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Olim arce etiam insidiebatur, altissimo vertici, supra Divinkam instructa, cuius tamen
hodie, praeter inam rudus, nihil superat.

Matthias Bel, Comitatus Arvensis et Trentsiniensis

Kedysi tam bol aj hrad, postaveny na najvyssom bode, nad Divinkou, z ktorého sa vsak dodnes
nezachovalo ni¢ okrem hfby kamenia.

Once, there used to be a castle, built at the highest point, over Divinka, but nothing preserved
to this day except for piles of stones.






O VELKOM VRCHU

Pri obci Divinka nedaleko Ziliny sa nad tdolim
Povazia tyci neprehliadnutelny kopec nazyvany
Velky vrch. Uhorsky polyhistor slovenského po-
vodu Matej Bel v prvej polovici 18. storocia lako-
nickou vetou, pouzitou ako motto vystavy, opisal
ruiny rozlahlého hradiska, ktoré sa na nom na-
chadzaju. O poldruha storocia neskér hradisko
navstivil zilinsky advokat Alexander Lombar-
dini a podrobnejSie ho opisal. AvSak az zaciat-
kom druhej polovice 20. storocia sa tato archeo-
logicka lokalita stala predmetom vedeckého
zaujmu. Pri svojich cielenych potulkach krajom,
zameranych na identifikaciu archeologickych lo-
kalit, ho navitevoval Anton Petrovsky-Sichman
z Povazského muzea v Ziline. Bol to on, kto hra-
disko na zaklade nemnohych nalezov ako prvy
datoval a publikoval v odbornej literature. Jeho
aktivity prispeli k tomu, ze Velkych vrch v roku
1967 vyhlasili za narodnd kultirnu pamiatku.
Tato skutocnost vsak nezabranila tomu, aby sa

ABOUT BIG HILL

Near the village of Divinka, on the outskirts of
Zilina, over the Vah Valley, there is a hill called Big
Hill. In the first half of the 18™ century, Matthias
Bel, a Hungarian polymath of Slovak origin, de-
scribed ruins of the large hillfort located on the hill
with the laconic sentence that serves as the motto
of the present exhibition. One and a half centu-
ries later, Alexander Lombardini, a counsellor from
Zilina, visited the hillfort and described it more
thoroughly. However, research on this archaeo-
logical site did not start until the beginnings of the
second half of the 20™ century. Anton Petrovsky-
Sichman from the Museum of Povazie Region in
Zilina visited the hillfort during his tour around the
country to identify archaeological sites. He was the
first researcher, who — based on scarce finds — dat-
ed the hillfort and published it in the scientific lit-
erature. His actions contributed to recognising Big
Hill as a national cultural monument in 1967. This,
however, did not prevent a long-term geological

Obr. 1. Velky vrch pred sesdesiatimi rokmi.
Fig. 1. Big Hill sixty years ago.

Obr. 2. Velky vrch v sicasnosti.
Fig. 2. Big Hill today.
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Obr. 3. Plan hradiska s jeho zlozkami, dnesny stav. Purpurova — obranné stavby, ¢ervena — akropola, oranzova -
vrcholova cast, ZIta — podhradie.

Fig. 3. The plan of the hillfort including its components, present state. Purple — defensive constructions, red —
acropolis, orange — peak area, yellow — suburbium.



na nej od roku 1971 uskutocnil viacrocny geo-
logicky prieskum, pocas ktorého ju vyrazne po-
Skodili. Narusanie lokality vyvolalo potrebu za-
chranného archeologického vyskumu, na ktory
sa podujal Jozef Moravcik z Povazského muzea,
spolu s Karolom Pietom z Archeologického Usta-
vu SAV v Nitre. Menovani badatelia sa pri vysku-
me v rokoch 1972-1973 zamerali na akropolu
hradiska, kde zdokumentovali pozostatky po
intenzivnom osidleni z troch historickych etap.
Ziskali aj rozsiahlu kolekciu nalezov poukazuju-
cich na vyznamné postavenie hradiska v Struk-
ture osidlenia severozapadného Slovenska. Od
osemdesiatych rokov 20. storocia sa hradisko sta-
lo cielom néajazdov vykradacov archeologickych
lokalit, ktori detektormi kovov vyhladavaju vzac-
ne predmety, a tieto potom spenazuju. Bez-
ohladné plundrovanie naleziska napokon viedlo
k tomu, Ze sa tu od roku 2013 uskutoc¢nil zachran-
ny, neskor systematicky vyskum trvajuci do roku
2019. V badatel'skom time pracovali Gabriel Fusek
a Michal Holes¢ak z Archeologického Ustavu SAV
a Andrea Slana so Zuzanou Stanekovou z Povaz-
ského muzea. Velky vrch skimali na siedmich
roznych miestach, pricom ziskali poznatky o sta-
vebnom vyvoji opevnenia a osidlenia hradiska.
Samotny kopec sa nachadza nad sutokom po-
toka Divina s Vahom. Jeho tiahly Uzky chrbat ma
dva vrcholy. Na jednom okraji je vyssi eponym-
ny Velky vrch, nizsi Maly vrch na opacnom konci
kopca konéi skalnatym bralom. Ubo¢ia nad Pova-
Zim su velmi strmé, avsak vo svahu nad udolim
Diviny sa pod strminou nachadza rozsiahla plo-
Sina. Kopec je poslednym vybezkom horstva, od
ktorého ho oddeluje ploché sedlo, ktorym viedla
pristupova cesta do hradiska veduca z Udolia po-
toka. Mohutné valy hradiska vymedzuju plochu

survey from starting in 1971 and severely dama-
ging the site. Violations of the site prompted re-
flection on the need of starting rescue excavations.
The excavations were initiated by Jozef Moravcik
from the Museum of Povazie Region and Karol Pie-
ta from the Institute of Archaeology SAS in Nitra.
Between 1972 and 1973, the research focused on
the acropolis, where the researchers documented
remains of an intense settlement from three dis-
tinct historic periods. As a result, they obtained
a large collection of finds indicating that the hill-
fort had a significant place in the settlement struc-
ture in North-West Slovakia. Since the 1980s, the
hillfort became a notable destination for amateurs
plundering archaeological sites, who use metal
detectors to search for valuable items and then
sell them. Repeated plundering of the site led to
initiating rescue research in 2013 and then also
systematic excavations that ended in 2019. The re-
search team consisted of Gabriel Fusek and Michal
Holes¢ak from the Institute of Archaeology SAS as
well as Andrea Slana and Zuzana Stanekova from
the Museum of Povazie Region. The team mem-
bers investigated seven different sites on Big Hill
and obtained extensive data on the development
of fortifications and settlement of the hillfort.

The hill itself is located over the confluence of
the Divina stream and the Vah river. Its long nar-
row ridge has two peaks. At one end, there is Big
Hill and at the other one, lower Small Hill ends with
a prominent rock. The slopes above the Vah Valley
are very steep, however, below the steep part of
the slope over the Divina Valley, there is a vast pla-
teau. The hill is the very last point of a mountain
range separated from by a flat saddle. The sadd-
le served as an access route to the hillfort from
the stream valley. The massive ramparts enclose

—-7-



Obr. 4. Plan hradiska luzickej kultry. Cierna — nedatovany val, purpurové — valy opevnenia, zeleno-zlt4 — cestné
komunikacie, modra — pramen a potok.

Fig. 4. The Lusatian culture hillfort plan. Black — undated rampart, purple — fortification walls, green-yellow —
routes, blue — spring and stream.
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s rozlohou asi 12 hektarov. Aj tu vsak rozdeluju
vnutorné valy na tri Casti. Chrbat kopca obopina
val oddelujuci Uzku pozdiznu vrcholovi ¢ast od
okolia, s ktorym ho spéjaju tri brany. Jej integ-
ralnou sucastou je mensia akropola s vlastnym
valom a dvomi branami. Podhradie nad dolinou
Diviny od jeho predpolia z dvoch stran oddeluje
val, ale jeho tretia strana nie je chranena umelym
nasypom, pretoze sa pod nou nachadzaju ne-
pristupné strmé brala. Cez branu vo vale v tubodi
viedla cesta Ustiaca vo vrcholovej Casti. Cesta je
ale umiestnena v takom prudkom svahu, ze ne-
mohla sluzit pre potreby obyvatelov podhradia.
Pristup don bol mozny len po chodniku vedicom
z Povazia.

Hradisko vybudoval v zaverec¢nej etape doby
bronzovej lud luzickej kultdry, neskdr, v mladsej
dobe zeleznej ho osidlili nositelia puchovskej
kultiry a napokon ho revitalizovali Slovania na
sklonku velkomoravského obdobia. TaZiskovou
témou vystavy je prezentacia vysledkov vyskumu
tykajucich sa jeho najmladsej fazy. Pretoze Slo-
vania pri jeho budovani vyuzili zvysky starSich
pevnostnych stavieb, v kratkosti je predstavené aj
predchadzajuce osidlenie.

Hradisko luzickej kultiry

V dobe okolo polovice druhého tisicrocia pred n. .
zacalo dochadzat' k vyraznym civilizacnym zme-
nam, ktoré na pociatku mladsej doby bronzovej
vyustili do vSeobecného rozsirenia kultur popol-
nicovych poli. V severnej ¢asti strednej Eurdpy sa
nachadzal luzicky kulturny komplex, ktory zasia-
hol aj do hornatych casti zapadného a stredné-
ho Slovenska. V tejto svojbytnej slovenskej vetve

an area of about 12 hectares. The ramparts divide
the inner area into three parts. The hill ridge is
protected by ramparts separating the narrow lon-
gitudinal peak area from the rest of the site. The
peak area was connected with adjacent areas with
three gates. An integral part of the peak area is
a smaller acropolis with a separate rampart and
two gates. The suburbium located over the Divina
Valley is separated from the foreground by ram-
parts — from two sides — the third one, however,
is not protected by artificial constructions. Below
this part of the site, there are steep, hardly acces-
sible rocks. There used to be a route leading to the
peak area passing through the gate in the ram-
part. However, the path is located in such steep
a slope that it could not be used by people living
in the suburbium. The suburbium was accessible
only along a path leading from the Vah Valley.

The hillfort was built at the end of the Bronze
Age by people associated with the Lusatian Cul-
ture. Later, in the Younger Iron Age, it was sett-
led by members of the Plchov culture. Finally, at
the end of the Great Moravian period, the hillfort
was restored and settled by the Slavs. The exhi-
bition focuses on the results of research on the
youngest phase of the hillfort. However, since the
Slavs used remains of older hillforts to construct
new fortifications, the exhibition also briefly pre-
sents older settlement phases.

Around the middle of the second millennium
BCE, significant civilizational transformations
were observed. As a consequence, at the begin-
ning of the Younger Bronze Age, urnfield cultures
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Obr. 5. Keramika luzickej kultury.
Fig. 5. Lusatian culture pottery.



Obr. 6. Crepy z rdznych nadob luzickej kultdry a dva kusky hlinenej omietky s odtlackami pratov.
Fig. 6. Sherds from various Lusatian culture pots and two fragments of clay plaster with rod imprints.



Obr. 7. R6zne drobné predmety luzickej kultury.
Fig. 7. Various small Lusatian culture artefacts.



luzickej kultdry sa v hmotnej kultdre vyskytuju
prvky ovplyvnené predchadzajucim domacim
kultrnym podlozim. V ase jej existencie doslo
k vyvrcholeniu technoldgie spracovania bron-
zu, vyrobky su vysoko funkcéné, zaroven detail-
ne opracované a esteticky velmi pritazlivé. Uz
samotna prislusnost” k okruhu kultar popolnico-
vych poli naznacuje, ze vtedajsim typickym poh-
rebnym ritom bolo zZiarové pochovévanie, Casto
na rozlahlych pohrebiskach, niekedy aj s poctom
viac ako tisic hrobov. Kremacné pozostatky zvy-
cajne ukladali do urien sprevadzanych milodarmi
vo forme roznych nadob, Sperkov a zbrani, vysky-
tuju sa vsak aj prosté jamkové hroby. Urny byvali
oblozené kamenmi, Casty bol zvyk navrSovania
mohyl nad nimi. K charakteristickym prejavom
luzickej kultury od zaciatku neskorej doby bron-
zovej patri budovanie rozsiahlej siete hradisk. Po-
Ciatky ich budovania asi suviseli aj s tym, Ze v tej
dobe nastali nepriaznivé klimatické zmeny, ktoré
ovplyvnili vyvoj vtedajsej spolocnosti.

Najstarsie opevnenie na Velkom vrchu suvi-
si prave s fludom luzickej kultury. Pocas archeo-
logického vyskumu sa zistilo, Ze uz v mladsej
dobe bronzovej, v 12.-11. storoci pred n. I. sa tu
nachadzalo vysinné sidlisko, chranené strmymi
svahmi kopca. Na zaciatku neskorej doby bron-
zovej, v 10. storoci pred n. |. obyvatelia osady
kopec opevnili v rozsahu, aky vidime v teréne
dodnes. Zalozili tak tradiciu budovania obran-
nych stavieb na Velkom vrchu aj v neskorsich his-
torickych epochach. Vystavba pevnostného sys-
tému nebola jednoducha, ¢o doklada najma jeho
rozsah, priebeh a tvar. Vyzadovala si organizacné
nadanie pri rozsiahlom nasadeni mnozstva ludi
pri Upravach skalnatého terénu pod mdary, tazbe
kamenov a hliny potrebnych na stavbu, ako aj

started to spread. A large Lusatian complex was
located in northern areas of Central Europe. The
cultural complex covered also mountainous areas
in today’s western and central Slovakia. Elements
of the material culture left behind by this specific
Slovak branch of the Lusatian culture are charac-
terised by features typical of the older local cul-
tural milieu. At that time, the bronze processing
technology was perfected. Bronze items became
very functional with meticulously refined and aes-
thetically appealing details. The mere association
with urnfield cultures indicates that the predomi-
nant burial practice was cremation. The deceased
were buried at large burial grounds with — some-
times — more than a thousand graves. The ashes
were deposited in urns accompanied by offerings,
such as vessels, pieces of jewellery and weapon-
ry. Occasionally, however, there are also simple
pit graves. Generally, the urns were covered with
stones and sometimes with burial mounds. Star-
ting from the beginning of the Late Bronze Age,
an extensive network of hillforts associated with
the Lusatian culture emerged. Probably, this was
related to adverse climatic changes that affected
the development of contemporary society.

The oldest fortifications on Big Hill are related
to the Lusatian culture. Archaeological research
revealed that — already in the Younger Bronze Age,
in 12t—11% century BCE — there was an elevated
settlement protected by steep hill slopes on the
hill. At the beginning of the Late Bronze Age — in
the 10 century BCE — settlers fortified the settle-
ment. The layout of fortifications can still be seen
on the site. This is how the tradition to build fortifi-
cations on Big Hill in later times had started. As evi-
denced by the dimensions, layout and shape, the
construction of the fortifications was a challenging

—-13 -



rubani a transporte dreva pouzivanom v ich
konstrukcii. Nehovoriac o tom, ze obyvatelstvo
v zazemi muselo byt schopné pre stavitelov za-
bezpecit ich obzivu. Blizsiu predstavu o rozsahu
vynaloZenej prace ziskame, ked" si uvedomime,
ze linia pevnostnych murov bola viac ako 1,4 km
dlha. Vtedy opevnili celt vrcholovu cast’ kopca,
okrem plosiny Malého vrchu a mdrmi zabranili aj
pristupu do podhradia z Gdolia Diviny. Z Povazia
viedla po Uboci serpentinova cesta, ktora Usti-
la do brany na okraji Malého vrchu. Oproti nej
stala brana druhd, v ktorej koncila cesta veduca
z vedlajsieho Udolia. Tato vsak viedla v Uboci cez
podhradie, takZe v jeho obrannom mure taktiez
postavili branu.

Samotné pevnostné mury sa skimali na dvoch
miestach. Na hrebeni kopca vrcholovu ¢ast od pod-
hradia oddeloval mur, z ktorého telesa sa dochova-
la len jeho najnizsia ¢ast. Totiz vo velkomoravskom

task. It required good management skills to orga-
nise works of many people preparing rocky terrain
under the wall foundations, supplying stones and
soil as well as cutting and transporting wood nec-
essary for the construction. Not to mention that
the neighbouring people needed to deliver suf-
ficient food supplies for the constructors. Once we
notice that the walls were more than 1.4 km long,
the endeavour complexity becomes clear. Except
for a plateau on Small Hill, the entire peak area
was circled by the walls. The access to the subur-
bium from the Divina Valley was prevented by the
walls. From the Vah Valley, along the slope, a ser-
pentine road led to the gate on the edge of Small
Hill. Opposite, there was a second gate to which
a road from the neighbouring valley led. The road
led along the slope, through the suburbium and,
thus, it passed also through another gate in the
suburbium defensive wall.

Obr. 8. Bronzové predmety luzickej kultdry.
Fig. 8. Lusatian culture bronze artefacts.
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obdobi zvysky opevnenia luzickej kultary splani-
rovali a na nom postavili mdr novy. Z povodnej
stavby sa dochovala len hlinito-kamenna vrstva,
v nej sa zachoval suvisly pas uhlikov z priec¢ne ulo-
Zeného dreva z povodnej vnutornej drevenej kon-
Strukcie. Radiouhlikova analyza tohto konstruke-
ného prvku datovala vystavbu valu do 10. storocia
pred n. |. Drevené komory mura zasypavali hlinou
tazenou na prilahlej ploche, kde sa predtym na-
chadzalo sidlisko. Tak sa stalo, ze spolu s hlinou sa
do telesa mura dostali ¢repy, kusky spalenej hliny
s uhlikmi, zvieracie kosti, a tiez fragmenty omietok
zhorenych domov s typickymi odtlackami prutov.
Crepy keramiky luZickej kultiry pochadzaju z roz-
nych Casti nddob a maju tvary i vyzdobu charakte-
risticki pre mladsiu dobu bronzovu.

Pri stavbe pevnostného mdura pri opeviiova-
ni podhradia vo velkomoravskom obdobi tak-
tiez vyuzili zvysky opevnenia z doby bronzovej.
Pred vybudovanim starSieho, pévodného mura
na jeho mieste najprv odkopali svah, ¢im ho
zrovnali. Na vzniknutej ploSine postavili dreve-
nu konstrukciu, ktord staticky spevnovala mdar.
Jej komory vyplnili nakopanou zeminou a ka-
menmi. Tato stavebna technika je dobre zdoku-
mentovana, pretoze pri vykopavkach sa prislo na
rozhranie vyplni takychto komoér. Zatial' o vy-
pli jednej bola viac hlinita, druhd komora bola
v spodnej Urovni zasypana kamenmi z podlo-
Zia a hlinou. Vacsinu objemu telesa tohto mura
tvorila kompaktna, mastna a ilovita hlina Zltého
sfarbenia. O pritomnosti drevenej konStrukcie
svedcia pocetné, ale Uplne rozdrobené uhliky.
Z vnutornej strany, teda zo strany podhradia
medzi mUrom a okrajom stavebnej jamy vzni-
kol Utvar, ktory mal charakter priekopy. V iom
sa nasla jama po zvislom stipe podopierajicom

The walls were examined in two places. On
the ridge, the peak area was separated from the
suburbium by a wall. Only the lowest part of the
wall preserved. In the Great Moravian period, the
wall relics were levelled and new fortifications
built on them. To this day, only the soil-stone layer
preserved. The layer contained coals from trans-
verse beams of the original wooden construction.
The radiocarbon analysis showed that the wall
was built in the 10* century BCE. Wooden cham-
bers were filled with soil from the neighbouring
plateau, where previously a settlement had been
located. Consequently, along with soil, the wall
contains also pottery sherds, fragments of burnt
soil with coals, animal bones and fragments of
plaster from burnt houses with characteristic rod
imprints. Lusatian pottery sherds come from va-
rious vessel parts and have shapes and decora-
tions typical of the Younger Bronze Age.

Building the wall around the suburbium in the
Great Moravian times, the constructors also used
remains of the Bronze Age fortifications. Before
building the older, original wall they first dug and
levelled the slope. Then, on this flat platform, they
built a wooden construction reinforcing the wall.
The chambers were filled with dug soil and stones.
Fortunately, during the excavations a structure di-
viding two chambers was found, the construction
technique is well-documented. One of the cham-
bers was filled predominantly with soil. The lower
part of the second one was covered with stones
from the subsoil and soil. Generally, the wall was
filled with compact, oily and loamy yellow soil. The
existence of wooden construction is confirmed by
numerous shredded coals. On the inside —i.e., the
suburbium side — there was a moat-like structure. In
the moat, we have discovered a posthole indicating
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Obr. 9. Fragmenty amfory luzickej kultiry z neskorej doby bronzove;j.
Fig. 9. Fragments of a Late Bronze Age Lusatian culture amphora.

drevent komoru. To umoziuje predpokladat,
e pevnostny mur bol takto zabezpeceny stipmi
rozmiestnenymi v primeranych vzdialenostiach.
Nie je vylic¢ené obdobné konstrukéné rieSenie
aj z vonkajsej strany, ale kvoli v€asnostredovekej
prestavbe sa povodna Sirka valu nezistila.
Vykopavky na osidlenej ploche vrcholovej
Casti dolozili, ze sidlisko luzickej kultlry pozosta-
valo z nadzemnych domov. Ich steny tvorili nosné
stipy, priestor medzi nimi vyplietli tenkymi prit-
mi, ktoré potom omietli hlinou. Sucastou sidliska
boli i hospodarske jamy roznych vel'kosti a tvarov.
K vyznamnejsim nalezom z obdobia luZickej kul-
tdry na Velkom vrchu patri fragment bronzové-
ho kosaka, nalez bronzovej puklicky lievikovitého
tvaru a cast’ bronzového naramku objaveného
na jednej z teras na svahu nad udolim Vahu. Pre
datovanie su dolezité rozne fragmenty keramiky,
pretoze tvary nadob a ich vyzdoba podliehala
meniacim sa médnym zvyklostiam. Z dvoch sid-
liskovych jam sa odobrali uhliky na rozbor. Ten

where a post supporting the wooden chamber
had been. This inclines us to assume that the for-
tification wall was additionally strengthened by
conveniently spaced posts. It seems possible that
there was a similar construction also on the outer
side, however, the early medieval reconstruction
prevented us from determining the original width
of the rampart.

Excavations on the settled area confirmed
that the Lusatian settlement consisted of over-
ground dwellings. Walls of the houses were built
of load-bearing pillars. The space between the
pillars was filled with clay plastered wattling. In
the settled area, there were also storage pits of
various shapes and sizes. Significant finds re-
lated to the Lusatian culture on Big Hill include
a bronze sickle fragment, a conical bronze item
and a bronze bracelet fragment found on one of
the terraces over the Vah Valley. Since shapes and
decorations of vessels changed over time, dif-
ferent pottery sherds contributed to the dating.
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naznacil, ze prva etapa osidlenia Velkého vrchu
zanikla koncom neskorej doby bronzovej okolo
roku 800 pred n. |, pripadne nedlho po fnom, co
je v sulade aj s datovanim najmladsich nalezov
keramiky.

Hradok puchovskej kultary

V neskorej dobe laténskej az v starSej dobe rim-
skej sa v horskych oblastiach Slovenska a v pri-
lahlych Uzemiach vychodnej Moravy a juzného
Pol'ska rozvijala puchovska kultara. Jej trvanie je
ohranicené druhou polovicou 2. storocia pred n. I.
a zaverom 2. storodia n. I.

V niektorych horskych regionoch v starsej
i mladSej dobe zeleznej prezivala luzicka kultu-
ra. Postupne sem zacalo prenikat keltské obyva-
telstvo, a tak sa na Uzemi buduceho rozsirenia
puchovskej kultdry objavuju pamiatky typické
pre keltsky vyrobny okruh. Puchovska kultu-
ra sa naplno rozvinula v zavere strednej doby
laténskej. V jej nalezovom inventéari sa objavu-
ju prvky ukazujuce na spatost’ s kultdrnymi tra-
diciami predchadzajucich obdobi. Prave vazba
na predchadzajuci kulturny substrat obohateny
kultdrnym prinosom Keltov je jednou z jej vy-
znamnych charakteristik. Kelti, ktori sa dostali do
kontaktu s antickym prostredim, priniesli nové
technoldgie, kultirne tradicie a zmenu sidlis-
kovej Struktdry. Typickad je vyroba keramiky na
hrnciarskom kruhu, vyroba malovanej keramiky,
hutnictvo farebnych kovov i zeleza, kovacstvo,
inovacia polnohospodarskeho a remeselnickeho
naradia a aj razenie vlastnych minci. Pichovska
kultdra dosiahla najvacsi rozsah v neskorej dobe
laténskej, kedy doslo k narastu hustoty osidlenia.
Vo vcasnej dobe rimskej, v obdobi nedlho po zlome

Coal samples from two storage pits were taken.
The analysis of which showed that the first settle-
ment phase on Big Hill ended at the end of the
Late Bronze Age, around 800 BCE or slightly later.
This finding is consistent with the dating of the
youngest pottery items found on the site.

In the Late La Tene period and the Early Roman
period, the Plchov culture developed in the
mountainous areas of today’s Slovakia, nearby
eastern Moravia and southern Poland. It lasted
between the second half of the 2"* century BCE
and the end of the 2" century CE.

In the Early and Late Iron Age, some moun-
tainous areas were still inhabited by the Lusa-
tian culture people. Gradually, however, the Celts
started permeating the area. Consequently, in
the area where the Puchov culture developed,
also artefacts typical of the Celtic material cul-
ture were found. The Puchov culture flourished
at the end of the Middle La Tene period. The in-
ventories contain items indicating links with cul-
tural traditions of the previous periods. The link
with the previous cultural milieu enriched by the
Celtic influences is one of the characteristic fea-
tures of the Puchov culture. The Celts - who had
come into contact with the Antic environment —
brought with themselves new technologies, cul-
tural traditions and changes in the settlement
structure. Advancements include wheel-thrown
pottery, painted pottery, iron and non-ferrous
metals processing, blacksmithing, innovative ag-
ricultural tools and craftsman equipment, and
minting own coins. The Puchov culture flourished
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Obr. 10. Plan hradku puchovskej kultury. Cierna — nedatovany val, neobnovené valy luzickej kultiry a neaktivna
cestna siet, purpurova — valy opevnenia, zeleno-Zlta — cestna komunikacia, modra — pramen a potok.

Fig. 10. The plan of the Puchov culture small hillfort. Black — undated rampart, non-renewed Lusatian culture
ramparts and defunct road network, purple — fortification walls, green-yellow — routes, blue — spring and stream.
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letopoctov, doslo na Uzemi puchovskej kultdry ku
katastrofe, ktora sa prejavuje horizontom vypale-
nych sidliskovych objektov a znicenych opevneni.
Povodcovia tohto kolapsu boli germénske kme-
ne. Vtedy doslo k vyraznému Upadku sidliskovej
Struktiry, mnohé sidla zanikli. Obyvatelstvo sa
z neblahych udalosti postupne spamatalo, doslo
vsak k degradacii v remeselnej produkcii a kelt-
ské technolégie, az na pracu so zelezom, sa vac-
Sinou prestali pouzivat. Pdchovska kultira zanikla
v zavere 2. storocia n. |.

Svedkom opisanych dejinnych udalosti bol aj
lud puchovskej kultdry sidliaci na Velkom vrchu.
Pri stavbe svojej pevnosti neobnovili zaniknuté
hradisko luzickej kultdry v celom jeho rozsahu,
ale opevnili jeho najvyssie polozené miesto. V za-
padnej casti vrcholovej Casti postavili pevnost-
ny mur, ¢im vytvorili dnesSnd akropolu hradiska.
Vznikol tak mensi hradok zaberajuci plochu asi
0,6 ha. Vstup don chranila brana s predsunutym
kratkym murom nad pristupovou cestou. Pod
akropolou vo vonkajsom povodnom vale urobili
priechod, do ktorého viedla nova vetva pristupo-
vej cesty z doliny potoka Divina.

V sondach vo vrcholovej ¢asti mimo akropoly
a na Malom vrchu sa nachadzali len nepocetné
fragmenty keramiky a v ostatnych preskimanych
polohach hradiska ani tie nie. Nalezova situacia
teda ukazuje, ze plocha pévodného hradiska bola
v dobe osidlenia ludom puchovskej kultury vy-
uzivana iba v nepatrnej miere. To znamena, Ze
zakladnou obrannou stavbou bol vtedy hradok.
V mierovom ¢ase jeho obyvatelia niektoré svo-
je aktivity vyvijali aj na prilahlej ploche hradiska
a pouzivali aj ddvne komunikéacie. A zaiste v nlidzi
pri obrane im boli ndpomocné aj davne valy
z doby bronzove;.

in the Late La Tene period when the settlement
network became densest. In the Early Roman pe-
riod, shortly after the turn of the eras, the Pdchov
culture experienced a catastrophe that left visible
traces in a form of the burnt dwellings horizon
and destroyed fortifications. The catastrophe was
brought about by the Germanic tribes. At that
time, the settlement network shrunk and many
settlements decayed. Although the people had
recovered from the shock, the craft production
never reached previous quality and Celtic tech-
nologies — except for iron processing — ceased
to be used. Eventually, the Pichov culture disap-
peared at the end of the 2" century CE.

These historic events were witnessed by the
people inhabiting the Plichov small hillfort on Big
Hill. They did not renew the entire former Lusa-
tian hillfort. Instead, they fortified only its top-
most part. In the western part of the peak area,
they built a defensive wall circling today’s hillfort
acropolis. The walled space formed a smaller hill-
fort with an area of 0.6 ha. The access to the small
hillfort was protected by a gate with a short for-
warded wall over the access route. The settlers
built a passage in the original wall, accessible
thanks to a new road from the Divina Valley.

Trenches on the peak area outside the acropo-
lis and on Small Hill contained only a few pottery
sherds. In other excavated parts of the hillfort, there
were no artefacts. This indicates that, in the Puchov
culture times, the original hillfort area was exploited
only to a minor extent. This, in turn, means, that at
that time, the basic defensive structure was a small
fortified enclosure. In peace times, the settlers used
also the plateau by the original hillfort and older
roads. And when there was a threat, older, Bronze
Age ramparts provided additional protection.
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Obr. 11. Sucasti odevu a ozdoby puchovskej kultury.
Fig. 11. Elements of Puchov culture attire and decorations.



Obr. 12. Pracovné naradie a predmety dennej potreby puchovskej kultdry.
Fig. 12. P4chov culture working tools and everyday items.



Obr. 13. Hroty zeleznych Sipov pluchovskej kultury.
Fig. 13. Pdchov culture iron arrowheads.



Obr. 14. Keramika puchovskej kultdry.
Fig. 14. P4chov culture pottery.



Vykopavky na akropole sa nesustredili len na
skimanie valu, ale odkryvali sa nimi aj prilahlé
Casti jej osidlenej plochy. Samotny pevnostny mar
Siroky viac ako 4 m budovali zndmym sp6sobom.
Cize najprv priestor na rozhrani plosiny a prud-
kého svahu kopanim zrovnali, z vytazenych ka-
menov postavili muriky a medzi ne nasypali ka-
mene a hlinu. V jednej zo sond sa zdokumento-
vala pritomnost” uhlikov, o znamena, Ze aj tuto
stavbu fixovala blizSie nespecifikovana drevena
konstrukcia. Pred mirom sa nachadzala berma,
plochy stupienok, ktory ma vplyv na statiku mura
a zaroven ulahcuje jeho nutnu udrzbu. Na ploche
akropoly sa nasli zvysky sidliska luzickej kultury,
preto aj vo vyplni telesa mura sa v hline medzi ka-
menmi nasli crepy z naddob tejto predchadzajucej
historickej epochy.

Na omnoho intenzivnejsie vyuzitie plochy
hradku a koncentraciu osidlenia v obdobi pu-
chovskej kultiry upozornuje pritomnost vyraznej
sidliskovej vrstvy s nalezmi z 1. storocia pred n. |,
ako aj mnozstvo kolovych jam, pozostatkov po
nosnych prvkoch nadzemnych stavieb. Okrem
zvyskov obydli sa tu nasli aj pozostatky kovacskej
vyhne a do skaly zahibena sypka.

Objavené boli rézne kovové predmety a zlom-
ky v ruke modelovanej i na hrnciarskom kruhu
vyrabanej keramiky. Nasli sa spony na Saty, orné
i remeselnicke naradie, hroty Sipov, drzadlo Stitu,
fragmenty striebornych zrkadiel, jantarova per-
la, taktiez aj striebornd minca razena v rokoch
45-35 pred n. |. Zuholnatené semené a rastlin-
né zvysky zachované v sypke informuju o sorti-
mente pestovanych plodin. Z obilnin je to pSenica
dvojzrnna, psenica Spaldova, jacmen siaty plev-
naty a proso siate. Zo strukovin su zastipené bob
obycajny, hrach siaty a SoSovica kuchynska.

The excavations on the acropolis focused
not only on the ramparts but also on the adja-
cent settled area. The defensive wall was more
than 4 m wide and had a well-known construc-
tion. First, the land at the edge of the plateau,
over the steep slope was levelled. Then, the
walls were built of dug out stones and the space
between them filled with soil and more stones.
In one of the trenches, coals were found, indi-
cating that the construction was supported with
an unpreserved wooden structure. In front of
the wall, there was a berm — a level shelf sup-
porting the wall and facilitating necessary main-
tenance works. On the level acropolis, traces of
the Lusatian settlement were found. Unsurpris-
ingly, sherds of pottery attributed to this historic
period were also found among the stones in the
soil filling the wall.

The clear settlement layer containing finds
dated back to the 1t century BCE together with
a large number of pit holes — remains of over-
ground structures — indicate that the hillfort was
much more intensely used and densely settled in
the Plchov culture times. Apart from dwellings re-
lics, there were also traces of a blacksmith'’s forge
and a rock carved granary.

Finds from the site include various metal items
as well as sherds of hand-made and wheel-thrown
pottery. There were also fibulas, agricultural tools
and craftsman equipment, arrowheads, a shield
grip, silver mirrors fragments, amber pearl and
a silver coin minted between 45 and 35 BCE.
Burnt seeds and plant remains in the granary in-
form us about plant species grown at that time.
Cereal grains include emmer wheat, spelt, barley
and millet. Legumes are represented by broad
beans, peas and lentils.
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Zanik tunajsieho osidlenia priamo suvisi s ni-
¢ivym vpadom Germanoy, ktori v dobe po zmene
letopoctu vyplienili hradiska na severnom Slo-
vensku. Po tychto udalostiach sa lud puchovskej
kultury na Velky vrch uz nevratil.

VELKOMORAVSKY HRAD

Terminom hradisko sa oznacuje miesto v krajine,
na ktorom st pod zemou dochované zvysky za-
niknutého opevneného sidla. V teréne ho zvycaj-
ne identifikujeme vdaka pritomnosti valoy, ktoré
boli v minulosti obrannymi murmi réznej kon-
Strukcie. Funkcia tychto sidiel, povodne hradoy,
bola r6zna, niektoré mohli byt napriklad vyslove-
ne len Utociskami, iné zas boli polyfunkéné, v za-
vislosti od potrieb spolo¢nosti. V¢asnostredove-
ké hrady sa vo vieobecnosti povazuju za centra
spravnej moci i kultu, zohravali dolezitd ulohu pri
organizovani ekonomického chodu spolo¢nos-
ti, nie zanedbatelna bola aj ich vojenska funkcia
a demonstracia sily. Preto si treba uvedomovat;,
Ze aj ked'v pripade archeologickej lokality na Vel-
kom vrchu hovorime ako o hradisku, vo velko-
moravskom obdobi, presnejsie v jeho zavere, tu
v skutoc¢nosti stal rozsiahly hrad, z ktorého sa do
sucasnosti na vrchole kopca i jeho Ubociach do-
chovalo sice destruované, ale dodnes mohutné
opevnenie. Mnohorocny vyskum tohto hradu sa
uskutoc¢nil na nepatrnom percente jeho plochy.
Napriek tomu priniesol zavazné poznatky o type
jeho zastavby, stavebnych technikach opevnenia,
pritomnosti spolocenskej elity, Urovni remesel-
nej vyroby i polnohospodarstva. V neposlednom
rade treba spomenut’ aj prinos k diskusii o chro-
nologii predmetov velkomoravského obdobia.

The extinction of the settlement is directly re-
lated to the Germanic devastating invasion, who
shortly after the turn of the eras plundered hillforts
located in today’s northern Slovakia. After these
events, Pdchov people never came back to Big Hill.

The term hillfort refers to a site, where — under-
ground —remains of a declined fortified settlement
preserved. Usually, it can be identified in the field
thanks to the presence of ramparts — of various
construction — that in the past served as defensive
walls. Such settlements — originally castles — could
have various functions. Some of them could serve
as refugium, others could have more functions,
depending on the local people needs. Early me-
dieval castles are generally considered centres of
administrative power and cult. They also played an
important role in organising economic life of the
society. Finally, we should not forget their military
functions also as a demonstration of power. Conse-
quently, although we refer to the site on Big hill as
a hillfort, it would be more precise to call it a cast-
le. In the Great Moravian times, or more precisely
at the end of that period, there was a large castle
on the hill. Its destroyed but still massive fortifica-
tions preserved to this day. Many years of research
on the castle covered only a small fragment of the
entire site. Despite limited scope, the excavations
delivered significant pieces of information about
types of constructions, construction techniques
used to build the fortifications, presence of social
elites, quality of craft and agriculture. Finally, the
finds from the site informed the discussion on the
chronology of Great Moravian artefacts.
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Obr. 15. Plan velkomoravského hradiska. Cierna — nedatovany val a neobnovené valy ptchovskej kultary, purpu-
rova — obranné stavby, zeleno-ZIta — cestné komunikéacie, modra — pramen a potok.

Fig. 15. The plan of the Great Moravian hillfort. Black — undated rampart and non-renewed Puchov culture ram-
parts, purple — defensive constructions, green-yellow — routes, blue — spring and stream.
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Pevnostny systém

Sucasné vykopavky dolozili, ze Slovania pri bu-
dovani hradu vyuzili starsie valy, najma tie z doby
bronzovej. Ich rozpadnuté zvysky zrovnali a na
nich postavili nové opevnenie. Valy sa skimali na
dvoch miestach, vo vrcholovej Casti a na podhra-
di, ich konstrukcia nebola rovnaka. Val, ktory na
hrebeni kopca oddeluje vrcholovu cast” od pod-
hradia, z vnutornej i vonkajsej strany tvorili mary
z nasucho kladenych kamenov. Priestor medzi
nimi bol zasypany hlinou s mnozstvom kame-
nov roznych velkosti, pozostatky predpoklada-
nej drevenej konstrukcie sa nedochovali, zotleli.
Sirka tejto obrannej stavby nepresahovala 2 m,
jej povodnu vysku nepozname. Naproti tomu val
v podhradi mal Sirku asi 4 m a neoblozili ho ka-
menmi. Jeho teleso tvorili komory z drevenych
brvien, vyplnené hlinou a mensim mnozstvom
kameniov. Ci vnutorné opevnenie z doby laténskej,

im

The fortification system

Current excavations showed that the Slavs used
remains of older walls — mainly those from the
Bronze Age — to construct the ramparts. They
destroyed remains of old fortifications and built
the new defensive system on the spot. The ram-
parts were excavated in two places — in the peak
area and in the suburbium. The results showed
that the constructions differed. The ramparts on
the hill ridge — separating the peak area from the
suburbium — were constructed of dry stone walls,
both on the inside and the outside. The space be-
tween the walls was filled with soil and stones of
various sizes. Remains of presumed wooden con-
structions have not preserved, they decayed. The
width of this defensive construction did not ex-
ceed 2 m. We do not know its original height. On
the contrary, the suburbium ramparts were 4 m
wide and were not cased with stones. Here, the

Obr. 16. Priestorova fotogrametrickd dokumentacia sondy vo velkomoravskom vale v podhradi s vypreparova-

nym brvnom komory pevnostného muru.

Fig. 16. Spatial photogrammetric documentation of a trench in the Great Moravian rampart in the suburbium with

a cleaned beam of the wall chamber.
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Obr. 17. Virtualna idealna rekonstrukcia velkomoravskej brany pod Malym vrchom.
Fig. 17. Virtual idealized reconstruction of the Great Moravian gate below Small Hill.



oddelujuce akropolu od vrcholovej casti, obno-
vili aj vo velkomoravskom obdobi, nemozno pre
nedostatok podkladov posudit. Tym, Ze Slovania
vybudovali pod Malym vrchom aj branu uza-
tvarajucu pristupovl cestu z Povazia, ochranili
jediny schodny pristup do podhradia. Kvoli jej
vystavbe vyhibili do skalnatého podlozia za-
rez cesty, ziskany material pouzili na vytvorenie
umelého nasypu a zékladov drevenej stavby, kto-
ra branu premostila a chranila. Vyskum destruk¢-
nych vrstiev a konstrukénych detailov po nosnych
stipoch umoznil vytvorit' trojdimenzionalny mo-
del tohto nevsedného objektu. Brana nie je su-
Castou valmi chraneného areadlu a ani sa v jej bliz-
kosti pri vykopavkach nenasli zvysky po palisade.
Preto sa predpokladad uzavretie priestoru okolo
nej prutenym plotom, ktory spolu s konfigura-
ciou terénu bol dostatocnou zabranou volného
pohybu osbéb. Brana pravdepodobne fungovala
ako kontrolny bod pri vstupe do hradu a bola
schopna odolat’ Utoku mensej skupiny Utocnikov.
Ak vsak doslo k masivnemu Utoku vacsej bojovej
jednotky, jej prieniku do podhradia nedokazala
ucinne branit. Ak to bolo nutné, jeho obyvatelia
nasli bezpecné Utocisko na opevnenom vrchole
kopca.

Predmety, ktoré boli pocas vykopavok ob-
javené, vypovedaju o tom, ze boli vytvorené
v mladsej faze velkomoravského obdobia, ale
neinformuju o dobe vystavby hradu. Umoznil
ju urcit az vyskum pevnostnych stavieb, lebo
z ich konstrukcii sa ziskali uhliky vhodné pre
radiouhlikové stanovenie veku. Prinosom boli
predovsetkym vzorky z dochovanych zvyskov
driev pouzitych pri stavbe valu podhradia
a brany pod Malym vrchom. Na zaklade ich roz-
boru sa v sucasnosti ako najpravdepodobnejsia

ramparts consisted of wooden beams chambers
filled with soil and smaller amounts of stones. Un-
fortunately, the excavations provided insufficient
information to settle the question whether the in-
ner La Tene fortifications, separating the acropo-
lis from the peak area, were restored in the Great
Moravian times. By building the gate closing
the access route from the Vah Valley below the
Small Hill, the Slavs protected the only entrance
to the suburbium. During the construction, they
cut the notch to the rock. The obtained material
they used to construct an artificial embankment
and foundations of wooden construction that
bridged and protected the gate. The research on
the destruction layers and construction details of
load-bearing pillars resulted in the development
of a three-dimensional model of this remarkable
feature. The gate is not part of the area protec-
ted by the ramparts and during the excavations,
we have found no traces of a palisade. Thus, we
are inclined to believe that the area around the
gate was enclosed with a wicker fence that — to-
gether with topographical features of the hill —
prevented unauthorised access sufficiently. Most
likely, the gate was used as a “checkpoint” at the
entrance to the castle and could resist attacks of
moderate groups of intruders. However, in case of
massive attacks of larger troops, it could not effi-
ciently protect the suburbium. When necessary,
the suburbium inhabitants found safe hideaway
inside the well-fortified peak area.

The items found during the excavations could
be related to the younger phase of the Great
Moravian period. Unfortunately, the artefacts
cannot unambiguously indicate when the hillfort
itself was built. This was possible thanks to sur-
veying the fortification construction, where coals
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doba vystavby povazuju prvé tri desatrocia
10. storodia. Cize hrad vybudovali v turbulent-
nych casoch zaniku velkomoravskej riSe, alebo
tesne po nom. Kedy doslo k jeho opusteniu nie

je mozné presnejsie stanovit. Treba vSak zobrat’

do uvahy, Ze vo vseobecnosti vyskyt podob-
nych nalezov ako z Divinky neprekracuje prvu
polovicu 10. storocia. Zaroven analyza kera-
miky ukazala, Ze je velmi jednotvarna, pocha-
dzajuca z kratkeho ¢asového uUseku. Tieto fakty
naznacuju, ze toto opevnené sidlo zaniklo po-
merne skoro po jeho vybudovani, este v prvej
polovici 10. storocia.

Charakteristika osidlenia

Pocas vykopavok vo vrcholovej casti vratane
akropoly sa okrem starSieho osidlenia objavi-
li aj velkomoravské sidliskové objekty. Na ak-
ropole bola nalezova situacia obzvlast kom-
plikovana, pretoze sa tu nachadzala zmieSana
kultdrna vrstva miestami hruba skoro 2 m. Jej
podstatnu cast” tvorili kamenno-hlinité des-
trukcie sidliska puchovskej kultury. Zhruba po
tisicro¢i na jeho pozostatkoch Slovania posta-
vili novu osadu, obytnu cast svojho hradu. Na
rozdiel od minulosti charakteristickymi obyd-
liami tejto etapy osidlenia boli zruby. Pretoze
stali na svahu, terén vyrovnavali vybudovanim
zékladov z nasucho kladenych kamenov, pod-
muroviek. KedZe predchadzajuce osidlenie vr-
cholovej ¢asti nebolo také intenzivne, nevznikla
tu ani hruba antropogénna vrstva. Na skalna-
tom podlozi lezala pomerne tenka vrstva sivej
tmavohnedej hliny, ktord bola vplyvom des-
trukénych procesov a podotoku premiesana,

suitable for radiocarbon dating were obtained.
As a result, we gained samples from preserved
remains of wood used for the construction of
ramparts and the gate below the Small Hill. Based
on the analysis of the samples, it was possible to
determine that — most probably — the fortifica-
tions were built during the first three decades of
the 10t century. This means that the castle was
built in the turbulent times when the Great Mora-
vian state declined or right after it collapsed.
Still, we are unable to determine precisely when
the hillfort was abandoned. However, we should
remember that, generally, finds similar to those
from Divinka do not appear after the first half of
the 10* century. Additionally, the analysis of the
ceramic indicated that the pottery is very stereo-
typical and was manufactured during a short pe-
riod. All these facts imply that the settlement was
abandoned relatively shortly after it had been
built, sometime in the first half of the 10" century.

Apart from remains of the older settlement,
the excavations on the peak area including the
acropolis revealed also Great Moravian settle-
ment features. The situation on the acropolis
was particularly complex — there was a settle-
ment layer that in some places was 2 m thick.
The main component of the layer was soil-stone
destruction of the Puchov culture settlement. Af-
ter about a millennium, the Slavs built a new sett-
lement on the spot — the residential area of their
castle. Unlike before, in this settlement stage, log
houses were typical residential structures. Since
the dwellings were located on a slope, the Slavs
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Obr. 18. Kamenny mlyncek v povodnej polohe.
Fig. 18. A stone mill in the original position.

nedali sa v nej rozpoznat' sidliskové horizonty.
Obsahovala mnozstvo kamenov zo zrdteného
valu, medzi ktorymi boli rozptylené pozostatky
sidliska — uhliky, zvieracie kosti, ¢repy z nadob
i rozne kovové predmety. Polohu nadzemnych
obydli, zrubov len v naznakoch vyznacovali
koncentracie ¢repov. V jednom pripade sa po-
darilo vypreparovat’ zakladovy mdurik stavby,
v jej interiéri sa vo funkénej polohe na sebe na-
chadzali mlynské kamene.

Hustota zastavby vrcholovej casti nebola
rovnomerna, Co sa prejavilo pocas vykopavok
na Malom vrchu, pretoze na ploSine brala sa
v nizkom podnom horizonte nasiel len jeden
v€asnostredoveky crep. V sondach pod bralom
sa ale nachadzali hlinito-kamenné vrstvy s Crep-
mi, splachnuté a zratené z Malého vrchu. Preto

levelled the surface with dry-stone foundations.
The earlier settlement in the peak area had not
been as intense and thus the anthropogenic layer
was not very thick. On the rock base, there was
a relatively thin layer of dark brown soil — mixed
as a result of destruction processes and solif-
luction. As a consequence, it was impossible to
recognise any settlement horizons in the layer.
It contained plenty of stones from the collapsed
ramparts and scattered settlement waste, such as
coals, animal bones, pottery sherds and various
metal items. Locations of overground dwellings —
log houses — were indicated only by the concen-
tration of pottery sherds. In one of the houses -
where foundations were identified — millstones
placed one on top of another, in the functional
position were found.
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Obr. 19. Sucasti vystroja velkomoravskych bojovnikov.
Fig. 19. Elements of Great Moravian warrior's attire.



nie je mozné Uplne vylucit, ze stopy osidlenia
z tejto Casti lokality po mnohych starociach za-
nikli prirodzenym sp6sobom. Podobne velmi
chudobna na nalezy bola sonda v plochej, oby-
vatelnej casti podhradia. Zdokumentovala sa
tam sice pritomnost kultlrnej vrstvy, ale jej ca-

sové urcenie je problematické. Tato skutocnost’

moze suvisiet' s ochrannou, Utocistnou funkciou
podhradia, ktoré bolo v pripade nebezpecen-
stva kratkodobo osidlované vidieckym oby-
vatel'stvom z okolia hradu, a tak tam stali len
provizérne pribytky s nevyhnutnou vybavou
domacnosti.

Spolocenska elita na hrade

Socialna struktdra obyvatelov hradu na Velkom
vrchu zodpovedala rozvrstveniu velkomorav-
skej spolocnosti. Velmi zjednoduSene mozno
povedat, Ze ju tvorili prislusnici privilegovanej
vrstvy, nizSie vrstvy slobodného obyvatelstva,
a tiez otroci. Dodnes nie je uspokojivo vyriese-
na otazka vztahu severozapadného Slovenska
k jadru Vel'kej Moravy, teda i priamo podliehalo
Ustrednému kniezatu, alebo ¢&i iSlo o sebestac-
né kmenové Uzemie patriace do sféry vplyvu
kniezacieho dvora. Nepochybne vsak na Velkom
vrchu sidlil predstavitel’ moci so svojim dvorom,
azda v oddelenom priestore na akropole. Tato
skupina ludi tvorila lokalnu spolocensku elitu. Jej
sucastou bola aj vojenska druzina, ktorej prislus-
nici mali privilegované postavenie v spolo¢nosti.
Hmotnym dokladom ich pritomnosti na sidlis-
kach i pohrebiskach byvaju stcasti bojovnickeho
vystroja a zbrane. Nie inak je tomu aj v Divinke,
kde sa nasli priamo v sondach i pri povrchovych

During the excavations on Small Hill, it was
determined that the density of the dwellings in
the peak area varied. On the plateau area of the
rock, we have found only one early medieval pot-
tery sherd. However, the trenches below the rock
contained soil-stone layers with pottery that slid
down the Small Hill slope. Consequently, it can-
not be ruled out that over the centuries, settle-
ment traces in this part of the site disappeared
naturally. Similarly, the number of finds in the
trench located in the flat part of the suburbium
residential area was also modest. Although the
presence of a cultural layer there was docu-
mented, it was difficult to determine the layer
chronology. This finding could be related to the
defensive, protective function of the suburbium,
which in case of imminent danger was only briefly
inhabited by people living in the vicinity of the
castle. As a consequence, in the suburbium, there
were only temporary shelters furnished with ne-
cessary household equipment.

The social structure of the castle inhabitants re-
flects stratification of the Great Moravian society.
Simplifying, it can be said that the inhabitants re-
cruited from the privileged social stratum, lower
layers of free citizens and slaves. So far, the ques-
tion of the relations between north-western Slo-
vakia and the Great Moravia core has not been
satisfactorily settled. It is not known whether the
area was ruled directly by the central prince or
rather was a self-sufficient tribal land in the orbit
of the princely influences. Undoubtedly, however,
Big Hill, or more likely the separate area in the
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Obr. 20. Zdobena Zelezna prevliecka po najdeni, jej rontgenova snimka, po vycisteni a jej kresba.
Fig. 20. A decorated iron loop after discovery, its X-ray image, after cleaning and its drawing.

prieskumoch. A to nielen na akropole a vo vr-
cholovej casti, ale aj v podhradi a dokonca aj
v predpoli hradu. Vari najpresvedcivejSim do-
kladom pritomnosti mocenskej zlozky spoloc-
nosti su nalezy troch ostréh a kovovych sucasti
remienkov slUziacich na ich pripevnenie k cho-
didlu. Ramené ostroh su ukoncené platnickami
s nitmi, o ktoré sa tieto remene napevno prichy-
tavali. Jedna z najdenych ostréh mala platnic-
ky jazykovitého tvaru, zdobené horizontalnymi
i vertikdlnymi rytymi liniami. Platnicky dalSej
ostrohy pévodne ukoncovali palmety s tromi
lalokmi, na zakladni doplnené ryhami s punco-
vanou vyzdobou. Nity boli podloZzené medenym
pasikom. Rameno tretej ostrohy zdobia vykova-
né plastické kriziky. Drobnu ozdobnu platnicku
prevliecky remena dekoruje ornament pozosta-

acropolis, was resided by a representative of the
power and his court. This group of people formed
local social elites which included also the military
troops. The troop members had a privileged po-
sition in society. Material traces of their presence
in settlements and cemeteries include elements
of warriors' attire and weaponry. It is similar in
Divinka, where such items were found directly in
the trenches and during the field surveys — not
only on the acropolis and in the peak area but
also the borough. However, the most persuasive
argument in favour of the presence of power rep-
resentatives is provided by finds of three spurs
and metal fittings of spur fasteners. The spurs
arms were ended with riveted plates to which the
fasteners were attached. One of the spurs had
tongue-shaped plates decorated with horizontal
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Obr. 21. Zubadlo a jeho stcasti z velkomoravského obdobia.
Fig. 21. A Great Moravian horse bit and its elements.



vajuci z krizujucich sa zdvo-
jenych rytych linii. Vyzdoba
malého jazykovitého nékoncia
remena pripomina platnicky
ostroh, taktiez ho vyzdobili
ryhami a puncovanim. Ostro-
hy nie su len dokladom pri-
tomnosti jazdeckej vojenskej
druziny, ale aj predmetom
potvrdzujucim  spolocenské
postavenie ich nositela. Pris-
luSnost k elite sa deklarovala
vonkajsimi symbolmi, medzi
ktoré patrilo pravo nosit mec
s opaskom a ostrohy. Mec sa
na lokalite sice nenasiel, ale zato sa nasli sucasti
honosne zdobenych opaskov. Zelezna prevlie¢-
ka s predizenym krékom sluzila na pripevnenie
meca a jej platnicka je zdobena vybijanymi ob-
[G¢ikmi umiestnenymi v radoch. Opasok byval
ukonceny nakoncim, zelezny exemplar z Divinky
ma jazykovity tvar a cely jeho povrch je zdobeny
jemnymi rytymi liniami. Jazdci svoje kone ovla-
dali pomocou postroja, z ktorého sa zvyknu do-
chovat len jeho kovové sucasti. Z nich sa na Vel-
kom vrchu naslo skoro kompletné zubadlo a dve
sucasti postrannice zubadla. Unikatnym a velmi
dolezitym nalezom je fragment podkovy, preto-
ze donedavna sa spochybnovala existencia taz-
kej jazdy v Sikoch velkomoravskych bojovnikov,
ktora si vyzaduje podkulvanie koni.

Na akropole sa nasiel zatial jediny Sperk z lo-
kality, plechovy bronzovy prsten so Sirokym oval-
nym Stitkom. Zdobi ho jemne gravirovany kriz
a obruba, kompoziciu dopifaji puncované kon-
centrické kruzky.

Obr. 22. Zdobeny prsten.
Fig. 22. A decorated ring.

and vertical notches. Plates of
another spur were originally
decorated with palmettes with
three foils complemented with
notches and punched orna-
ments on the base. Under the
rivets, there was a copper strip.
The arm, of the third spur is
decorated with plastic crosses.
A fine decorative loop plate
is ornamented with crossed
double notches. The decora-
tion of a small tongue-shaped
strap end resembles spur
plates and was also decorated
with notches and punched ornaments. The spurs
not only confirm the presence of the equestrians
but also indicate the social position of the own-
er. Belonging to the elite was defined by sym-
bols such as the right to carry a sword and wear
a sword belt and spurs. Although no sword was
found at the site, there were lavishly decorated
belt elements. An iron loop with an elongate neck
was used to fasten a sword. Its plate is decorated
with rows of punched arcs. Often, the belt ended
with a belt-end — the iron specimen from Divinka
is tongue-shaped and its entire surface is deco-
rated with notches. At those times, the equestrians
used horse harnesses of which only the metal ele-
ments preserved. On Big Hill, a nearly complete
bit and two fragments of cheek links were found.
A unique and important find is a horseshoe frag-
ment because until recently there were significant
doubts concerning the presence of heavy caval-
ry —which required horseshoes —among the Great
Moravian warriors.
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Obr. 23. Maly depot Zeleznych predmetov, ktory bol pévodne ulozeny vo vedierku.
Fig. 23. A small hoard of iron items, originally placed in a bucket.
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Obr. 24. Depot zeleznych predmetov, predovsetkym polnohospodarskeho naradia.
Fig. 24. A hoard of iron items, mainly agriculture tools.



Remesla

Zivotaschopnost davnych spolo¢nosti zavisela od
vykonnosti polnohospodarstva a remeselnej vy-
roby,nieinaktomuboloajvovelkomoravskomob-
dobi. Z Velkého vrchu pochadza Siroky sortiment
predmetov dokladajucich existenciu rozvinutej
Urovne tychto zloZiek hospodarstva. Nalezy
hmotnej kultlry sa na Velkom vrchu nachadzali
predovsetkym roztrisené v odpadovych a zani-
kovych vrstvach sidliska. Ale zvlastnym javom
na hradiskach tej doby je aj vyskyt takzvanych
hromadnych nalezov, zamerne do zeme uloze-
nych pokladov, depotov zeleznych predmetov.
Dovod ich existencie nie je dodnes uspokojivo
vysvetleny. Napriklad ludia v pripade nebezpe-
censtva mohli schovavat do zeme tazké pred-
mety, ktoré by ich kvoli svojej hmotnosti zdrzia-
vali pri Uteku. Taktiez mohlo ist" o sustredenie,
uskladnenie poskode-
nych zeleznych pred-
metov ako suroviny
na opatovné kovacske
spracovanie,  uvazuje
sa aj o ich zakopavani
z kultovych doévodov.
V sucasnosti je z Vel-
kého vrchu znamych
pat takychto pokladov
obsahujuicich mnozstvo
réznych predmetov.
Né&jdené honosné su-
Casti bojovnickeho vy-
stroja neboli vyhotovené
miestnymi  remeselnik-
mi. Ich kvalita, skala tva-
rov, vyzdobné techniky

Obr. 25. Hroty Sipov z velkomoravského obdobia.
Fig. 25. Great Moravian arrowheads.

So far, on the acropolis, only one piece of je-
wellery has been found-a bronze ring with a wide,
oval head. The ring is decorated with a finely
punched cross and a rim. The composition is com-
pleted with concentrically aligned punched circles.

The viability of historic societies depended large-
ly on agriculture and crafts efficiency. This also
applies to the Great Moravian period. Numerous
finds from Big Hill confirm that both these bran-
ches were well-developed there. The material
culture manifested itself predominantly in items
scattered across waste and decay settlement la-
yers. A specific feature of the contemporary hill-
forts is the presence of hoard finds containing
deliberately deposited iron artefacts. The reason
for their deposition has
not been satisfactorily
explained yet. It is hy-
pothesised  that, in
case of imminent dan-
ger, people could hide
heavy items that would
delay their escape. It is
also possible that they
simply stored damaged
iron items as a source
of raw material. Some
assume that the items
were buried for cult
reasons. Currently, we
know five such hoards
from Big Hill containing
many different finds.
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Obr. 26. Depot roznych zeleznych predmetov.
Fig. 26. A hoard of various iron items.



Obr. 27. Noze viacerych typov s brasikom.
Fig. 27. Various type knives and a whetstone.



Obr. 28. Noznice, sidlo a praslen.
Fig. 28. Scissors, an awl and a spindle whorl.



a dekoréacia zodpovedaju dobovému vkusu a vte-
dajsim technologickym moznostiam. Obdobné
predmety sa nachadzaju na viacerych velkomo-
ravskych naleziskach a vyrabali sa v rozsiahlych
kolekciach v Specializovanych kovadéskych dielfach
vo vyrobnych centrach rise. Inak tomu bolo s lo-
kalnou produkciou beznych pracovnych nastrojov.
Ale aj miestni remeselnici zvladali komplikovanej-
Sie kovacske techniky zvysujlce Uzitkové vlastnosti
ich vyrobkov. Vojensku posadku zasobovali jedno-
duchs$imi sucastami zbrani a konského postroja.
Z tejto kategdrie predmetov sa na hradisku v Di-
vinke nasli hroty Sipov a kopije, zubadla a podko-
va, azda k nim patria aj dlhsie, takzvané bojové
noze. Hlavnou pracovnou naplhou tunajsich ko-
vacov vsak bola vyroba naradia pouzivaného pri
pracach roznej povahy a zamerania. Jednu takdto
skupinu tvoria nastroje sliziace na obrabanie dre-
va, ku ktorym patria ndjdené sekery, pilky, poriez,
vrtaky a dlata. Niektorymi sa tazilo drevo, s dalSimi
pracovali zrucni tesari a stolari i ini remeselnici pri
vystavbe opevnenia, domov a hospodarskych bu-
dov, pri vyrobe zariadenia ich interiérov, ale aj pri
vyrobe drevenych sucasti rozneho naradia a zbra-
ni. Na osekavanie podloznej skaly pocas zemnych
prac, Uprave kamenov do muriv a aj pri vyrobe
zarnovov sluzili sekace réznej velkosti. Kovadi pre
potreby kazdodenného chodu domacnosti vyra-
bali jednoduché noze a zatvaracie noze-britvy,
noznice, kovania, rukovate a obruce vedierok, Ze-
lezné misky, rozne Sidla, klince, skoby a aj kl'ice do
zamkov. Polnohospodarov zasobovali Zeleznymi
Castami orného a Zacieho naradia. V depotoch sa
na Velkom vrchu nasli lemese a Cerieslo, sucasti
radla sliziaceho na orbu. Na obrabanie pody, kl-
Covanie lesov i na kopacske prace sluzili masivne
motyky. Kratke kosy sa pouzivali na vyZinanie kr-

Impressive components of warriors' attire
were not manufactured by local craftsmen. The
quality, variety of shapes, decorative techniques
and ornaments are consistent with contempo-
rary fashion and technological state of the art.
Similar items have been found on other Great
Moravian sites and were manufactured as col-
lections in specialised workshops in the Empire
craft production centres. The local production of
common working tools differed. However, local
craftsmen also mastered more advanced forging
techniques enhancing the features of their pro-
ducts. The local troops were equipped with pieces
of simple weaponry and horse tack. These plain
finds include arrowheads, spearheads, horse bits
and a horseshoe and possibly also longer, batt-
le knives. However, the local blacksmiths’ main
task was to manufacture working tools of various
types. One group contains tools used for wood
processing such as axes, saws, drawknives, drills
and chisels. Some of the tools served for tree log-
ging. Other types were used by skilled carpenters
and craftsmen who built fortifications, dwellings
and outbuildings and manufactured household
equipment. Certainly, the tools were used also
for the production of further tools and weapons.
Chisels — of various sizes — were used during
earthworks, processing stones necessary for ma-
sonry and to produce millstones. To make every-
day life easier, blacksmiths manufactured simple
knives and folding knives-razors, scissors, fit-
tings, handles, bucket clamps, iron bowls, various
awls, nails, latches and keys. The blacksmiths also
supplied farmers with elements of ploughs and
mowing tools. The hoards from Big Hill contained
also iron plough parts: shares and a coulter. Mas-
sive hoes were used for soil processing, forest
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Obr. 29. Rozne zelezné predmety zo sidliskovych vrstiev.
Fig. 29. Various finds from settlement layers.



Obr. 30. Obruce vedra a sucasti zavesov rukovéte.
Fig. 30. Bucket clamps and fragments of a handle-mount.



Obr. 31. Kosaky v réznom stave dochovania.
Fig. 31. Sickles in various state of preservation.



Obr. 32. Rekonstruované velkomoravské hrnce.
Fig. 32. Reconstructed Great Moravian pots.



Obr. 33. Odtlacky osky hrnciarskeho kruhu na podstavach dien hrncov.
Fig. 33. Imprints of a potter's wheel axis on pots base bottoms.



Obr. 34. Prave objaveny fragment velkomoravského hrnca.
Fig. 34. Just discovered a fragment of a Great Moravian pot.

miva pred dobytok, Castym nalezom aj v sidlisko-
vych vrstvach s kosaky i ich zlomky, ktorymi sa
zalo obilie. K zriedkavym nalezom pari zaci n6z.
Najcastejsimi nalezmi na vykopavkach byva-
ju Crepy z rozbitych keramickych nadob, pretoze
nepodliehaju rozkladu ani korézii. Velkomorav-
ska keramika sa vyrébala na pomaly rotujucom
hrnciarskom kruhu bez zotrvacnika. Tato technika
spociva v tom, ze z hrudy hliny polozenej na do-
ske kruhu nadobu najprv nahrubo vymodelovali
a nasledne ju za pomoci rotacie doformovali do
pozadovaného tvaru. Tenkostenné simerné hrn-
ce z Divinky dokumentuju rutinné zvladnutie toh-
to technologického procesu. Ustélené tvary a po-
merne monotdnne vyzdobné motivy upozoriuju
na lokalny pévod prevaznej vacsiny nachadzanej
keramiky. Jej charakteristickym znakom je aj pri-

grubbing and digging works. Short scythes were
used to cut forage for the cattle. Finally, sickles
and sickle fragments used to harvest crops are
common finds in settlement layers. A harvest
knives is a unique find.

The most commonly excavated finds are pot-
tery sherds — fragments of broken ceramic ves-
sels — because pottery does not erode nor rot.
Great Moravian pottery was manufactured on
a slowly rotating wheel without a flywheel. First,
a vessel was roughly formed on a wooden wheel
from a clay lump and then the desired shape was
modelled with slow rotations. Thin, symmetri-
cal vessels from Divinka confirm that the locals
mastered the technological process. Repeatable
shapes and relatively common ornaments in-
dicate that most vessels were produced locally.
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Obr. 35. Vykopavky vo vrcholovej ¢asti hradiska.
Fig. 35. Excavations in the peak area of the hillfort.

tomnost odtlacku osky kruhu na podstavach dien
nadob. To nasvedCuje o pouzivani unifikovanej
konstrukcie hrnciarskeho kruhu, ktorého doska
rotovala okolo fixnej osky. Z hliny sa modelovali
aj vel'ké ploché ovalne alebo obdiznikové varovi-
té nadoby s nizkymi stienkami, praznice, urCené
na susenie a prazenie obilia. Pretoze nepresli vy-
sokym ziarom, malokedy sa dochovaju vcelku. Na
Velkom vrchu sa naslo len niekolko okrajovych
zlomkov tychto zariadeni.

Centrum regiénu
Ziadne konkrétne historické udalosti odohrévaju-

ce sa vo vcéasnostredovekom obdobi na severo-
zadpadnom Slovensku nie su zaznamenané v pi-

A characteristic feature of the pottery is an axis
imprinted on vessel base bottoms. This indicates
that the locals used unified potter's wheels with
a wooden plate rotating around a fixed axle. Clay
was also used to manufacture large but flat-bot-
tom and low, oval or rectangular vessels used to
dry and roast cereal grains. Unfortunately, since
usually such objects were not burnt in high tem-
perature, they rarely preserve undamaged. On
Big Hill, only a few fragments of such vessels rims
were found.

The region centre

Historic events that took place in north-western
Slovakia in the Early Middle Ages have not been
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somnych pramenoch. Preto sa aj pri opise star-
Sich dejin tejto oblasti len Uplne neurcito od-
volava na vseobecny obraz historického vyvoja
nasho Uzemia. Pri tomto stave poznania zohrava
nenahraditelnu Ulohu archeoldgia. Jej neustale sa
rozsSirujuca pramenna zakladna prinasa poznatky,

ktoré aspon v hrubych rysoch umoznuju skimat’

tendencie miestneho vyvoja a porovnavat ich so
situaciou v uzSom i SirSom geografickom ramci.
V sucasnosti nie je mozné zdovodnit, preco
vlastne v dobe, kedy Velkomoravska risa kolabo-
vala, na Velkom vrchu vybudovali rozsiahlu pev-
nost. Podla najnovsich vyskumov vyuzivajicich
moderné metddy prirodovedného datovania je
na Slovensku v zaverecnej etape existencie Velkej
Moravy zaznamenana zvysena aktivita pri budo-
vani opevnenych sidel. Je prirodzené, ze prvo-
planovo sa tu ponuka vysvetlenie o obrane proti
vonkajsim nepriatelom, ktori napokon v priebehu
prvych desatroci 10. storocia riSu aj tak rozvratili.
Takato interpretacia poznatkov by znamenala, ze
hrad na Velkom vrchu postavili v zaujme kniezat-
stva a sidlil na nom niektory z kniezatu blizkych
velmozov so svojou vojenskou druzinou. V re-
giéne vladol v sulade s politickymi, vojenskymi
a hospodarskymi zdmermi Ustrednej moci. Na
druhej strane vSak mozno dovody vybudovania
nového mocenského centra vysvetlit' aj tak, ze
v Case oslabenia vojenskej sily kniezatstva a jeho
dezintegracie sa prejavili emancipacné snahy
miestnej elity, ktord vyuzila prilezitost” upevnit’
svoje mocenské postavenie a ovladnut” miestne
kmeriové Gzemie. Ci islo povodne o prisluénikov
riSskej aristokracie, alebo o vladcu a jeho druzi-
nu pochadzajlcu z tunajsieho kmena, to sa nikdy
nedozvieme. Isté vsak je, ze hrad postavili takpo-
vediac na zelenej like v pomerne kratkom case.

mentioned specifically in any written sources. De-
scribing the older history of the region, one can
only refer to the general vision we have on the
historic development of our country. In the ab-
sence of written sources, archaeology can assist
our cognition significantly. The ever-expanding
archaeological source base provides new know-
ledge that allows — at least roughly — to investi-
gate local developmental patterns and compare
the region with other, closer and more distant,
areas.

The current knowledge does not explain why
people living on Big Hill built the fortifications
exactly at the time when Great Moravia col-
lapsed. Recent research exploiting modern scien-
tific dating methods indicates that many fortified
settlements were built in the final stage of Great
Moravia existence. Naturally, it is hypothesised
that the fortifications were built to protect the
principality against external enemies, who — de-
spite the locals’ efforts — disrupted Great Mora-
via in the first decades of the 10" century. This
implies that the castle on Big Hill protected in-
terests of the principality and was inhabited by
members of nobility faithful to the prince and
their troops, extending the political, military
and economic power of the centre over the re-
gion. On the other hand, however, it is possible
that when the principality military power de-
clined and disintegrated, local elites strived for
emancipation. The elites took the opportunity to
strengthen own position and take control over
the local tribal lands. Whether they were mem-
bers of the Great Moravian nobility or represent-
atives of some local tribe, we will never know.
However, it remains clear that once, all of a sud-
den, they decided to build the castle and did it in
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Obr. 36. Velky vrch tyciaci sa nad Povazim.
Fig. 36. Big Hill over the Vah Valley.

Vykopavky dolozili, Ze vybudovali mocenské cen-
trum, v ktorom, okrem toho, Ze tu sidlila vojenska
posadka, zriadili aj utociste pre jemu podlieha-
juce vidiecke obyvatelstvo. Vzniklo tu aj terito-
ridlne hospodarske stredisko, na ¢o poukazuje
mnozstvo a spektrum nachadzanych artefaktov.
Vzhladom na kratkost jeho existencie sa tu ne-
rozvinulo nadregionalne trhové stredisko, o com
sveddi Uplné chybanie predmetov cudzieho po-
vodu. Nachadzané exkluzivnejsie sucasti vystro-
ja bojovnikov boli okrem ich priméarnej funkcie
aj zalezitostou prestize ich nositelov, ktori tym
vlastne boli nuteni si ich zadovazit. K tomu vsak
nebolo nevyhnutné na mieste organizovat’ cent-
rum dialkového obchodu. Navyse, mohli sa stat’
ich vlastnikmi eSte v dobe pred vystavbou hradu.
Charakter keramickych nalezov naznacuje, ze sa

a relatively short time. The excavations showed
that the new power centre not only hosted the
troops but also gave shelter to the locals living
in the area the centre controlled. The abundance
and variety of artefacts found on the site show
that the castle served also as an economic cen-
tre. As confirmed by the lack of imported finds,
the briefness of existence prevented its deve-
lopment into a superregional economic centre.
More exclusive elements of warriors’ attire found
on the site - that apart from obvious functions,
signalled social position of the bearers — needed
to be imported. However, to import such items
it was not necessary for the castle to become an
international trade centre. Moreover, the owners
could acquire the items even before the castle
was built. Finds of pottery suggest that the cast-
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sem neutieklo ohrozené obyvatelstvo z nizinnych
Casti Nitrianskeho kniezatstva, ale Zili tu obyvate-
lia domaceho povodu.

Archeologicky vyskum dedinského osidlenia
v regione nie je mozné povazovat za optimalny.
V muzedlnych zbierkach sa nach&dzaju predo-
vSetkym keramické Crepy pozbierané na poliach
v katastroch viacerych dnesnych obci. Tie indi-
kuju pritomnost” véasnostredovekych osad, ne-
umoznuju ich vSak presnejsie datovat, a teda ani
ich dat” do priameho suvisu s dobou existencie
hradu na Velkom vrchu. Vlastne jediné archeo-
logicky skimané agrarne sidlisko v jeho zazemi
sa nachadza v polohe Frambor na okraji Ziliny.
Zlomky keramiky najdené v zasypoch zahibenych
Casti sidliskovych objektov zodpovedaju charakte-
ru nalezov z Divinky, ¢o poukazuje na ich sucasnost.
Je pozoruhodné, Ze na Frambore sa odkrylo aj za-
niknuté obydlie z najstarSieho horizontu véasno-
slovanského obdobia na Slovensku. To znamena,
Ze pociatky tunajsej vcasnostredovekej, slovan-
skej sidliskovej komory siahaju az do doby sta-
hovania narodov, do zaveru 5. az prvej polovice
6. storocia. Tu usidleny kmen vyuzil potencial kra-
jiny na rozvoj svojej hospodarskej Urovne, ktorej
rozkvet nastal vo velkomoravskom obdobi.

Tak ako nie su jasné okolnosti vybudovania
hradu na Velkom vrchu, riskom tajomstva je za-
haleny aj jeho skory zanik. Jeho archeologicky
vyskum priniesol podnetné poznatky a je Ulohou
dalSieho badania blizsie objasnit dejinné procesy,
ktoré sa v nim ovladanom regiéne udiali v dobe
od padu Velkej Moravy po jeho zaclenenie do
Uhorského kralovstva.

le was inhabited rather by local people, not by
refugees from the Nitra Principality lowlands.

The current archaeological knowledge on the
regional rural settlement is far from optimal. Mu-
seum collections contain mainly pottery sherds
picked up on fields in many of today’s villages.
The pottery indicates that there were early me-
dieval settlements, however, says little about the
precise chronology of the sites. Consequently,
it is impossible to relate the settlements to the
times when the castle on Big Hill existed. The
only archaeologically studied agricultural settle-
ment in the castle vicinity is in Frambor, on the
outskirts of Zilina. Pottery sherds found in back-
fill of underground parts of settlement features
resemble finds from Divinka and lend support to
the hypothesis that the sites were contemporary.
Interestingly, the research in Frambor documen-
ted a declined dwelling associated with the oldest
early Slavic horizon in Slovakia. This, in turn, indi-
cates that the beginnings of the local early me-
dieval Slavic settlement reach back to the Migra-
tion Period, i.e., to the end of the 5" and the first
half of the 6 century. The tribe that settled there
exploited the natural potential of the land, de-
veloped economically and flourished in the Great
Moravian period.

Equally mysterious as the origins of the Big
Hill castle is its fate. Archaeological research on
the site provided inspiring information but only
further studies will shed light on historic pro-
cesses that took place after Great Moravia had
collapsed and before the land became part of the
Kingdom of Hungary.
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KATALOG VYSTAVENYCH NALEZOV

Luzicka kultara

Rekonstruovana spodna ¢ast amfory zdobena Zliabkami,
pr. 210 mm (obr. 5: 1).

Rekonstruovand 3alka zdobend obeznymi
a vpichmi, pr. 90 mm (obr. 5: 2).

Fragment $alky s vnutornou vyzdobou, pr. 115 mm (obr.
5:3).

Misa s lalokovitymi vy¢nelkami na okraji, pr. 255 mm
(obr. 5: 4).

Dva fragmenty amfory zdobenej zliabkami a plastickym
ornamentom, 8. 149 a 115 mm (obr. 9).

Dva kusky hlinenej omietky s odtlackami pratov (obr.
6:1,4).

Jedendst ¢repov z réznych casti nddob s rytou a plastic-
kou vyzdobou (obr. 6: 2, 3, 5-13).

Kamenny brus hranolovitého tvaru, di. 117 mm (obr. 7: 1).
Kamenny praslen, pr. 52 mm (obr. 7: 2).

Keramické koliesko, pr. 45 mm (obr. 7: 3)

Kamenné hladidlo v tvare polmesiaca, di. 50 mm (obr.
7:4).

Hrot kosteného néstroja, di. 93 mm (obr. 7: 5).

Fragment bronzového naramku s rytou vyzdobou
a zliabkom, dI. 50 mm (obr. 8: 1).

Bronzova puklicka konického tvaru zdobena koncentric-
kymi kruhmi, pr. 32 mm (obr. 8: 2).

Fragment cepele bronzového kosaka, dl. 36 mm (obr.
8:3).

ryhami

Puchovska kultura

Fragment Zeleznej spony so $tvorzéavitovym vinutim, dli.
60 mm (obr. 11: 1).

Fragment Zeleznej spony s trojzavitovym vinutim, dli.
50 mm (obr. 11: 2).

Skleneny koralik trojuholnikového tvaru, zdobeny plas-
tickym ornamentom, pr. 14 mm (obr. 11: 3).

Bronzovy zavesok s otvorom v strednej Casti, v hornej
Casti zdobeny prie¢nymi, v dolnej ¢asti zvislymi ryhami,
dl. 35 mm (obr. 11: 4).

Bronzové zapona, dl. 42 mm (obr. 11: 5).

Rukovit zelezného sekaca, di. 70 mm (obr. 12: 1).
Zelezné 3idlo Stvorcového prierezu, dl. 109 mm (obr. 12: 2).
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A reconstructed lower part of amphora decorated with
grooves, dia. 210 mm (Fig. 5: 1).

A reconstructed cup decorated with grooves and etches,
dia. 90 mm (Fig. 5: 2).

A cup fragment with inner decoration, dia. 115 mm (Fig.
5:3).

A bowl with triangle insets on the edge, dia. 255 mm (Fig.
5:4).

Two fragments of an amphora decorated with grooves
and a plastic ornament, w. 149 and 115 mm (Fig. 9).

Two fragments of clay plaster with rod imprints (Fig.
6:1,4).

Eleven sherds from various parts of vessels with en-
graved and plastic decoration (Fig. 6: 2, 3, 5-13).

A prismatic whetstone, |. 117 mm (Fig. 7: 1).

A stone spindle whorl, dia. 52 mm (Fig. 7: 2).

A ceramic circle, dia. 45 mm (Fig. 7: 3)

A stone, crescent-shaped trowel, I. 50 mm (Fig. 7: 4).

A bone tool tip, I. 93 mm (Fig. 7: 5).

A fragment of a bronze bracelet with engraved decora-
tions and a groove, I. 50 mm (Fig. 8: 1).

A bronze conical item decorated with concentrically ar-
ranged rings, dia. 32 mm (Fig. 8: 2).

A fragment of a bronze sickle blade, . 36 mm (Fig. 8: 3).

« Afragment of an iron fibula with a fourfold coil, . 60 mm

(Fig. 11: 1).

- Afragmentof aniron fibula with a threefold coil, I. 50 mm

(Fig. 11: 2).

« A triangle glass bead decorated with plastic ornament,

dia. 14 mm (Fig. 11: 3).

+ A bronze pendant with an opening in the middle, deco-

rated with transverse grooves in its upper part and verti-
cal grooves in the lower, |. 35 mm (Fig. 11: 4).
A bronze brooch, |. 42 mm (Fig. 11: 5).

+ Aniron cleaver handle, I. 70 mm (Fig. 12: 1).

An iron awl, square in cross-section, I. 109 mm (Fig. 12: 2).
Aniron awl, square in cross-section, |. 82 mm (Fig. 12: 3).
An iron awl, square in cross-section, I. 81 mm (Fig. 12: 4).



« Zelezné sidlo $tvorcového prierezu, di. 82 mm (obr. 12: 3).

. Zelezné sidlo $tvorcového prierezu, di. 81 mm (obr. 12: 4).

- Praslen vyrobeny z ¢repu nadoby, pr. 47 mm (obr. 12: 5).

« Praslen vyrobeny z ¢repu grafitovej nddoby zdobenej ry-
hami, pr. 46 mm (obr. 12: 6).

« Praslen vyrobeny z ¢repu grafitovej nddoby zdobenej ry-
hami, pr. 35 mm (obr. 12: 7).

+ Praslen vyrobeny z ¢repu nddoby, sekundérne prepéle-
ny, pr. 45 mm (obr. 12: 8).

« Praslen vyrobeny z ¢repu grafitovej nadoby, pr. 45 mm
(obr. 12: 13).

- Fragment hrotitého Zelezného lemesa s lalokovitou
tulajkou, di. 75 mm (obr. 12: 9).

« Mnohozubé zelezné rydlo s okrihlym otvorom, di. 70 mm
(obr. 12: 10).

. Cast zeleznej retaze so stla¢anymi ohnivkami, di. 72 mm
(obr. 12: 11).

« Zelezna skoba s dvomi ramenami, di. 95 mm (obr. 12: 12).

« Zelezny hrot Sipu s tulajkou a s jednym hacikom,
di. 74 mm (obr. 13: 1).

« Zelezny hrot 3ipu s tulajkou, s jednym odlomenym hadi-
kom, dl. 64 mm (obr. 13: 2).

« Zelezny hrot $ipu s tulajkou a dvomi hacikmi, di. 49 mm
(obr. 13: 3).

« Zelezny hrot 3ipu s tulajkou, poskodenym hrotom a jed-
nym hécikom, di. 63 mm (obr. 13: 4).

- Terrina v dolnej casti potiahnuta vrstvou grafitu,
pr.225 mm (obr. 14: 1).

- Situla zdobena zvislym ryhovanim, pr. 1770 mm (obr.
14: 2).

« Misa s mierne dovnutra zatiahnutym Ustim, pr. 175 mm
(obr. 14: 3).

« Miska s dovnutra zatiahnutym Ustim, pr. 126 mm (obr.
14: 4).

« Salka s uchom, pr. 90 mm (obr. 14: 5).

- Fragment zasobnice s okruzim, 5. 170 mm.

Velkomoravské obdobie

« Rameno Zeleznej ostrohy zdobenej dvomi plastickymi
gréckymi krizmi, ukonéené zvyskom platnicky, ktorej
bazu zdobi tUzka prie¢na ryha. Povrch bol pévodne poci-
novany, di. 92 mm (obr. 19: 1).

- Zeleznd ostroha, tfii je odlomeny, pévodne bol vsade-
ny do okruhleho otvoru v strede obluka. Platnicky su
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A spindle whorl made of a pottery sherd, dia. 47 mm (Fig.
12:5).

A spindle whorl made of a graphite pottery sherd deco-
rated with grooves, dia. 46 mm (Fig. 12: 6).

A spindle whorl made of a graphite pottery sherd deco-
rated with grooves, dia. 35 mm (Fig. 12: 7).

A spindle whorl made of a pottery sherd, secondarily
burnt, dia. 45 mm (Fig. 12: 8).

A spindle whorl made of a graphite pottery sherd, dia.
45 mm (Fig. 12: 13).

A fragment of a pointed iron winged ploughshare,
I. 75 mm (Fig. 12: 9).

A multi-tooth iron burin with a round eye, I. 70 mm (Fig.
12:10).

An iron chain fragment with crushed links, I. 72 mm (Fig.
12:11).

Aniron, two-arm latch, I. 95 mm (Fig. 12: 12).

An iron arrowhead with a socket and one hook, I. 74 mm
(Fig. 13:1).

An iron arrowhead with a socket and one broken hook,
l. 64 mm (Fig. 13: 2).

Aniron arrowhead with a socket and two hooks, I. 49 mm
(Fig. 13: 3).

An iron arrowhead with a socket, broken tip and one
hook, I. 63 mm (Fig. 13: 4).

A terrine with a graphite layer in its lower part,
dia. 225 mm (Fig. 14: 1).

A situla decorated with vertical grooves, dia. 1770 mm
(Fig. 14: 2).

A bowl with slightly inward-flaring rim, dia. 175 mm (Fig.
14: 3).

A bowl with inward-flaring rim, dia. 126 mm (Fig. 14: 4).
A cup with a handle, dia. 90 mm (Fig. 14: 5).

A fragment of storage vessel with flared rim, w. 1770 mm.

An iron spur arm decorated with two plastic Greek cross-
es, with remains of a plate. The plate base is decorated
with a narrow transverse groove. Originally, the spur sur-
face was tinned, I. 92 mm (Fig. 19: 1).

An iron spur with a broken neck - originally, the neck
was placed in a round opening in the middle of the arm.
Plates end with three displaced palmette-shaped lobes.
Above and below rivet grooves — put on copper pads —



ukoncené tromi porusenymi lalokmi tvoriacimi palmetu.
Nad a pod Zliabkami na nity, ktoré su podlozené mede-
nym plechovym pasikom, su priecne ryhy s vybijanym
puncovanim, di. 10,2 cm (obr. 19: 2).

Ohnuté rameno ostrohy s jazykovitou platni¢ku s tromi
nitmi umiestnenymi v prie¢nom Zliabku. Nad a pod nim
sa nachadzaju dvojice prie¢nych ryh, pole pocinovanej
platni¢ky zdobia dve dvojice pozdiznych ryh, di. 82 mm
(obr. 19: 4).

Zelezn prevliecka s predizenym krékom, ktorej pocino-
vana profilovana platni¢ka je zdobena styrmi radmi pol-
mesiacovych zasekov, di. 67 mm (obr. 19: 3).

Pocinované zelezné jazykovité nakoncie opaska. Stred
jeho pola zdobi trojica pozdiznych ryh, jeho okraje prie¢-
ne deli desat rovnobeznych ryh, di. 34 mm (obr. 19: 5).
Zelezna prevlietka upevhovacieho remera ostrohy.
Ovélna ozdobna platni¢cka je dekorovana pozdiznou
dvojicou ryh a krizujucimi sa dvojnasobnymi ryhami,
di. 16 mm (obr. 19: 6).

Zelezné jazykovité néakoncie upeviiovacieho remena
ostrohy s dvomi nitmi umiestnenymi v priecnom Zliab-
ku. Nad a pod Zliabkom na nity su dvojice prie¢nych ryh,
jedna so stopami puncovania. Pole platnicky zdobia dve
$ikmo sa rozbiehajtice dvojice ryh, di. 24 mm (obr. 19: 7).
Zelezné dvojdielne zubadlo s plasticky profilovanymi
ramenami Stvorhranného prierezu, postrannice chybaju,
dl. 232 mm (obr. 21: 3).

Zelezna spojka s ockom na prichytenie remena licnice,
dl. 53 mm (obr. 21: 1).

Zelezna spojka s ockom na prichytenie remena licnice,
horny okraj ocka, kicok a ramend ramu su z jednej strany
zdobené plastickym kovanym dekérom, di. 56 mm (obr.
21:2).

Siroky ovalny $titok bronzového plechového prstera. Na
okrajoch je zdobeny jemne vybijanymi dvojicami linii,
v strede sa nachadza kriz vytvoreny z troch dvojic rovna-
ko vyhotovenych linii. Dekér dopiha sedem vyrazenych
koncentrickych kruzkov, 3. 18 mm (obr. 22).

Zelezny hrot Sipu s mierne konvexno-konkavnou ¢epe-
lou a tfiiom, di. 60 mm (obr. 25: 1).

Zelezny hrot $ipu s hacikmi a tulajkou, di. 67 mm (obr.
25:2).

Zelezny n6z, di. 183 mm (obr. 27: 7).

Zelezny néz s krvnym Zliabkom, di. 158 mm (obr. 27: 2).
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the plates are decorated with transverse grooves and
punched, I. 102 mm (Fig. 19: 2).

A bent spur arm with a tongue-shaped plate and three
rivets in a transverse groove. Above and below the
groove, there are pairs of transverse grooves. A tinned
plate is decorated with pairs of longitudinal grooves,
I. 82 mm (Fig. 19: 4).

An iron loop with an elongated neck. A tinned plate
of the loop is decorated with four rows of crescents,
I. 67 mm (Fig. 19: 3).

A tinned, iron tongue-shaped belt end. The middle part
of the belt end is decorated with three longitudinal
grooves. The edge is divided with ten parallel grooves,
I. 34 mm (Fig. 19: 5).

An iron loop of a strap fastening a spur. An oval plate
is decorated with a pair of longitudinal grooves and
crossed double etches, I. 16 mm (Fig. 19: 6).

An iron tongue-shaped fitting of a spur strap with dou-
ble rivets placed in a transverse groove. Above and be-
low the rivet groove, there are pairs of transverse etches,
one with traces of punching. The plate is decorated with
two skew pairs of etches, I. 24 mm (Fig. 19: 7).

Aniron, twofold bit with plastically profiled arms — square
in cross-section — cheek bars are missing, I. 232 mm (Fig.
21:3).

An iron cheek link, I. 53 mm (Fig. 21: 1).

An iron cheek link. On one side, the upper edge of the
link, neck and arms of the frame are decorated with plas-
tic punched ornament, I. 56 mm (Fig. 21: 2).

A wide oval head of a bronze ring. Edges of the head are
decorated with pairs of punched etches. In the middle,
there is a cross made of three pairs of same etches. The
ornament is completed with seven concentrically ar-
ranged embossed rings, w. 18 mm (Fig. 22).

An iron arrowhead with slightly convex-concave blade
and a thorn, I. 60 mm (Fig. 25: 1).

An iron arrowhead with hooks and a socket, I. 67 mm
(Fig. 25: 2).

An iron knife, I. 183 mm (Fig. 27: 1).

An iron knife with a fuller, I. 158 mm (Fig. 27: 2).

An iron knife, I. 135 mm (Fig. 27: 5).

An iron knife, |. 124 mm (Fig. 27: 6).

A deformed iron knife with a handle clip, I. 86 mm (Fig.
27:7).



Zelezny néz, di. 135 mm (obr. 27: 5).

Zelezny noz, di. 124 mm (obr. 27: 6).

Deformovany zelezny néz s objimkou ¢rienky, di. 86 mm
(obr. 27:7).

Zelezny néz s ulomenym hrotom a sikmymi zasekmi na
epeli, dl. 98 mm (obr. 27: 8).

Deformovany Zelezny n6z s krvnym zliabkom, di. 104 mm
(obr. 27:9).

Zelezny sklapaci néz-britva, di. 107 mm (obr. 27: 3).
Plochy kamenny brusik, di. 80 mm (obr. 27: 4).

Plochy kamenny brusik, di. 79 mm.

Polovica Zeleznych perovych noznic s chybajicim hro-
tom cepele, di. 138 mm (obr. 28: 1).

Polovica Zeleznych perovych noznic, di. 142 mm (obr.
28:2).

Dvojkonicky keramicky praslen, pr. 15 mm (obr. 28: 3).
Zelezné idlo $tvorcového prierezu, di. 91 mm (obr. 28: 4).
Poskodend zeleznd sliezska miska, pr. 166 mm (obr. 29: 1).
Zelezna skoba s dvomi ramenami, di. 51 mm (obr. 29: 2).
Hakovity zelezny klu¢ s dvomi zubmi a dvomi zavesnymi
krazkami, di. 226 mm (obr. 29: 3).

Zelezn hrotité hrivna $tvoruholnikového prierezu s jed-
nym deformovanym koncom, di. 70 mm (obr. 29: 4).
Zelezn pracka s obdiznikovym ramom, §. 59 mm, di. tffia
60 mm (obr. 29: 5).

Tri Zelezné obruce z dreveného vedra, jedna di. 368 mm,
ostatné v zlomkoch (obr. 30: 4).

Fragment zelezného zavesného kovania vedra kotvovi-
tého tvaru, di. 93 mm (obr. 30: 1).

Poskodené zelezné trojuholnikové zdvesné kovanie
vedra s chybajtcim o¢kom, di. 56 mm (obr. 30: 2).
Poskodené Zelezné trojuholnikové zavesné kovanie
vedra, dl. 48 mm (obr. 30: 3).

Zelezné trojuholnikové zavesné kovanie vedra s o¢kom,
di. 66 mm.

Zelezny srp, dl. 357 mm (obr. 31: 7).

Fragment zelezného srpu s rukovétou, di. 256 mm (obr.
31:5).

Fragment zelezného srpu s rukovétou, di. 245 mm (obr.
31:6).

Fragment Zelezného kosaka s rukovitou, di. 167 mm
(obr. 31:7).

Deformovany fragment Zelezného kosdka s rukovitou,
dl. 118 mm (obr. 31: 8).
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An iron knife with a broken blade point and skew grooves
on a blade, I. 98 mm (Fig. 27: 8).

A deformed iron knife with a fuller, I. 104 mm (Fig. 27: 9).
A folded knife-razor, I. 107 mm (Fig. 27: 3).

A flat whetstone, I. 80 mm (Fig. 27: 4).

A flat whetstone, I. 79 mm.

A half of iron spring scissors with a missing point, . 138 mm
(Fig. 28: 1).

A half of iron spring scissors, I. 142 mm (Fig. 28: 2).
Two-conical ceramic spindle whorl, I. 15 mm (Fig. 28: 3).
An iron awl, square in cross-section, I. 91T mm (Fig.
28: 4).

A damaged iron Silesian bowl, dia. 166 mm (Fig. 29: 1).
An iron latch with two arms, I. 51 mm (Fig. 29: 2).

A hooked iron key with two cuts and two hanging rings,
I. 226 mm (Fig. 29: 3).

An iron arrowhead-shaped bar - square in cross-sec-
tion — with one tip deformed, I. 70 mm (Fig. 29: 4).

An iron buckle with a rectangular frame, w. 59 mm,
prong length: 60 mm (Fig. 29: 5).

Three iron clamps from a wooden bucket, one complete,
I. 368 mm, other two — damaged (Fig. 30: 4).

A fragment of an anchor-shaped iron handle-mount of
a bucket, I. 93 mm (Fig. 30: 1).

A damaged iron triangle handle-mount of a bucket with
a missing loop, I. 56 mm (Fig. 30: 2).

A damaged iron triangle handle-mount of a bucket,
|. 48 mm (Fig. 30: 3).

An iron triangle handle-mount of a bucket with a loop,
l.66 mm.

Aniron sickle, I. 357 mm (Fig. 31: 1).

A fragment of an iron sickle with a handle, I. 256 mm (Fig.
31:5).

A fragment of an iron sickle with a handle, I. 245 mm (Fig.
31:6).

A fragment of an iron sickle with a handle, I. 167 mm (Fig.
31: 7).

A deformed fragment of an iron sickle with a handle,
I. 118 mm (Fig. 31: 8).

Aniron sickle tip, I. 55 mm (Fig. 31: 2).

Aniron sickle tip, I. 68 mm (Fig. 31: 3).

Aniron sickle tip, . 100 mm (Fig. 31: 4).

A nailhead, dia. 30 mm.

A nail with a large head, dia. 24 mm.



Hrot zelezného koséka, dl. 55 mm (obr. 31: 2).

Hrot Zelezného koséka, di. 68 mm (obr. 31: 3).

Hrot zelezného koséka, dl. 100 mm (obr. 31: 4).

Hlavica klinca, pr. 30 mm.

Klinec s velkou hlavicou, pr. 24 mm.

Rekons$truovany hrniec zdobeny striedajucimi sa viac-
nasobnymi rytymi horizontalnymi vinovkami a liniami,
na podstave dna je odtla¢ok osky hrnciarskeho kruhu,
pr.232 mm (obr. 32: 1; 33: 1).

Rekons$truovany hrniec zdobeny striedajucimi sa viacna-
sobnymi rytymi horizontalnymi vinovkami a liniami, pr.
154 mm (obr. 32: 2).

Rekonstruovany hrniec s chybajicim dnom, zdobeny
viacnasobnymi rytymi horizontédlnymi vinovkami, pr.
141 mm (obr. 32: 3).

Rekonstruovany hrniec zdobeny viacnasobnymi rytymi
horizontalnymi vinovkami, pr. 206 mm (obr. 32: 4).
Rekonstruovany hrniec s chybajdcim dnom, zdobeny
viacnasobnymi rytymi horizontalnymi vinovkami a linia-
mi, pr. 238 mm (obr. 32: 5).

Rekonstruovany hrniec zdobeny striedajicimi sa viac-
nasobnymi rytymi horizontalnymi vinovkami a liniami,
na podstave dna je odtlacok osky hrnciarskeho kruhu,
pr.225 mm.

Rekonstruovany hrniec zdobeny striedajucimi sa viac-
nasobnymi rytymi horizontalnymi vinovkami a liniami,
pr. 240 mm.

Rekonstruovand horna cast hrnca zdobeného rytymi
jednoduchymi vinovkami, pr. 197 mm.

Rekonstruovany hrniec zdobeny striedajucimi sa jed-
noduchymi rytymi horizontédlnymi vinovkami a linia-
mi, zhora i zdola ohrani¢eny viacndsobnymi liniami,
pr.296 mm.

Dno hrnca, na jeho podstave je odtlacok osky hrnéiarske-
ho kruhu, pr. 101 mm (obr. 33: 2).

Dno hrnca, na jeho podstave je odtlacok osky hrnciarske-
ho kruhu, pr. 96 mm (obr. 33: 3).

Styri €repy z dien hrncov, na ich podstavach su odtlacky
osky hrnciarskeho kruhu.

Poskodeny kremencovy spodny mleci kamen-leziak,
pr. 420 mm.

Kremencovy mleci kamen-lezZiak, pr. 440 mm (obr. 18).
Kremencovy mleci kamen-behun, pr. 470 mm (obr. 18).
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A reconstructed pot decorated with alternating mul-
tiple grooved waves and etches. An imprint of a potter’s
wheel axis on the vessel base bottom, dia. 232 mm (Fig.
32:1;33:1).

A reconstructed pot decorated with alternating multiple
horizontal grooved waves and etches, dia. 154 mm (Fig.
32:2).

A reconstructed pot with a missing bottom, decorated
with multiple horizontal grooved waves, dia. 141 mm
(Fig. 32: 3).

A reconstructed pot with a missing bottom, decorated
with multiple horizontal grooved waves, dia. 206 mm
(Fig. 32: 4).

A reconstructed pot decorated with alternating multiple
horizontal grooved waves and etches, dia. 238 mm (Fig.
32:5).

A reconstructed pot decorated with alternating mul-
tiple horizontal grooved waves and etches. An imprint
of a potter’s wheel axis on the vessel base bottom,
dia. 225 mm.

A reconstructed pot decorated with alternating multiple
horizontal grooved waves and etches, dia. 240 mm.

A reconstructed upper part of a pot decorated with
simple grooved waves, dia. 197 mm.

A reconstructed vessel decorated with alternating
simple waves and etches, framed with multiple lines,
dia. 296 mm.

A vessel bottom with an imprint of a potter’s wheel axis,
dia. 101 mm (Fig. 33: 2).

A vessel bottom with an imprint of a potter’s wheel axis,
dia. 96 mm (Fig. 33: 3).

Four bottom sherds with imprints of a potter’s wheel
axis.

A damaged quartzite millstone (lower), dia. 420 mm.

A quartzite millstone (lower), dia. 440 mm (Fig. 18).

A quartzite millstone (upper), dia. 470 mm (Fig. 18).

An iron hooked handle-mount of a bucket with hemi-
spherical tips, w. 284 mm (Fig. 23: 1).

One cracked and fragments of three other iron handle-
mounts of a bucket, max. dia. 332 mm (Fig. 23: 2).



Depot z roku 1993, dar Lubomira Hrosa

Zelezné drzadlo vedra s hakovitymi ukon&eniami a polo-
gulovitymi koncami, §. 284 mm (obr. 23: 1).

Jedna celd prasknuta a fragmenty z troch Zeleznych ob-
ruci vedra, max. pr. 332 mm (obr. 23: 2).

Ploché rameno Zeleznej podkovy s ozubom a dvomi
otvormi, dl. 109 mm (obr. 23: 3).

Zelezna sliezska miska, pr. 214 mm (obr. 23: 4).

Prasknutd Zelezna sliezska miska, pr. 198 mm (obr. 23: 5).

Depot z roku 2010, dar Stanislava Antalika

.

Zelezna motyka s rozsirenym oblukovitym ostrim, oval-
nym otvorom s obojstrannymi nizkymi trojuholnikovy-
mi ostfiami a $tvoruholnikovym tylom, dl. 183 mm (obr.
26:1).

Deformované poskodené Zzelezné drzadlo vedra, do-
chované hékovité ukoncenie s kvadrovitym koncom,
di. 183 mm (obr. 26: 2).

Kratka Zelezna kosa so Sikmym ukoncenim rozsirujlcej
sa Cepele, tfn chyba, chrbat je rebrovite zosilneny, od
ostria oddeleny vykovanym Zzliabkom, di. 282 mm (obr.
26:3).

Zelezny polotovar, nedohotovené rameno kliesti, ¢elust
je nedokovand, dl. 298 mm (obr. 26: 4).

Tri odlomené Zelezné ndzky trojnozky, deformované,
s ty¢inkovym telom Stvoruholnikového prierezu, plo-
chymi, vejarovitymi podstavami a poskodenymi hlavica-
mi s dvojicami otvorov pre nity, di. 87, 91 a 92 mm (obr.
26: 5a-¢).

Plochy list Zeleznej pilky s nahor vyhnutym hrotom a ob-
IGkovitym chrbtom, di. 143 mm (obr. 26: 6).

Zelezny hrot 3idla alebo rydla $tvoruholnikového priere-
zu, di. 62 (obr. 26: 7).

Zelezna hrotitd hrivna $tvoruholnikového prierezu,
dl. 94 mm (obr. 26: 8).

Zelezny ty¢inkovy polotovar, dl. 142 mm (obr. 26: 9).
Zelezny seka¢ $tvoruholnikového prierezu a plochym
ostrim, di. 197 mm (obr. 26: 10).

Zelezny seka¢ $tvoruholnikového prierezu a plochym
ostrim, di. 270 mm (obr. 26: 11).

Zelezny kosak s odlomenym hrotom, di. 253 mm (obr.
26:12).
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A flat arm of a horseshoe with caulk and two openings,
I. 109 mm (Fig. 23: 3).

An iron Silesian bowl, dia. 214 mm (Fig. 23: 4).

A broken iron Silesian bowl, dia. 198 mm (Fig. 23: 5).

An iron hoe with a wide arched blade, an oval eye hole,
low triangle lugs and a square cap, I. 183 mm (Fig. 26: 1).
A deformed, damaged iron handle-mount of a bucket
with preserved hooked tips and square end, |. 183 mm
(Fig. 26: 2).

A short iron scythe with a skewed toe of a widening
blade, a tang is missing, a chine is strengthened with
arib.The blade and the chine are divided with a punched
groove, . 282 mm (Fig. 26: 3).

A semi-product (an iron pincers arm), l. 298 mm (Fig.
26:4).

Three broken legs of a tripod, deformed, rod-shaped and
square in cross-section, flat, widened bases and broken
heads with pairs of rivet openings, I. 87, 91 and 92 mm
(Fig. 26: 5a-c).

A flat blade of an iron saw with a pointed tip and arched
back, I. 143 mm (Fig. 26: 6).

An iron tip of an awl or a burin, square in cross-section,
l. 62 (Fig. 26: 7).

An iron arrowhead-shaped bar, square in cross-section,
I. 94 mm (Fig. 26: 8).

An iron semi-product, |. 142 mm (Fig. 26: 9).

An iron chisel, square in cross-section, with a flat blade,
I. 197 mm (Fig. 26: 10).

An iron chisel, square in cross-section, with a flat blade,
I. 270 mm (Fig. 26: 11).

An iron sickle with a broken point, I. 253 mm (Fig. 26: 12).

A short iron scythe with an even blade and symmetrical
toe, the tang is hooked, |. 358 mm (Fig. 24: 1).

« A short iron scythe with a skewed toe, widening blade

and a hooked tang, a chine and the blade are divided
with a punched groove, |. 371 mm (Fig. 24: 2).

An iron harvest knife with a slightly bent back part,
I. 352 mm (Fig. 24: 3).



Depot z roku 2010, ziskany od Kysuckého muzea

Kratka zeleznd kosa s rovnomerne Sirokou cepelou
ukoncenou symetrickym hrotom, tif je hakovite ukon-
¢eny, di. 358 mm (obr. 24: 1).

Kratka zelezna kosa so Sikmym ukoncenim rozsirujucej
sa Cepele, tin je hdkovite ukonceny, chrbat je od ostria
oddeleny vykovanym zliabkom, dl. 371 mm (obr. 24: 2).
Zelezny Zaci néz s mierne prehnutym chrbtom, di.
352 mm (obr. 24: 3).

Zelezny kosék, di. 296 mm (obr. 24: 4).

Zelezny kosak, dl. 365 mm (obr. 24: 5).

Zelezny kosék, di. 392 mm (obr. 24: 6).

Zelezny kosék, dl. 365 mm (obr. 24: 7).

Zelezné cerieslo s masivnou nasadou obdiznikového
prierezu a vyrazne odsadenou trojuholnikovou ¢epelou,
dl. 411 mm (obr. 24: 8).

Zelezny, mierne asymetricky leme$ s privarenou troj-
uholnikovou ¢epelou a lalokovitou tulajkou, di. 170 mm
(obr. 24:9).

Zelezny symetricky leme$ s trojuholnikovou ¢epelou
a lalokovitou tulajkou, dl. 1773 mm (obr. 24: 10).

Zelezny symetricky leme$ s trojuholnikovou &epelou
a lalokovitou tulajkou, di. 1774 mm (obr. 24: 11).

Zelezny symetricky leme$ s trojuholnikovou &epelou
a lalokovitou tulajkou, di. 189 mm (obr. 24: 12).

Héakovity Zelezny kli¢ s dvomi zubmi a zavesnym kraz-
kom, di. 150 mm (obr. 24: 13).

Zelezna sliezska miska, pr. 203 mm (obr. 24: 14).

Zelezna sekera bradatica s ovalnym otvorom s oboj-
strannymi nizkymi trojuholnikovymi ostfami a obdizni-
kovym tylovym krytom, dl. 185 mm (obr. 24: 15).

Zelezna motyka s rozirenym oblukovitym ostrim, oval-
nym otvorom s obojstrannymi nizkymi, na okrajoch pro-
filovanymi trojuholnikovymi ostfiami a Stvoruholniko-
vym tylom, dl. 181 mm (obr. 24: 16).

Zelezna motyka s rozirenym oblukovitym ostrim, oval-
nym otvorom s obojstrannymi nizkymi ostfiami a ob-
diznikovym tylovym krytom, di. 151 mm (obr. 24: 17).

Aniron sickle, I. 296 mm (Fig. 24: 4).

An iron sickle, I. 365 mm (Fig. 24: 5).

Aniron sickle, I. 392 mm (Fig. 24: 6).

An iron sickle, I. 365 mm (Fig. 24: 7).

An iron coulter with a solid base, square in cross-section,
and an outset, triangle blade, I. 411 mm (Fig. 24: 8).

An iron, slightly asymmetrical welded winged plough-
share, I. 170 mm (Fig. 24: 9).

An iron, symmetrical winged ploughshare, I. 173 mm
(Fig. 24:10).

An iron, symmetrical winged ploughshare, I. 1774 mm
(Fig. 24: 11).

An iron, symmetrical winged ploughshare, I. 189 mm
(Fig. 24:12).

A hooked iron key with two cuts and a hanging ring,
I. 150 mm (Fig. 24: 13).

An iron Silesian bowl, dia. 203 mm (Fig. 24: 14).

An iron bearded axe with an oval eye hole, low, triang-
le, elongated lugs on both sides and a rectangular cap,
I. 185 mm (Fig. 24: 15).

+ Aniron hoe with a wide, arched blade, an oval eye hole

with low, profiled, triangle lugs on both sides and a rec-
tangular cap, I. 181 mm (Fig. 24: 16).
An iron hoe with a wide, arched blade, an oval eye hole
with low, profiled, triangle lugs on both sides and a rec-
tangular cap, I. 151 mm (Fig. 24: 17).

Vietky vystavené predmety su sicastou zbierkového fondu Povazského muzea v Ziline.
All exhibited items are part of the collection of the Museum of Povazie Region in Zilina.
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Tim archeolégov na novodobom vyskume na Velkom vrchu.

Zl'ava: Andrea Slana, Zuzana Stanekova, Michal Holes¢ak a Gabriel Fusek.

The team of archaeologists during contemporary excavations on Big Hill.

From the left: Andrea Slana, Zuzana Stanekova, Michal Holes¢ak and Gabriel Fusek.
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