité koréliky; 5 - transparentné bezfarebné a ze-
lené amforovité koraliky; 6-7 - koraliky rozdielnych typov a farieb; 8 - amforovité koraliky
z morského korélu.

Tab. III. 1-3 - hrob 160. Kresby a snimky hrobu poc¢as vyskumu.

Tab. IV. Nélezy z hrobu 160. 1a-c - fragmenty a rekonstrukcia spony typu Altmark; 2a-b -
spona s dracou hlavickou; 3 - fragmenty bronzového opasku; 4a-d - bronzové nadramky
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z pravého predlaktia; 5a-c - bronzové ndramky z l'avého predlaktia; 6a-b - koraliky z morskeé-
ho koralu; 7 - jantarové koraliky; 8 - prsteti s hadimi hlavickami; 9 - Zelezny n6z; 10 - brasik.

Tab. V. Stratigraficka jednotka 267. Kresba a snimky jednotky pocas vyskumu.

Tab. VI. Nélezy zo stratigrafickej jednotky 276. 1-3a-c - spony typu Altmark; 4-7 - bron-
zové platni¢ky s rozetovym motivom; 5a-b - par bronzovych naramkov; 6a-b - zelenkavé a
modré bikonické sklené koraliky; 8a-b - ZIté a modré koraliky s ockami; 9 - jantarové korali-
ky; 10 - koraliky z morského kordlu; 11 - amforovité koraliky.

Tab. VII. 1-3 - spony a fragmenty bronzového opasku z hrobu 160; 4-6 - spony zo stra-
tigrafickej jednotky 276; 7-10 - bronzové platnicky s motivom rozety a zvyskami Zeleznych
prvkov na chrbte.

Tab. VIII. Analogické nalezy. 1 - Oberndorf (podla Ramsl 2018); 2-4 - Diirrnberg bei
Hallein hrob & 365 (podl'a Rabsilber et al. 2017); 5 - Vyskov (podla Cizmd# 2011); 6 - Vace
(podla Terzan 2009); 7-9 - spony typu Altmark - Kowalowice: 7 - Kietrz; 8 - Domaniowice;
9 - Legnica; 10-12 - spony typu Piekary Wielkie: 10 - Piekary Wielkie; 11 - Pierzwin; 12 -
Stara Kopernia (7-12 podl'a Gedl 2004).
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Pl. 1. 1 - Findings from Bécsi domb, Sopron (after Pulszky 1881); 2 - The fibula types of Lower Aus-
tria and possible parallels (after Jerem 1996); 3 — Pair of fibulae. Grave No. 160, Csepel; 4 - Map of
Budapest with the site; 5 — Map of the site
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PI. 1I. Various beads from the Celtic cemetery in Csepel. 1 - Transparent greenish amphora-shaped
beads; 2 - Coral and colored glass beads; 3 - Amber beads; 4 — Transparent blue amphora-shaped
beads; 5 - Transparent colorless and green amphora-shaped beads; 6-7 - Beads of different types and

colors; 8 — Coral beads turned into amphora shape
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PI. I1I. 1-3 - Grave No. 160. Drawing and photos of the grave, during the excavation
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PI. 1V. Findings from the Grave No. 160. 1a-c - Remnants and the reconstruction of the Altmark
fibula; 2,a-b — Dragon head fibula; 3 - Remnants of the bronze chain; 4a-d - Bronze bracelets from
the right forearm; 5a-c — Bronze bracelets from the left forearm; 6a-b — Coral beads; 7 — Amber beads;
8 — Snake head shaped ring; 9 — Iron knife; 10 - Whetstone
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Pl. V. Stratigraphic unit 267. Drawing and photos of the unit, during the excavation
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PI. VI. Findings from the s. u. 276. 1-3a-c — Altmark fibulae; 4-7 — Bronze plates with rosette decora-
tion; 5a-b — A pair of bronze bracelets; 6a-b — Greenish and blue biconical glass beads; 7a-b - Yellow
and blue eye beads; 8 - Amber beads; 9 — Coral beads; 10 — Amphora-shaped beads
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Pl. VII. 1-3 - Fibulae and remnants of the bronze chain. Grave No. 160; 4-6 — Fibulae of the s. u.
276; 7-10 - Bronze plates with rosette decoration, with remnants of iron elements on their back
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Pl. VIII. Parallels. 1 - Oberndorf (after Ramsl 2018); 2-4 - Diirrnberg bei Hallein Gr. no. 365 (after

Rabsilber et al. 2017); 5 - Vyskov (after Cizmar 2011); 6 - Vace (after Terzan 2009); 7-9 - Altmark

- Kowalowice type fibulae: 7 — Kietrz; 8 - Domaniowice; 9 — Legnica; 10-12 - Piekary Wielkie type
fibulae: 10 - Piekary Wielkie; 11 — Pierzwin; 12 - Stara Kopernia (7-12 after Gedl 2004)
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