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Stav a perspektivy vyzkumu rané stfedovékych sidelnich
aglomeraci v Cechach a na Moravé

z

lvana Bohdacova

Nejstarsi obdobi geneze statnich titvarti na izemi naseho statu a jejich rany vyvoj jsou spjaty s hrady
raného stiedovéku!, které plnily funkci politickych, spravnich, ekonomickych a naboZenskych center.
Vytvafely spolu s osidlenim ve svém bezprostfednim okoli vice ¢i méné ¢lenitou sidelni aglomeraci,
jez se podilela na zajistovani téchto funkci. Hrady raného stiedovéku staly z pochopitelnych divoda
v popiedi zajmu Ceskoslovenské historiografie, zejména v povale¢ném obdobi, a zahy se staly pred-
métem cileného archeologického vyzkumu. Vyznamné a ne¢ekané objevy zdéné sakralni architek-
tury a pocetné nalezy hrobového inventare vyjimecné kvality, které ptinesly plos$né terénni odkryvy
moravskych lokalit, tento zdjem jen podporily. Na tzv. systematické vyzkumy fady Ceskych a morav-
skych hradd raného stiedovéku v 70. letech plynule navazaly rozsdhlé zachranné akce v aredlech his-
torickych mést, z nichZ mnoha méla svij pocatek v aglomeracich stejného typu. Bohaté a kulturné-
historicky mimoradné cenné soubory archeologickych prament, které takto byly v pribéhu 2. pol.
20. stol. ziskany, byly pak vesmés predstaveny jen formou predbéZznych zprav ¢i jako soucast popu-
larné naucné literatury. Zistavaji tak dosud ve své vétsiné bez zékladniho védeckého vyhodnoceni
i zptistupnéni odborné vefejnosti. Navic je dnes zfejma nezbytnost pfehodnoceni jak nékterych z do-
sud pfejimanych zavéri, tak metodiky vyhodnocovani a zplsobu prezentace archeologickych prame-
nt. Diivodu je celd fada: Primarni interpretace, nepodporené fadnou argumentaci ¢i detailnim zpraco-
vanim a publikaci ziskanych prament, vstupovaly a nadéle vstupuji do déjepisnych rekonstrukei nasi
minulosti, z nichZ je 1ze jiZ jen obtizné vytésnit. Chybéji materidlové edice pramentl. VEtsi pozornost
byva vénovana jen vybranym okruhim dil¢ich otazek vytrZzenych z kontextu studia celé lokality nebo
nékterym typtim nalezi. Upfednostiiovdna byvaji témata, jejichZ atraktivnost je zarukou publicity
a snazsiho pfistupu k finan¢ni podpore; feseni klicovych otdzek se tak mnohdy ocita na ,,druhé koleji*.

Na okraji zdjmu stoji zejména ty soucdsti centrdlnich aglomeraci, které 1ze negativné vymezit
vici akropoli, tedy opevnéné ¢i neopevnéné komponenty aglomeraci mimo vnitini hrad. Ten byl
ziejmé predevSim centrem rezidencnim (rezidence ve smyslu vyc¢lenéného sidla prislusnika vlad-
nouci vrstvy a piipadné s ni bezprostiedné spjatych lidi), na rozdil od aredlii vnéjsich, nachazejicich
se mimo prostor vymezeny opevnénim akropole. Vnéjsi aredly poskytovaly piihodny prostor pro sid-
la a obydli té Casti spolecnosti, kterd se na zajiSfovani chodu hradu a jeho funkci podilela v celé dal-
§i Siroké Skale socialni hierarchie, véetné vrstvy nesvobodnych. V téchto aredlech predpokldddme
vyznamné zastoupeni neagrarnich ekonomickych funkci. Soustavna pozornost nebyla dosud vénova-
na ani Siroké Skale dokladl kazdodenniho Zivota ¢lovéka raného stfedovéku, které praveé tyto aredly
provazeji.

Nezbytnost pojmenovéni tohoto problému a aktudlnost jeho feSeni vyplyva ze skute¢nosti, Ze
vysledky reviznich vyzkumi ¢i pokusy o zaclenéni nové ziskavanych poznatkl do zbézné formulo-
vanych, ale faktograficky malo podloZenych piedstav o historické minulosti, vedou vétSinou ke znac-
né korekci, ¢i dokonce k odmitnuti pfedchozich zévéra, a to jak v dil¢ich otazkéach, tak v méfitku
epoch a historickych udalosti. S reflexi této zavazné skutecnosti se ale v souc¢asné archeologii setka-
vame zatim jen ziidka.

Nejasny zuistava zpiisob organizace velkomoravskych center i chronologie, podoba a organizace
lokalit povaZovanych za oporu utvarejici se pfemyslovské statni moci. Absolutni datovani rané stie-
doveké keramiky, z niZ predevsim vychazi Casové urceni archeologicky zachycenych jevi, je ve viech
jejich fazich dlouhodobé rozkolisané. Tento stav neni Casto reflektovan a uzivanim osobnich chro-
nologirf, které nejsou jednozna¢né definovany, vznikaji nespojité dil¢i obrazy minulosti. Aktualnost

I Tento termin se v odborné literatufe prosazuje vedle vZitého terminu hradisté, a to zejména v piipadech, kdy se
archeologie zabyva funkci centralnich lokalit raného stiedovéku.
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feSeni téchto otdzek a diraz na kritiku pramene vzristd samoziejmé jak s naristajicim objemem
nové ziskdvanych informaci, tak s pokracujicim procesem poznani a s moZnostmi, které ndm soucas-
ny vyzkum a jeho mezioborova dimenze pfinasi (napf. vysledky dendrochronologie).

Prezentovany projekt je zaméfen zvl. na problematiku funkci, ¢asového i prostorového vymeze-
ni vnéjsich arealti ran€ stiedovékych aglomeraci, definovani shod, rozdilt i vzdjemnych vztah mezi
jednotlivymi komponentami aglomeraci (tj. v€etné centra), a také na posouzeni zvlastnosti kazdé
z aglomeraci. Prvym krokem projektu, jehoZ moZnosti jsou limitovany rdmcem tfi let a rozsahem
finan¢ni podpory GA CR, je bilance dosavadniho stavu a formulace perspektiv vyzkumu vyznamnych
moravskych a ¢eskych lokalit raného stfedovéku. Tento zakladni piehled je pfedmétem nasledujici-
ho bloku pfispévkil a prvotnim vystupem projektu, ktery ma — vedle zdkladni sumarizace dosavadnich
nalezl a poznatkl véetné jejich prostorového aspektu — umoznit komparaci metodickych postupt,
uzivané terminologie, chronologickych vychodisek i volbu dalsi strategie vyzkumu.

Konkrétnimi tématy, k jejichZ poznani 1ze v soucasné etapé studia ptispét predevsim, jsou otdzky
prostorového vymezeni jednotlivych aredlti a definice rozsahu sidelni aglomerace jako celku, syn-
chronizace vyvoje jednotlivych komponent aglomeraci i v méfitku izemnich celku (alespori) v rovi-
né archeologické chronologie (tj. podle keramickych horizontil), existence opevnéni a sakralni archi-
tektury, sledovéani dokladti vyrobnich aktivit, kvalitativnich i kvantitativnich rozdili v hmotné kultufe
apod.2 Vyber lokalit, které jsou do projektu zaclenény, nemohl byt vzhledem k danym podminkam
vefejné soutéZe systematicky; odrazi spiSe pripravenost jednotlivych ¢lent tymu zabyvat se danou
problematikou a ztotoZnit se se zdkladnimi cily projektu, tj. vytvofit platformu pro vécnou diskusi,
koordinaci a spolupraci pfi feSeni obdobnych témat vicegeneracniho studia centralnich lokalit.

Stat je tivodem do problematiky fesené projektem podporovanym v I. 2005-2007 GA CR, reg. & 404/05/2671.

2 Spole¢nou vlastnosti studovanych aredli je skuteénost, e tvofily kteroukoliv ze souéasti aglomerace s vyjimkou
vnitiniho hradu — akropole. Jako pomocny pracovni nazev byl pro tyto vnéjsi ¢asti aredll, pro néZ byva bez jedno-
znacné definice uZivano oznaceni predhradi, podhradi, pfipadné predpoli ¢i zazemi, zvolen termin nerezidencni,
a to i pres jeho diskutabilnost a nejednoznacnost. Alternativou tohoto pojmu je oznaceni vnéjsi aredly, a je otazkou
dalsi rozpravy, podafi-li se v tomto bodé dospét ke konsenzu. Rozriznéné je ovsem i vnimani pojmu zdzemd, kte-
ré v riznych pojetich predstavuje jak rozsahlé ekonomicky vyuZivané zajmové uzemi, tak bezprostfedni okoli hra-
du, i terminu sidelni aglomerace, jehoZ obecny vyznam odpovida vyraznému soustiedéni sidel s dominantnim
postavenim centra.
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The stage and prospects of research into Early Medieval settlement
agglomerations in Bohemia and Moravia

The earliest period in the genesis and development of a state entity in the territory of what is now the Czech
Republic is linked to Early Medieval strongholds, which fulfilled the functions of political, administrative,
economic and religious centres. These and the settlements in their immediate vicinity formed settlement
agglomerations that were articulated to a greater or lesser degree, which contributed to ensuring that these
functions were secured.

Understandably, the strongholds of the Early Middle Ages came to the forefront of the interest of Czecho-
slovak historiography, particularly after the Second World War, and soon became the subject of targeted
archaeological investigation. The significant and unexpected discovery of masonry sacral architecture and
numerous finds of grave inventories of outstanding quality that were brought by the open-area excavation
of Moravian sites merely served to fuel this interest. The extensive rescue interventions undertaken within
historic towns, many of which have their origins in agglomerations of the same type, built on the systematic
excavations of a series of Czech and Moravian strongholds during the 1970s. The rich and culturo-historic-
ally exceptional assemblages of archaeological source material obtained through such salvage operations
over the second half of the 20t century was universally published only in the form of preliminary reports or
in the popular instructional literature. They therefore remain for the most part without any basic scientific
evaluation having been performed upon them, and without having been made available to the professional
public. Today, moreover, the need for a re-evaluation not only of some of the hitherto accepted conclusions
reached, but also of the methodology of the evaluation and means of presentation of the source material, is
clear. There are many reasons for this. A primary interpretation, unsupported by regular argument or detailed
processing and the publication of the source material recovered, entered into, and continues to enter into,
the historical reconstruction of the past, and can be ousted only with great difficulty. There are no material
editions of the source material. Greater attention was paid to a select range of component questions, removed
from the context of the study of the sites as a whole, or to certain finds types. Priority was given to those
themes attractive enough to guarantee publicity and readier access to financial support; the resolution of key
questions was thus consigned to the back burner.

It is those parts in particular of the central agglomeration that can be negatively delimited towards
the ‘acropolis’ that are at the periphery of interest, i.e. those fortified or unfortified components of the ag-
glomeration lying outside the inner stronghold. The latter was evidently primarily a residential centre
(in the sense of being the residence or sear of members of the ruling class, and perhaps of those closely
linked to them), unlike the outer area, which lay beyond the space delimited by the ‘acropolis’ fortificat-
ions. These outer wards offered a space suitable for the seats and dwellings of those parts of society that
contributed to ensuring the functioning of the castle, covering a broad range in the social hierarchy — in-
cluding the unfree. A significant presence of non-agrarian economic functions is presumed in these areas.
Systematic attention has not yet been directed even towards the wide range of evidence for the everyday life
of the Early Medieval person that accompanies these areas.

The need to spell out this problem, and the actuality of its resolution, stem from the fact that the results
of revisory research or attempts to incorporate newly-acquired knowledge into the generally formulated,
but factually poorly rooted, view of the historical past lead in general to considerable correction — or even
outright rejection — of conclusions previously reached, both as regards component questions and at the
scale of the era and historical events. Reflection on this serious issue are, however, still rare in modern
archaeology.

Amongst issues remaining uncertain are the means by which the Great Moravian centres were organised,
and the chronology, form and organisation of sites believed to have been buttresses of the growing power
of the Pfemyslids during the period in which the Bohemian state was forming. The absolute dating of Early
Medieval ceramics, on which the chronological determination of archaeologically identified phenomena
rests above all else, is unsteady in all phases. This situation is often not reflected, and the use of personal
chronologies that are not clearly defined leads to the creation of irreconcilable, partial pictures of the bast.
The relevance of resolving such questions, and the emphasis on critiquing the source material, are of course



622 BOHACOVA: Stav a perspektivy vyzkumu ...

growing with the increasing volume of newly recovered information, as well as with the continuing process
of cognition and the opportunities provided for such by modern research with an interdisciplinary dimension
(e.g. the results of dendrochronological studies).

This project is directed in particular towards the problematique of the function and the spatial and
temporal delimitation of the outer areas of Early Medieval agglomerations, the definition of agreements,
differences and interrelationships between particular agglomeration components (i.e. including their cen-
tres) and on an assessment of the particular features of each agglomeration. The first step in the project,
the potential of which is limited by the three-year framework and the extent of the financial support from
the Grants Agency of the Czech Republic, is to assess the present state of, and to formulate a perspective
on, research into important Moravian and Bohemian sites of the Early Middle Ages. This basic overview
is the subject of the block of contributions that follows, and the first output of a project that — in addition
to providing a basic summary of the finds and information recovered to date and their spatial aspects —
should make possible a comparison of the methodological approaches, the applied terminology and
chronological starting points used to date, and the election of a strategy for further research.

The specific themes to which contributions to the understanding of which can be made at this stage
of the project are in particular questions of the spatial delimitation of individual areas and the definition
of the extents of settlement agglomerations as a whole. The synchronisation of the development of the
individual agglomeration components, including at the scale of the territorial whole, (at least) at the level
of an archaeological chronology (i.e. according to ceramic horizons), the existence of fortifications and
sacral architecture, the tracing of evidence of agricultural and non-agricultural activities, qualitative and
quantitative differences in the material culture etc.! The selection of those sites included within the project
could not, given the conditions of the open competition, be systematic, and reflects rather the preparedness
of the individual team members to delve into the given problems, and to identify with the basic aims of
the project, to whit, the creation of a platform for meaningful discussion, co-ordination and collaboration
in the resolution of period themes in the multigenerational study of central places.

English by Alastair Millar
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' A common feature of the study areas is the fact that they are formed of any part of the agglomeration with the
exception of the inner stronghold or ‘acropolis’. The term non-residential has — despite its debatable applicability
and non-straightforwardness — been applied as an auxiliary, working term for these outer parts of the areas, which
have previously been termed without any clear definition baileys, settlements beneath the walls, wards, forefields
or hinterlands. An alternative to this term is to refer to outer areas, although whether a consensus will form around
this is a question for further discussion. The meaning of the term hinterland also varies — it has been taken as
representing either an extensive, economically exploited area of interest, and the immediate surroundings of
a stronghold; equally, the term settlement agglomeration has been interpreted variously, its general meaning be-
ing a conspicuous concentration of settlements with a dominantly set centre.



