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Prolog. Zgodnjesrednjeveska
arheologija jugovzhodnoalpskega
prostora: nekoc, danes, jutri

Uvod

Srednjeevropska zgodnjesrednjeveska arheologija (priblizno od
6. do 11. stoletja) je tradicionalno osredoto¢ena na preucevanje
grobi$¢, zakladnih najdb in naselbin. Pregled stanja v
jugovzhodnoalpski regiji (npr. Franck 1854; Reinecke 1899; Smid
1908; pregled pri: Friesinger 1971-1974; Friesinger idr. 1975—
1977; Korosec 1979; Szameit 2000; Eichert 2010; Obenaus 2010)
kaze, da je bilo dolga desetletja tezis¢e raziskav na grobiscih. V
zadnjih dveh desetletjih pa so se zgodile velike spremembe. Del
teh in s tem del »nove« zgodnjesrednjeveske arheologije je tudi
ta zbornik. Da bi posamezne prispevke laze razumeli v SirSem
kontekstu, najprej predstavljamo zgodovino raziskav in pregled
stanja, v nadaljevanju pa Se ostale prispevke.

Z.godovina raziskav

Da bi razumeli stanje raziskav v zgodnjesrednjeveski arheologiji
jugovzhodnoalpskega prostora, moramo poznati njihovo
zgodovino. Ta se zacne z objavo »nenavadnega emajliranega
nakita, ki so ga leta 1853 odkrili delavci ob kopanju gramoza pri
kraju Kottlach v Spodnji Avstriji. Najdbe je objavil Franck (1854)
in si pri tem postavil vprasanji: Kdo so bili ljudje, ki so jim te
najdbe pripadale, in kdaj so ti ljudje ziveli? S tema vprasanjema
je Franck zakoli¢il raziskovalno paradigmo zgodnjesrednjeveske
arheologije na tem prostoru za ve¢ kot stoletje.

V naslednjih desetletjih se je Stevilo podobnih najdb hitro
povecevalo in pocasi se je zarisal obseg pojava. Glavna
raziskovalna naloga do druge svetovne vojne in $e pozneje je
bila opredeliti arheolosko kulturo, ki ji pripada gradivo, pa tudi
njegovo &asovno in etniéno pripadnost. Ze kmalu, $¢ globoko
v 19. stoletju, je bilo o€itno, da predmeti pripadajo zgodnjemu
srednjemu veku. Vendar pa je v skladu s kulturnozgodovinskim
razumevanjem arheoloskih artefaktov (prim. Jones 2003) nastal
spor o etni¢ni pripadnosti ljudi, ki so uporabljali emajlirani
nakit. Nekateri raziskovalci so domnevali, da je pripadal
Slovanom, drugi so njegovi izkljuéni slovanskosti oporekali,
spet tretji so imeli te predmete za dokaz zgodnjesrednjeveske
navzoc¢nosti Nemcev v Vzhodnih Alpah (za pregled za obdobje
do prve svetovne vojne glej Pleterski 2001; za povsem nasprotni
razumevanji do druge svetovne vojne in po njej glej Dinklage
1941a; 1941b; 1941c; 1943; Korosec 1947).

Za opredeljevanje arheoloskega gradiva so se sCasoma oblikovala
naslednja poimenovanja:
» karantanska arheoloska kultura po konotacijah z zgodnjesre-
dnjevesko knezevino Karantanijo (Schmid 1910-1911),
» kottlaska (tudi ketlaska) po istoimenskem kraju in
 karantansko-ketlaska kultura.
V zgodovinopisju so bili nosilci karantansko-ketlaske kulture
oznaceni kot alpski Slovani (Grafenauer 1954; prim. Kahl 2002).
Prostor te kulture, njena najdi$ca (takrat 242) in predmeti so bili
predstavljeni v knjigi P. KoroSec (1979), ki je Ze nakazala razli¢na
obdobja in razli¢ne kulturne razlike znotraj karantansko-ketlaske
kulture. Skoraj soCasno je J. Giesler (1980; 1997 histori¢na
interpretacija; arheoloski del disertacije ni bil nikoli objavljen)
objavil svoj kronoloski esej — predhodni rezultat disertacije —, v
katerem je ob istem gradivu predlagal zelo drugac¢no kronolosko
razlago.
Dihotomija med Koros¢evo in Gieslerjem je razlike med
ostalimi raziskovalci samo poglabljala, kar je nakazovalo, da je
treba diskusijo zgraditi na novih temeljih. Zato je bil na ZRC
SAZU leta 1980 postavljen koncept arheoloske zbirke ZBIVA.
Zbirka podatkov naj bi obsegala povezane podatke o literaturi,

primerjavi s katalogom 242 najdis¢ iz leta 1979. Razlika je
delno posledica na novo odkritih lokacij, v ve¢ji meri pa rezultat
dolgorocnega sistematicnega pristopa k zbiranju podatkov.
Uporaba te zbirke podatkov je na primer ze omogocila analizo
zgodnjesrednjeveskih skupin cerkva (Pleterski, Belak 1995),
vendar njen polni potencial Se zdale¢ ni izkoriscen.

V zadnjih desetletjih je bilo opaziti pomemben premik pri
konceptualnih orodjih: pri¢akovanje, da je mogoce pojem
arheoloska kultura neposredno enaciti z etni¢no identiteto, se je
izkazalo kot neutemeljeno (Brather 2000; Hérke 2007). Danes
izraz arheoloska kultura razumemo kot ohlapno definirano
paradigmo, ki opisuje le znaCilnosti materialne kulture.
Te znacilnosti so lahko razlinega izvora: kronoloskega,
tehnoloskega, gospodarskega, socialnega, verovanjskega (prim.
Klejn 1988; Jones 2003). Ker koncept arheoloske kulture ni
ve¢ nedvoumen, ga stroka opusca. Stoletna razprava, ali je
materialna karantansko-ketlaska kultura pripadala Slovanom,



Nemcem ali celo staroselcem, je bila torej metodolosko napacna
in je dandanes presezena. Osvobojeni tako imenovane nujnosti
etnicnega doloCevanja smo si arheologi zaceli postavljati
nova vprasanja, na primer kako so ljudje ziveli ali kako so se
identificirali (npr. Brather 2002; Losert, Pleterski 2002; Brather
2008; Pleterski 2010a; Pohl, Mehofer 2010).

Ena od metod, ki so bile zasnovane za reSevanje te nove vrste
arheoloskih vprasanj, je bila arheologija mikroregije. Taylor
(1974) je koncal svoje usmerjevalno delo s pozivom k »celostni
arheologiji«, ki naj bi zagotovila celostno razlago pokrajine
in njenega nastanka. To je mogoce doseci le, ¢e jo razumemo
kot zgodovinski zapis, to je pokrajina kot artefakt. Na ta
nacin se na obravnavanem prostoru ze od leta 1978 raziskuje
mikroregija Bled. Tam je bilo dejavnih ve¢ generacij slovenskih
zgodnjesrednjeveskih arheologov, kar je povzrocilo izjemno
koncentracijo raziskav. To je med drugim omogocilo razvoj
metode retrogradne analize zemljiskega katastra (Pleterski 1995)
in vpogled v »vzpon in padec« staroslovanske zupe (Pleterski
2013a).

Drugo podrocje izjemnega razvoja je uporaba digitalnih
orodij, tako imenovane digitalne arheologije (npr. Lock 2003;
Siart idr. 2013; Benardou idr. 2017). Za bliznjo prihodnost
zgodnjesrednjeveske arheologije na obravnavanem prostoru kaze
omeniti predvsem geografske informacijske sisteme (GIS). Od
leta 1990 so nam sistemi GIS v arheologiji omogocili vpogled v
odnose med kulturnimi pojavi (npr. naselja) in njihovim okoljem
(npr. naravnim ali gospodarskim zaledjem) s prej nepredstavljivo
natanénostjo in obsegom (Stan&i¢, Gaffney 1991; Stular 2006;
za pregled metod glej Stular, Eichert 2018). Kakovost uporabe
GIS pa je neposredno povezana s kakovostjo in koli¢ino vhodnih
podatkov. In na tem podrocju se je v minulem desetletju zgodil
strukturni, ze skoraj paradigmatski napredek. Najpomembne;jsi
novi vir podatkov za mo¢no gozdnato ozemlje jugovzhodnih Alp
je tako imenovani zraéni lidar (pregled z bibliografijo v Stular
2011).

Na koncu je treba omeniti osnove za tipokronolosko datiranje.
Ceprav si dana$nja arheologija prizadeva za neposredno datiranje
(metoda s C14, dendrokronologija), je realnost taksna, da vecine
najdis¢ in najdbenih skupkov ni mogoce neposredno datirati
(prim. Gustin 2002). Je pa zgodnjesrednjeveski arheologiji
v jugovzhodnoalpskem prostoru nedavno uspelo vzpostaviti
tipokronologijo za lon¢enino (Pleterski 2010b; glej tam navedeno
literaturo) in nekatere vrste nakita (Pleterski 2013b; glej tam
navedeno literaturo), ki temelji na datiranju s C14.

Stanje raziskav

Kot je razvidno iz zgodovine raziskav, so Se do nedavnega
tako po Stevilu znanih najdis¢ kot tudi po raziskanosti izrazito
prednjacila grobis¢a. Na obravnavanem prostoru jih lahko
razvrstimo v tri velikostne razrede. Dale¢ najstevilnejsa (323
bolje dokumentiranih; vir: zbiva.zrc-sazu.si) so majhna grobisca
z do nekaj deset pokopi (npr. Nowotny 2005; Karpf, Meyer
2010). Poleg teh poznamo le tri srednje velika grobisca z ve¢
kot 300 pokopi: Krungl v Avstriji (Breibert 2015) ter Ptujski
grad (Korosec 1999) in Pristava na Bledu (Kastelic, Skerlj 1950;
Kastelic 1960; Knific 1983) v Sloveniji. Dale¢ najvecje grobisce
je Zupna cerkev v Kranju z ve¢ kot 1000 pokopi (Zgodovina
raziskav v Stular idr. 2013; Pleterski idr. 2016; Pleterski idr. 2017).

To je presenetljiva razlika v primerjavi s sosednjo Panonijo, kjer
so velika grobi§¢a v tem obdobju pogosta (npr. Garam 1995; Kiss
idr. 1996; Kiss 2001; Bardos, Garam 2009).

Tako ni presenetljivo, da je bila osrednja naloga
zgodnjesrednjeveske arheologije od sredine 19. stoletja analiza
grobnih pridatkov. Primarni rezultat teh prizadevanj so
tipokronoloske klasifikacije nakita (Korosec 1979; Giesler 1980;
Eichert 2010; Obenaus 2010; Pleterski 2013b), ki so temelj za
vse nadaljnje Studije. Manj pozornosti so raziskovalci namenili
drugim temam, kot so vpogled v druzbeno strukturo (Pleterski
2002; Eichert 2011), nadregionalne povezave (npr. Knific, Mlinar
2014) ali preucevanje nekaterih vidikov verovanj (Pleterski 2014)
in cerkvene mreze (Sagadin 2008).

Zakladne oziroma depojske najdbe niso tako Stevilne, vendar so
dobro objavljene (npr. Pleterski 1987; Bitenc, Knific 2015; pregled
v Stular 2019). Raziskave zakladov omogo¢ajo tipokronoloske
klasifikacije orozja (npr. Karo, Knific 2015), vpogled v sestavo
orozja in orodja (npr. Pleterski 1987; Curta 2011; Miillerova 2014)
ter celo v denarni obtok (Curta, Gandila 2012).

Naselja so, tako se zdi, kljucni tip najdis¢ za raziskave v
prihodnosti. Do nedavnega so bila na obravnavanem prostoru
znana le maloStevilna zgodnjesrednjeveska naselja, celostne
objave so bile Se toliko redkejSe (izjemi npr. Gutjahr 2006;
Pleterski 2008).
Razlogti¢ivtem, da so zgodnjesrednjeveske naselbine arheolosko
zelo slabo vidne, kar onemogoca sistemati¢no odkrivanje novih
najdis¢. Razloga za slabo prepoznavnost sta dva:
* v primerjavi z naselbinami iz drugih obdobij so najdbe lonce-
nine izjemno malostevilne in
» kovinskih najdb in arhitekturnih ostankov skoraj ni.
To lahko ponazorimo s primerom na blejski Pristavi. Odkritje
zgodnjesrednjeveske naselbine — ki ni bila poskodovana z
modernimi posegi — pod kasnejSim grobis¢em je omogocila Sele
izjemno natan&na poizkopavalna analiza. Sibkost arheoloskega
zapisa je posledica dejstva, da je §lo za stavbe z nadzemnim
podom (Pleterski 2008; Pleterski 2010b). Podoben je primer
modernih izkopavanj najdisc¢a Na Bleku na Krvavcu (Pleterski,
Persi¢ 2008). To, da imajo stavbe nadzemni pod ali hodno
povrsino na nivoju tal, je eden glavnih razlikovalnih dejavnikov
med naselbinsko arheologijo v jugovzhodnoalpski regiji in
sosednjimi regijami, na primer na Slovaskem. Za slednje so
znacCilne zemljanke (nem. Grubenhduser): hodna povrSina
v notranjosti stavb je poglobljena, zato se arheoloski zapis
ohrani mnogo bolje. Jame, podobne zemljankam, najdemo le na
vzhodnem obrobju obravnavanega obmocja (npr. Pavlovi¢ 2017),
a tudi te niso tipiéne (v smislu Salkovsky 2001) in jih ni mogode
tipolosko opredeliti (prim. npr. Donat 1980; Milo 2014).
Druga ovira pri odkrivanju zgodnjesrednjeveskih naselbin
je kontinuiteta poselitve do danes. To velja tako za urbana
sredis¢a, na primer Kranj (Sagadin 2008), Ljubljano, Ptuj,
Gradec (Gutjahr 2007), kot tudi za podeZelje, na primer Bled
(Pleterski 2013a) in Virgen (Tischer 2018). Zaradi sodobne
infrastrukture na teh lokacijah so arheoloske raziskave moc¢no
ovirane in arheoloskega zapisa stavb z nadzemnim podom ali
hodno povrsino na nivoju tal skoraj ni mogoce zaznati. Enaka
usoda je doletela zgodnjesrednjeveske naselbine, na mestu
katerih so bili zgrajeni visokosrednjeveski gradovi (srecne
izjeme: Ptujski grad, Schwanberg, Frauenburg/Unzmarkt). Tudi
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tam, kjer so zgodnjesrednjeveske naselbine rahlo odmaknjene
od dana$njih naselbin, jih je mocno poSkodovalo moderno
globoko oranje (npr. Nova tabla: Pavlovi¢ 2013). Zaradi naStetih
razlogov zgodnjesrednjeveskih naselbin ni bilo mogoc¢e odkriti
niti z uporabo sodobnih tehnik, na primer s sistemati¢nimi
arheoloSkimi pregledi, geofizikalnimi raziskavami ali analizo
zraénih posnetkov.

Izrazito se je Stevilo novoodkritih zgodnjesrednjeveskih
naselbin povecalo $e v zadnjih dveh desetletjih; v Sloveniji je
tak$nih naselbin 47 (vir: zbiva.zrc-sazu.si). To je posledica
obseznih posegov v prostor (gradnja avtocest, komunalne
infrastrukture, stanovanjska in industrijska gradnja) in izboljsav
na podrocju ohranjanja arheoloske dedis¢ine (izkopavanja
velikih povrsin pred gradnjo avtocest in Zeleznic). Vendar
je bila doslej podrobneje analizirana in objavljena Sele slaba
Cetrtina na novo odkritih naselbin, za preostale so na voljo le
strokovna porocila. Te naselbine so za zdaj datirane zelo ohlapno
(pogosto samo kot »zgodnjesrednjeveske«) in ve¢inoma nimamo
podatkov o trajanju, poselitvenih fazah in tipu naselbin. Kljub
temu novoodkrite naselbine Ze spreminjajo naSe razumevanje
zgodnjega srednjega veka. Tako je na primer analiza Stevilnih
datacij s C14 iz velikega naselja Nova tabla prinesla podobo
osupljivo zgodnjega vala novih priseljencev — prepricljivo je
prikazano, da so bili slovanske identitete — Ze v prvi tretjini 6.
stoletja (Pavlovi¢ 2017). To odkritje zahteva nov razmislek o
procesih v 6. in 7. stoletju, predvsem o odnosih med staroselci,
Slovani, Germani in drugimi, ki so si prizadevali prevzeti
vodilno vlogo v jugovzhodnoalpskem prostoru.

Prikaz stanja raziskav lahko zaklju¢imo z ugotovitvijo, da je
zgodnjesrednjeveska arheologija jugovzhodnoalpskega prostora
dosegla stopnjo, na kateri so na voljo vse kljucne sestavine za
odlocen korak naprej v nasem razumevanju raziskovalnega
vprasanja: iz¢rpne podatkovne zbirke, tipokronologija na podlagi
datacij s Cl4, orodja za analiziranje velikih koli¢in podatkov
ter zrela metodologija. Razmere so pripravljene za celovite
sinteticne Studije razvoja in dinamike zgodnjesrednjeveske
poselitve jugovzhodne alpske regije.

Predstavitev prispevkov

Zbornik zaenjamo z analizo omemb Slovanov (Kottowska,
Rézycki) v delu Historiae avtorja Teofilakta Simokata, ki je
v drugi Cetrtini 7. stoletja opisoval vladavino bizantinskega
cesarja  Mavricija (582—602). Prispevek presega erudicijo
zgodnjesrednjeveskih virov klasi¢nega zgodovinopisja, saj poleg
primerjav s sodobnimi viri prinasa tudi analizo leksike.

Sledi serija prispevkov, ki prvi¢ zaokrozeno predstavljajo izbrane
mikroregije na ozemlju danasnje Slovenije (Gustin; Kerman;
Udov¢; Mason), Avstrije (Gutjahr) in Hrvaske (Beki¢); zadnji
prispevek je tematski, ostali so pregledni. Prispevki izjemno
jasno izrazajo »novo« zgodnjesrednjevesko arheologijo: izhodisce
pregledov so odkritja naselbinskih najdis¢, do katerih so prisli
v zadnjih dveh desetletjih v okviru tako imenovanih za$¢itnih
arheoloskih izkopavanj velikih povrsin. Seveda avtorji v prikaze
vkljuCujejo tudi grobisca, a jasen poudarek je na naselbinskih
kjer v tem Casu ni bilo izkopavanj velikih povrsin. Ta razlika med
regijami je najbolj neposreden izraz ze veckrat zapisanega: zaradi

posebnosti arheoloskega zapisa zgodnjesrednjeveskih naselbin
se »nova« zgodnjesrednjeveska arheologija razvije tam, kjer
velike infrastrukturne gradbene projekte spremljajo arheoloska
izkopavanja velikih povrsin.

Nekoliko drugacden je prispevek o pomembni naselbini Divinka
na Slovaskem (Fusek), saj sodi v okvir dolge tradicije slovaske
naselbinske arheologije.

elementi poganskih sveti$¢ (Profantovd), saj ze kmalu lahko
pri¢akujemo kar nekaj tovrstnih objav. Podobno temo s povsem
drugacnim pristopom obravnava prispevek o znakih na dnu
lonc¢enih posod (Ornik Turk).

Zbornik zakljucujejo prispevki, ki obravnavajo »klasi¢ne« teme
zgodnjesrednjeveske arheologije, vendar v to pogosto vnasajo
Stevilne »nove« elemente, predvsem razmisleke o kontekstu.
Taksna sta prispevek o pokopih z ostrogami v slovenskem Podraviju
(Magdi¢) in prispevek o ostrogah tipa »BaSelj« (Machacek,
Pavlovic).

Nekoliko drugace lahko razumemo prispevke o nakitu. To so
Studija o emajliranih zaponkah (Preloznik), o umetnostnem stilu
nakita (Sagadin) ter o nakitu velikomoravske provenience na Ptuju
(Hendrychova). V vseh primerih gre za izjemno poglobljen in
pronicljiv vpogled v temo, ki jo zgodnjesrednjeveska arheologija
raziskuje ze veC kot stoletje. A kljub izjemni tradiciji raziskav
avtorji prinasajo (vsak svoj) svez pogled na temo, kakrsen v
mnogoc¢em pred desetletji ne bi bil mogoc.

V luci predstavljenega stanja raziskav prispevke tega zbornika
lahko vidimo kot nabor »nove« zgodnjesrednjeveske arheologije.
Izrazito nov tip raziskav so mikroregionalne Studije, kakr$ne smo
doslej v zgodnjesrednjeveski arheologiji $teli na prste. Se globlje
v neraziskano vstopata Studiji o poganskih sveti$¢ih in praksah.
Vendar odpiranje novih tem ne bi bilo mogoce brez trdnih
temeljev: »stati na ramenih velikanov«. Zbornik tako prinasa kar
nekaj prispevkov, ki obravnavajo grobis¢a in nakitne predmete.
Poglobljeni prispevki zaokrozajo in nadgrajujejo »klasi¢ne«
teme zgodnjesrednjeveske arheologije in sestavljajo ogrodje, brez
katerega »novi« pristopi niso mogoci.

Kljub razmeroma skromnim ciljem, ki smo si jih uredniki zbornika
zastavili na zacetku, je pred nami znanstvena monografija, po
kateri bodo — po zaslugi avtorjev — bralci zagotovo posegali $e
mnogo let.

Benjamin Stular in Andrej Pleterski
Znanstvenoraziskovalni center Slovenske akademije znanosti in
umetnosti



Introduction

Central European early medieval archaeology (approximately
6™ — 11" century AD) traditionally converged in the study of
cemeteries, settlements and hoards. An overview of the south-
eastern Alpine area (e.g. Franck 1854; Reinecke 1899, Schmid
1908; overview in Friesinger 1971-1974; Friesinger et al.
1975—-1977; Korosec 1979; Szameit 2000; Eichert 2010; Obenaus
2010) demonstrates, however, that until recently the focus has
been mainly on the cemeteries. The last two decades saw the
gradual shift of focus towards settlements. Part of these ensuing
changes, which one might call ‘new’ early medieval archaeology,
is this book. In order to understand individual chapters in this
book in a wider context we are beginning this text by presenting
the history and the state of the art of early medieval archaeology.
This enables a better placement of the following chapters and of
the book as a whole within the context of the present day — and
dare we say future of — early medieval archaeology of this region.

History of research

In order to understand the state of the art in early medieval
archaeology in the south-eastern Alpine region, a brief history of
research must be presented. It begins with the publication of the
‘unusual enamelled jewellery’ found in 1853 by workers digging
for gravel at Kottlach in Lower Austria (Franck 1854). When the
author of publication asked himself the questions, who were the
people to whom these finds belonged and when did they live,
he set the research agenda for more than a century. The number
of similar finds was rapidly increasing and with it the extent of
the phenomenon emerged. And this demanded answers. The
main research issue until World War II and later was to define
the archaeological culture to which this material supposedly
belonged to; and in addition, its temporal and ethnic definition.
The fact that these artefacts originate from the early medieval
period was soon apparent. However, in accordance with the
cultural-historical understanding of archaeological artefacts
(¢f- Jones 2003), a controversy arose regarding the ethnicity of
the people to whom this enamelled jewellery belonged. Some
scholars assumed that it belonged to the Slavs, others disputed that
it was exclusively Slavic, and again others saw the same artefacts
as evidence of the early medieval presence of the Germans in
the Eastern Alps (for the period up to the First World War see
Pleterski 2001; for a distinctively dichotomous understanding
during and after the Second World War see Dinklage 194la;
1941b; 1941c; 1943; Korosec 1947).

Over time the following terms were established:

+ Carantanian after the connotations of early medieval Duchy of
* Carantania (Schmid 1910—-1911),

» Kaottlach after the site of the same name and

* Carantanian—Kéttlach culture.

In historiography, the population that produced the Carantanian—
Kéttlach culture was termed Alpine Slavs (Grafenauer 1954; cf.
Kahl 2002). The Carantanian—KG&ttlach culture region, its sites
and artefacts were compiled by P. Korosec (1979). Already at the
time she indicated chronological and cultural differences within
the Carantanian—Kottlach culture. Almost simultaneously, J.
Giesler’s (1980'; historical interpretation in Giesler 1997) essay
on the same material proposed a very different chronological
interpretation.

The ensuing dichotomy between different chronological
interpretations was driving the protagonists further apart, which
suggested that the entire discourse needed to be built anew on
fresh foundations. To this end, the concept of the archaeological
database ZBIVA was set up at ZRC SAZU in 1980. This
database was to include related data on literature, sites, graves
and artefacts for the early medieval archaeology of the eastern
Alps. ZBIVA (Kastelic et al. 2016) currently holds data on 3368
sites, a dramatic increase from the 242 sites known to KoroSec in
1979. This difference is partly due to the newly discovered sites,
but to a greater extent it is the result of the long-term systematic
approach to data collection. For example, using this data set made
possible an analysis of early medieval church grouping (Pleterski,
Belak 1995). However, its full potential has not yet been realized.
Meanwhile, an important shift occurred in conceptual tools at
the archaeologist’s disposal: the expectation that the concept
of archaeological culture can be directly equated with ethnic
identity was refuted (Brather 2000; Harke 2007). Nowadays, the
term archaeological culture is understood to be a loosely and
arbitrarily defined paradigm merely describing a set of material
culture’s characteristics. These characteristics can be of different
origin: chronological, technological, economic, social, religious
(¢f- Klejn 1988; Jones 2003). Since the concept of archaeological
culture is no longer unambiguous it is falling into disuse. From
this standpoint, a century of discussion of whether Carantanian—
Kéttlach material culture belonged to Slavs, Germans or even
autochthonous people has been methodologically false and has
now been superseded. Liberated from the so-called imperative of
ethnic determination, scholars can define new research questions:
for example, what kind of life did people lead? and how did they
identify themselves? (e.g. Brather 2002; Losert, Pleterski 2003;

1 The published essay is presented as a preliminary result of the dissertation,
which, however, was never published in its entirety.

VESTNIK XXVII SLOVANI, NASA DEDISCINA 1



Brather 2008; Pleterski 2010a; Pohl, Mehofer 2010).

One of the methods devised to address these new kind of
archaeological questions was the archaeology of micro-region.
Taylor (1974) concluded his seminal work with a call for a ‘total
archaeology’ that is to provide a full explanation of the landscape
and its genesis. This can only be achieved if one understands
the landscape as a historical record, i.e. landscape as an artefact.
In such vein, Bled is being explored as a micro-region from
1978 onwards. Several generations of Slovenian early medieval
archaeologists were active there, resulting in an exceptional
concentration of research. This allowed, amongst others, for
the development of a retrograde land-cadastre analysis method
(Pleterski 1995) and an insight into the ‘rise and fall’ of an old
Slavic Zupa (Pleterski 2013a).

Another field of exceptional development is the use of digital
tools (e.g. Lock 2003; Siart et al. 2013; Benardou et al. 2017),
so-called ‘digital archaeology’. With regards to the near future of
early medieval archaeology in Central Europe, first and foremost
geographic information systems (GIS) should be mentioned. In
the 1990s and 2000s GIS enabled an insight into the relations
between a cultural phenomenon (e.g. settlements) and its
environment (e.g. natural or economic) at a depth and scale
previously unattainable (Stani¢, Gaffney 1991; Stular 2006;
see Stular, Eichert 2019 for an overview of methods). However,
the quality of any GIS implementation is directly correlated to
the quality and quantity of data. Luckily, this is the area that
saw a giant leap forward in the past decade. The most important
new source of data in the densely forested south-eastern Alpine
region is airborne LiDAR (light detection and ranging; see Stular
2011 for an overview and cited bibliography).

Finally, typo-chronological dating must be mentioned. Although
nowadays archaeology strives to direct dating sites with either
‘carbon dating (C14) or dendrochronology, the reality is that most
sites and find assemblages in question lack such direct dating (cf.
Gustin 2002 for an attempt to establish a sequence of C14 dated
sites). However, early medieval archaeology in the south-eastern
Alpine region has recently been able to establish C14-dating-
based typo-chronology for pottery (Pleterski 2010b; see cited
bibliography) and certain types of jewellery (Pleterski 2013b; see
cited bibliography).

State of the art

Early medieval archaeology of the south-eastern Alpine
region sources its data primarily from cemeteries, hoards and
settlements.

Cemeteries (e.g. Franck 1854; Reinecke 1899, Schmid 1908;
overviews in Friesinger 1971-1974; Friesinger et al. 1975-1977;
Korosec 1979; Szameit 2000; Eichert 2010; Obenaus 2010) can
be classified into three size categories. By far the most numerous
(323 Dbetter documented; source zbiva.zrc-sazu.si) are small
cemeteries with predominantly up to several dozen burials (e.g.
Nowotny 2005; Karpf, Meyer 2010). Apart from those, only
three medium-sized cemeteries with more than 300 burials each
are known: Krungl in Austria (Breibert 2015), and in Slovenia
Ptujski grad (Koroec 1999) and Pristava at Bled (Kastelic, Skerlj
1950; Kastelic 1960; Knific 1983). By far the largest is the Zupna
cerkev cemetery in Kranj, with more than 1000 early medieval
burials (for history of research see Stular et al. 2013; Pleterski

et al. 2016; Pleterski et al. 2017). This is a striking difference to
the neighbouring Pannonia where large cemeteries are common
in this period (e.g. Garam 1995; Kiss et al. 1996; Kiss 2001,
Bardos, Garam 2009). Historically, the focus of cemetery studies
has been on grave goods analysis first and foremost, resulting
in typo-chronological classifications of jewellery (Korosec 1979;
Giesler 1980; Eichert 2010; Obenaus 2010; Pleterski 2013b).
Occasionally, insights into social structure (Pleterski 2002;
Eichert 2011; Eichert 2012), Europe-wide exchange networks
(e.g. Knific, Mlinar 2014), certain aspects of religious beliefs
(Pleterski 2014) and the church network (Sagadin 2008) were
gained.

Hoards are not as numerous in this period but are reasonably well
published (e.g. Pleterski 1987; Giesler, Kohoutek 2014; Bitenc,
Knific 2015; see Stular 2019 for an overview). Researching the
hoards enabled typo-chronological classifications of weapons
(e.g. Karo, Knific 2015), an understanding of weapon and tool
assemblages (Pleterski 1987; Curta 2011; Miillerova 2014) and an
impression of monetary circulation (Curta, Gandila 2012).

Settlements appear to be the key to driving future research
forward. Until recently, though, early medieval settlements have
been scarcely known and hardly ever published in their entirety
(e.g. Gutjahr 2006; Pleterski 2008). The chief reason for this is
the scarcity of the archaeological record (i.e. the archaeological
visibility of these particular settlements is very low), which has
prevented systematic discovery of sites in the past. Poor visibility
of early medieval settlement sites is caused by the scarcity of
pottery (in comparison to the sites from other periods, e.g. Roman
or late medieval). In addition, metal finds and architectural
remains are all but non-existent. This can be illustrated with an
example. At the Pristava at Bled site, the remains of the early
medieval settlement buried under the cemetery — untouched by
modern development — had been completely overlooked by the
excavators. It was only during the meticulous post-excavation
analysis that the existence of settlement was discovered. The
chief reason for such a turn of events was that there was scarce
archaeological record due to the fact that the early medieval
buildings’ floors had been raised above ground (Pleterski
2008; Pleterski 2010b). Similar types of buildings have been
documented at the high mountain pasture settlement Blek, on
Mt. Krvavec (Pleterski, Persic 2008).

Above-ground building floors as well as surface-floor (i.e. not
sunken-floor) buildings are one of the main differentiating factors
between the settlement archaeology in the south-eastern Alpine
region and its neighbours, for example contemporary settlements
in Slovakia. Typical for the latter are sunken-floor buildings
(ger. Grubenhduser) that leave a much stronger archaeological
record. Some sunken-floor-buildings-like pits have been found in
the eastern margins of this region (e.g. Pavlovi¢ 2017) but those
are not typical (sensu Salkovsky 2001) and cannot be classified
(sensu Donat 1980; Milo 2014).

Another issue hindering the discovery of the settlements in the
south-eastern Alpine region is persistence: many early medieval
settlements remain inhabited until this day. This is true both for
urban centres — e.g. Kranj (Sagadin 2008), Ljubljana, Ptuj, Graz
(Gutjahr 2007) — and for rural areas — e.g. Bled (Pleterski 2013a)
and Virgen (Tischer 2018). Due to the modern infrastructure on
such sites, archaeological investigation is severely hindered and



above-ground building remains are all but impossible to detect.
Similarly, where high medieval castles were built on top of
early medieval settlements, little remains of the latter (fortunate
exceptions: Ptujski grad, Schwanberg, Frauenburg/Unzmarkt).
Even where early medieval settlements are detached from
present day settlements they have often been severely damaged
by ploughing (e.g. Pavlovi¢ 2013).

For all of the above reasons, early medieval settlements were
impossible to discover in significant quantity, even using modern
prospection techniques, e.g. systematic archaeological survey,
geophysics or aerial imagery.

Nonetheless, in the past two decades the number of known
settlement sites has increased significantly (47 in Slovenia, 53 in
Austria; source: zbiva.zrc-sazu.si). Discovery was finally made
possible by large development projects (e.g. motorways, railways,
pipelines, housing) in combination with improved heritage
management (large-scale excavations before the building of the
motorways took place). Some extraordinary results from such
discoveries are already palpable. Applying extensive C14 dating
to a large settlement at Nova Tabla (Slovenia), for example,
enabled a breathtaking discovery of the first wave of new settlers
in the south-eastern Alpine region — convincingly demonstrated
to be of Slavic identity — as early as the first third of the sixth
century (Pavlovi¢ 2017). This discovery alone is making us
rethink the migration processes taking place in the sixth and
seventh centuries, first and foremost the relations between
autochthonous peoples, Slavs, Germans and others aspiring to
leadership in the south-eastern Alpine region.

However, this is just the beginning, since less than one in four
newly discovered settlements have been analysed and published
so far.

This state-of-the-art overview can be concluded with the
realisation that the early medieval archaeology of the south-
eastern Alpine region has reached the threshold point. All the
key components for a leap forward in our understanding of
the subject matter are at our disposal: an exhaustive database,
Cl4-based typo-chronology, tools to manage and analyse large
amounts of data, and mature methodology. The stage is set for
the first comprehensive synthetic study of the development and
dynamics of the early medieval settlement of the south-eastern
Alpine region.

An introduction to the book

The first following chapter brings forth an analysis of the
image of Slavs in the Historiae by Theophylact Simocatta who,
in the second quarter of the seventh century, described the
reign of Byzantine emperor Mauricius (582—602). The authors
(KOTLOWSKA, ROZYCKI) have been able to surpass the
erudition of the source as practised by classical historiography
by including extensive comparison with contemporary sources
and first and foremost by studying the lexis.

In the next part, several chapters that describe selected micro-
regions from Slovenia (GUgTIN; KERMAN:; UDOVC;
MASON), Austria (GUTJAHR) and Croatia (BEKIC) are
included. Whereas the latter is focused on a subject of pit houses,
the rest are synthetic overviews. These represent the ‘new’
early medieval archaeology at its core: each article is primarily

based on evidence stemming from settlements that have been
discovered in the past two (or three, in one case) decades within
large-scale excavations that have preceded ensuing building
activities. Obviously, other types of sites besides settlements
are included in these overviews as needed, but a clear focus is
on settlements. The only chapter not conforming to this plan
is the one describing early Slavs in Styria (Austria), since no
large-scale excavations took place there. And this difference
between the regions underlines the point stated above that
is worth repeating: due to the specifics of the archaeological
remains of early medieval settlements in this region, the ‘new’
early medieval archaeology is emerging only where large-scale
excavations take place.

The chapter describing new finds from the Divinka (Slovakia) site
(FUSEK) is somewhat different since it belongs to a venerable
tradition of Slovakian settlement archaeology.

The chapter on Bohemian sites with potential remains of pagan
rituals (PROFANTOVA) at the moment stands proudly on its
own, but it is just a matter of time for others to follow. A different
approach to a similar subject is tackled in the chapter discussing
the unusual marks on the bottom of ceramic pots (ORNIK TURK).
The remainder of the book is filled with subjects of more
‘classical’ milieu that nevertheless incorporate many aspects of
the ‘new’ approach, mainly the consideration of archaeological
context. The latter can be said without any reservations for the
chapter on graves with spurs in the Slovenian part of the Drava
valley (MAGDIC) and the chapter on the ‘Baselj-type’ spurs
(MACHACEK, PAVLOVIC).

Different still are the closing chapters discussing jewellery: an
in-depth synthetic study of enamelled brooches (PRELOZNIK);
an overview of the traces of Carolingian and Ottonian art in the
jewellery (SAGADIN); and an analysis of the Great Moravia type
jewellery at Ptuj (Slovenia) (HENDRYCHOVA). Each chapter
brings both depth and width to the analysis of their respective
subjects — under scrutiny of archaeologists for over a century —
that in many ways would not have been possible even a decade ago.

In the context of the history and state of the art of early medieval
archaeology, the texts in this book can be seen as harbingers of the
‘new’ early medieval archaeology. A unmistakeably ‘new’ type
of research is demonstrated by the synthetic overviews of micro-
regional settlement archaeology; these kinds of articles could have
been counted on fingers in the past. Dwelling even deeper into
the unknown are the two articles on pagan religious practices.
However, the ‘new’ never stands on its own but rather it prospers
‘standing on the shoulders of giants’. This book is rife with such
shoulders. The presented deliberations on cemeteries and jewellery
— that have been at the core of ‘classic’ early medieval archaeology
— include many aspects of the ‘new’ and are thus a guarantee that
the archaeology of the early medieval jewellery and cemeteries
will remain an important subject in the years and decades to come.
And, speaking of the years and decades to come, what started as
a relatively modest goal of the editors has — thanks to the authors
— come to fruition in a book that will be appreciated by readers
for a good long while.

Benjamin Stular and Andrej Pleterski
Research Centre of the Slovenian Academy of Sciences and Arts
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