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The issue of bronze/brass grooved toreutics from the Roman period is a popu-
lar topic of metal vessels research. This paper briefly summarizes contemporary
knowledge about this theme and highlights the genesis and variability of the
studied group of artefacts. This paper is based on the research of grooved ware
which took place at Moravia and the Upper Danube part of Lower Austria (Jilek
2012: 44-48). This research has added, enlarged and also actualized the distri-
bution map of archaeological finds from the region of former Czechoslovakia
and the Upper Danube part of Lower Austria (Fig. 1). Attention will not be paid
to the function of metal vessels, because a specialized study has been recently
published (Hrn¢iarik 2013) scrutinizing this problem in detail.

GROOVED BUCKETS

Moravian and the Lower Danubian finds come from cremation burials from
Bucovice (Beninger, Freising 1933: 21, 61, Tab. III: 1, 2; Tejral 1967: 92-93,
Fig. 3: 1-10; Droberjar 2002: 37), Sitbofice (grave 6) (Droberjar, Kazdova
1993: 107, 146, Tab. 2: 6, 9; Tejral 1967: 91, 92, 128; 1970, 405; Drober-
jar 2002: 326, 327), Baumgarten an d. March (grave 5) (Adler 1976: 5, 7,
Abb. 7; Tejral 1999: 175-182), Jevicko (disturbed graves) (Fig. 2:3—7) (Droberjar,
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Vich 2011: 25, obr. 3) and newly also from a settlement at VI¢ov — Dolni Némci
(Zeman 2014: obr. 5:1) and settlements at Prosiméfice and Borotice (Tejral 2015:
71, Fig. 24: 1,3).

The published members of this group from Bohemia were found only
in Tfebusice (grave XXIX/62) (Motykova-Sneidrova 1967: Tab. XI: 11; Sakaf
1970: 50; Karasova 1998: 20). In Slovakia, a whole bucket was excavated at
Dvory nad Zitavou (Ruttkay 2004: 155, 156, obr. 120:4; Hrn¢iarik 2013: Tab.
XVII: 1530), and vessel fragmets were also discovered at O¢kov (grave 117)
(Kolnik 2004: Abb. 9:p1, p2), Abraham, in disturbed burials, (Kolnik 1980: 80,
Tab. LXVII: 5) and in grave 3 (2/61) at Gbelce — Tehelna (Fig. 2:2) (Beljak,
Kolnik 2006: 85-87, fig. 10).

Fragments from Budovice and Sitbofice were ascribed to Eggers type 44 by
J. Tejral (1967: 90, 92) based on the fine cannelation. Similarly, it is possible
to evaluate the find from Dvory nad Zitavou (Hrnéiarik 2013: 100). The buc-
kets from Baumgarten and Tiebusice can be categorized as type E 47 (Adler
1976: 5, 7; Sakat 1970: 50). However, a problem occurs when connecting frag-
ments to particular Eggers types of grooved vessels. We consider classification
of fragments in accordance with types established by G. Ekholm' (1935: 71-87)
acceptable. The artefacts from the region belong to the Gile and Vallgby types.
Gile type is characterized by fine true cannelation, whilst Valleby type is charac-
terized by wide and flat grooves closed by roof — like terminals (Tejral 1970:
397). According to these signs, the findings from Budovice, Sitbotice, Jevié-
ko, Gbelce — Teheliia and Dvory nad Zitavou belong to Gile type and bucket
fragments from Baumgarten and Ockov fall into Valleby type.

GROOVED BOWLS

We know only several pieces of this variable vessel group from former
Czechoslovakia. A bowl handle, type E 77, was found in disturbed burials at
Stehel¢eves. The handle could be generally dated to the late period of this ceme-
tery outlined by phases B2b, B2/C1 and Cla (Motykova 1981; Karasova 1998:
24, 80).

In Slovakia, a bowl (E 108) was documented in chieftain’s grave I at
Krakovany — Straze (Hmciarik 2013: 54, 70, Taf. XXXIX:1047) and a bowl
handle attachment of the same type at the settlement in Kostoliste (Fig. 2:1)
(Elschek, Markova 2000: 57, 61; Hrn¢iarik 2013: 21, Tab. XL: 210).

! Contrary to G. Ekholm, we do not grant a chronological importance to the single types.
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VARIABILITY AND CHRONOLOGY

Origin of grooved decor can be traced already in the Hellenistic period
(Pernice 1925: 17; Tejral 1970: 397). This technique is not only limited to buckets,
but bowls, dishes and high vases were also frequently decorated. The described
decoration is also known from the surface of silver vessels belonging to contexts
of different age®. Early examples of grooved decoration, applied mostly on bron-
ze and silver shell - shaped bowls/dishes, were already documented in the mate-
rial from Pompeii (Willers 1907: 72, Abb. 41:11; Radnéti 1966: 207; Tassinari
1993: 169-173, N1100-N2300; Bienert 2007: 188—-191, 200-203). Therefore,
we can say that disccused decoration style had been known for a long period of
time, and it can be definitely placed before year 79 AD.

Increase in the amount of grooved vessels can be observed from the half of
the 2™ century AD. The oldest types of buckets (E 44-49) and bowls (E 77)
from the Roman provinces are dated to this period. We are talking especially
about two graves from the Rhineland with grooved vessel, grave no. 3 from Gle-
sch® (Willers 1907: 55, Abb. 33) and a grave find from Nijmegen (Willers 1907:
55; Werner 1936: 402) in particular. Fragments are also known from the sites
found at the Upper-German — Raetian Limes®*. These fragments, however, come
from later contexts providing only ante quem datation (Werner 1939: 192-193;
Eggers 1955: 46, 47; Tejral 1970: 398). A handle and two handle attachments of
E 47-48 — type gooved bucket were excavated from disturbed inhumation grave
B 13 at Vienna. The grave is dated to the 4™ century (Kronberger 2005: 148,
Abb. 49), but the datation of the grave is based purely on context (position of the
grave at the cemetery). It is important to interpret the bucket fragments in grave
B 13 as evidence of the long-term use. The examples of grooved buckets from
the Barbaricum are, in the most cases, categorized to phase B2/C1 (Tejral 1970;
1999; 2006: 152, 155, Abb. 25), therefore to the end of the 2™ century and at the
beginning of the 3™ century. However, they could occure in phase Cla (Tejral
2006: 155), even in phase Clb and exceptionaly in phase C2 in Scandinavia
(Lund Hansen 1987: 62—64).

2For example a shell — shaped bowl from Casa del Menandro (Strong 1966: 153, PL. 42A),
a grooved vessel from Louvre inv. no. DJ 2370, a grooved bowl with omega — shaped handles
from the hoard at Mildenhall (Painter 1975: 6, Abb. 8).

3 The grave is dated to the second half of the 2™ century.

4 A handle attachment of a grooved bucket was excavated also at Rottweil. Unfortunately,
without the closer finding circumstances (Fliigel 1994: 217, Abb. 3: 13).
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We cannot list all the grave assemblages from the Barbaricum, but the finds
of the Przeworsk culture are worth mentioning (Abramek 1982: 173, 178,
Ryc. 4: b; Wielowiejski 1985: 270, 273-274). The described finds are present in
abundance in the region of the Wielbark culture (Rudnicka, Maczynska 2002;
Maczynska, Rudnicka 2004: 421-422; Natuniewicz-Sekuta, Okulicz-Kozaryn
2011: 65-67, 130, Pl. LXXXIII-LXXXV; Walenta 2009: 11-12, Tab 1. VII:1),
Denmark and Scandinavia (Karasova 1998: 20; Lund Hansen 1987: 62-64).

Examples of grooved E 77 — type bowls are known from Belgian barrows
in Tirlement — Tienen — Avendoren® (Fig. 3:3) (Radnéti 1966: 207, 208;
Wielowiejski 1985: 191, 195; Kiinzl 1993: 251; Stary 1991: 107, Abb. 13-16),
Walsbetz (Werner 1936: 404) and from the Roman cemetery at Geldermasen in
the Netherlands (Kunow 1983: 21). A Traian’s coin was found in the Tirlement
— Tienen — Avendoren barrow (Radnoti 1966: 207, 208; Petrovszky 1993: 327)
which gives us post quem datation for this type of bowls. The grave is dated
to the last quarter of the 2™ century (Wiclowiejski 1985: 195). Two pieces of
newly published grooved bowls were excavated in the Roman Period cemetery
at Heidelberg (Fig. 3:5, 7) (graves 62/P4, 65/113). Burial 62/P4 falls into phase
I (80/85—-115/120) and grave 65/113 with a bowl of type Bienert 76B is from
phase 2 (1) (115/120-150/155) (Hensen 2009: 48, 370, 654,Tab. 224-65/113:1,
502-62/P4: 2, 4).

The Middle Danubien evidence also provides essential chronological infor-
mations. A grooved bowl with omega — shaped handles was a part of a hoard
from Wels, deposited at the end of the 2™ century or at the beginning of the 3%
century (Miglbauer 1994: 291; Sedlmayer 1999: 159; Tejral 1999: 182). This
find indicates the occurence of these bowls at the end of the 2™ century. A Bienert
80 — type grooved bowl was also found in grave no. 78 at Linz-Kreuzschwestern.
The aforementioned burial contained a Hadrian's coin (Sedlmayer 1999: 65-66,
Abb. 9, Tab. 27:2). B. Bienert (2007: 191, 203) classifies bowls (type 80) to
a wide range stretching from the Flavian period to the end of the 2™ century.
A-rich grave from Halbturn in Pannonia represents another oftenly quoted exam-
ple. In the grave, there were fragments of a E 77 — type bowl, and the grave was
dated into the 1%t half of the 3™ century (Radnoti 1966: 206208, 213). There is
also an important find of a grooved bowl from grave 68 at Intercisa in Pannonia.
The period, when the bowl was put into the grave, is delimitted by the end of
the 2" century and the beginning of the 3™ century (Radnéti 1957: 181-182).

5 The bowl beares stamp TR/I/C which can be read as ET RCC (Fig. 3:3) (Radnoti 1966: 207,
Petrovszky 1993: 327). The group of these stamps, named by R. Petrovszky as Z 15, is known also
from the numerous examples of bowls type E 78/79.
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Likewise, it is worth mentioning a newer find of a E 77 — type bowl at canabae
legionis in Singidunum. The layer, from which the bowl comes, is dated to the
end of the 2™ century and to the 3™ century (Vujovi¢ 1997: 16-17, Fig. 1-5).

Wide popularity of “grooved ware” could be also documented by records
from the provinces of the Lower Danube. Good examples are assemblages of
different types of grooved vessels in the rich grave at Bal&ik (Skorpil 1912: 118,
Abb. 94-95; Raev 1978: 627-628), the cremation grave at Madrec (Fig. 3:4)
and grave no. 2 at Liileburgaz (Raev 1978: 627, 638, Taf. 19:5). The grave from
Madrec is dated by B. A. Raev (1978: 632—633) to the transition of the 1* and
21 century, and H. Bujukliev (1983: 33) dated Madrec grave to the half of the
of the 2" century. The burial from Liileburgaz is dated to the half of the 2™ cen-
tury and the rich grave from Balcik is from the transition of the 2™ and the 3
century. The Limes hoards provide a certain evidence from 235-259/260. Even
this context could provide different types of grooved bowls. Although, it is diff-
icult to determine, whether the bowls were still manufactured in this period, or
if these bowls were rather “antiquarian” vessels which had been manufactured
in the previous period and still in use in the subsequent period. We are talking
about examples from Rheinzabern-Germersheim (Werner 1938: Tab. 114:3;
Tejral 1970: 397), Martigny, Filzen (Bienert 81)° (Werner 1938: 109:6, 119:17)
and Neupotz (Kiinzl 1993: 251-252). An interesting fact is that these hoards
contain only grooved bowls, but there are no buckets. This fact is bewildering
especially in the light of the generally accepted consensus stating that both bowls
and buckets were manufactured at the same time. R. Petrovszky’s hypothesis
(1993: 127, 128) could provide an explanation. He argues that grooved buckets
should have been replaced by the Hemoor type buckets, and it can be said that
the upper limit of the occurence of E 77 — type bowls is hithero defined by the
finds from these hoards dated into the period around the half of the 3™ century.
E 77 — type grooved bowls are present both in phase B2/C1 and in, chronolo-
gically later, phases C1 a, b. Rich cremation burial at Altengottern in the Nor-
th-West Thuringia from the end of second century (Walther 2008a: 238-241;
2008b: 137, 139-140, Abb. 6) could be an example, belonging to the group of
newer finds. The later presence of E 77 — type bowls is linked to the finds from
Scandinavia (Lund Hansen 1987: 61).

Bowls of type E 108 belong to the later (chronologically interesting) kind
of grooved toreutics. They are also known as Boesterd 196 — type, which is
ussually dated to the 3™ century, particulary to its first half (Lund Hansen 1987:

¢ B. Bienert (2007: 206) dates the hoard from Filzen to the chronological period between the
4% and the 5" century.
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86—87). The finds from this period are also known from grave no. 3 at
Wehringen (aroud the year 250) (Nuber, Radnoti 1969: 43, 44, Abb. 10),
Nijmegen museum’ (Boesterd 1956: 57, 58, P1. VIII: 196) and grave 1949/1 at
Himlingeje (Lund Hansen 1987: 85-87, another sites are listed here). At the
settlement of the Roman Period KostoliSte in Slovakia, there was a handle
attachment in the shape of Seilenos mask (Fig. 2:1) (Elschek, Markova 2000:
57, 61; Hrn¢iarik 2013: 21, Tab. XL: 210). Handle attachments of type E 108
are characteristic by two rings serving for attaching handles. K. Hoffmann
showed (2004: 123, 206, Tab. 39:6) an analogical artefact from the settlement
at Ochsenfurt-Hopferstadt (Fig. 3:6) in Bavaria, and she categorized it to the
3 century. Handle attachments could be decorated by the masks of Seilenos
(Kostoliste, Ochsenfurt-Hopferstadt), Pans (Wehringen, Himlinggje) and
Maenads (Nijmegen museum). The bowl from grave I at Krakovany-Straze
(Ondrouch 1957: 103, obr. 22; Kl¢o, Krupa 2003: 13) can belong to type E 108,
but the bowl is slightly different from the aforementioned ones due to differently
shaped grooves and ring-shaped stem.

A grooved vessel found in the hoard excavated between Aldbrough and
Knarsborough is an example of the later types. The deposited assemblage is dated
to the 4™ century® (Eggers 1968: 91, Abb. 42). The bowl represents an advan-
ced example of grooved toreutics and shows considerable popularity of these
decoration techniques. B. Bienert (2007: 204-206) collects more evidence of
advanced occurence of Bienert 81 — type bowls in the Roman West, and he does
not rule out their production in the 4" century, and their usage in the 5™ century.
However it has to be considered that these vessels, deposited mostly in graves,
could be antiquities. A luxury silver grooved bowl with the omega-shaped han-
dels, which was a part of the elite grave at Sutton Hoo, is a good example of the
strong production tradition. This bowl was also an antiquarian piece made during
the 5™ and the 6" century in Italy (Quast 2011: 256-257, Fig. 3).

Rather specific kinds of grooved buckets were found in grave number 166
from the cemetery at Aquincum — Aranyhegyi-arok (Radnoti 1938: 121, Taf.
XXXIV 3-4) which is also dated to the half of the 2™ century (Radnoti 1957:
182). These vessels are morphologically different from Gile and Vallgby types
and their shapes are similar to type E 51. However, they are not entirely identic
to type 51 because of the difference in grooves orientation and the shape of the
rim. E 51 — type buckets are rare in the Barbaricum. H. J. Eggers (1951: 85,
165) registrated a piece from grave I at Gunnerupgaard from phase C1b (Lund

" The authoress also considers the datation of the finds to the 4" century.

8 The late variants of E 161 — type strainers and also the aforementioned grooved bowl draw
our attention to this datation.
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Hansen 1987: 83, 412). A bowl similar to type E 51 was identified in the inven-
tory of (most of the inventory has been lost) bronze vessels from the site Serby
in Lower Silesia (Wielowiejski 1998: 129, 131, Ryc. 1). An E 51 — type bucket
comes from the barrow at Tirlement-Tienen (Fig. 3:1) (Stary 1991: Abb. 13),
the datation of this grave has been mentioned above. The cemetery at Starigrad
in Croatia also provides an example similar to the buckets from Aquincum. The
cemetery is dated to the period before the 2™ century (Radnéti 1938: 121-122,
Taf. XXXIV 2). The bucket very similar to the panonian grooved buckets (Raev
1978: 629, 639, Taf. 34:1) was found in grave I at Smoc¢an in Moesia. The grave
is probably also from the half of the 2" century’ (Raev 1978: 633; Dinchev 1997:
44-45). A bucket, similary shaped as the analogical bucket from Smocan, was
excavated from the grave at the Serbian site Guberevac (Fig. 3:2). The burial is
chronologically categorized according to the presence of a clay lamp with the
stamp OCTAVI to the 2" century (Ratkovic 2005: 168—169, cat. 48). A bucket/
bowl with the ornamet of alternating eliptic lids and ribs found at Sadne river
from the 2™ century to 3™ century is close to this varied group of vessels (Baratte
akol. 1984: 104, PI. L1:159, LXXIV:159). It is clear from the facts stated above,
that grooved vessels close to type E 51 were known already around the half of
the 2™ century and their usage continued in the 3™ century.

INFLOW TO THE BARBARICUM

Searching for a probable path of spreading is commonly investigated pro-
blem related to grooved toreutics. The spreading of the buckets along the Amber
Road from Middle Danube Territory to the north (Tejral 1970: 397; 1999: 178,
181; 2006: 152), and along the sea way beginning in the Lower Rhine region
(Werner 1936: 407; Wielowiejski 1985: Petrovszky 1993: 127) are considered.
Therefore, the sea way should supply Danish islands, the East Pomerania, the
Northen Poland and, according to R. Petrovszky (1993: 127), even the region
of the Przeworsk culture. J. Tejral (1999: 178, 181; 2006: 152—-154, Abb. 25)
recently reacted on the argument favouring the sea way by introducing strong
arguments in favour of the Amber road. He argued that the Amber road played
an importat role in period B2/C1. Particularly, the sites from Silesia represents
a link between Middle Danubian sites and the evidence from the north. More-
over, new finds from Jevi¢ko (Droberjar, Vich 2011) enable to speculate about
connection between the Danube area and the north via the Czech and Moravian
borderlands.

° The author of this article does not have a complex publication at his disposal.
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CONCLUSIONS

Thus, if we summarize the aformentioned datation of grooved vessels finds
from the Roman evidence, we are able to determine a chronological framework
with the bottom line that can be drawn already in the 1* century and the top chro-
nological limit ranging between the 3™ century and the 4" century. The grooved
decor is frequent in Italy. We mean Bienert 76D, 78 and 79 — type (Bienert 2007:
189-190, 200-202) shell — shaped grooved bowls which are known from the
evidence excavated at towns under Vesuvius. These morphological shapes are
still in use in the whole 2" century and some of them (type Bienert 78) continu-
es to be used in the Late Roman Period. As has been already mentioned above,
the occurence of grooved vessels in Limes hoards is difficult to interpret, and
the question of manufacturing of these vessel around half of the 3™ century is
still opened. In the case of E 108/Boesterd 196 — type bowls, we can expect that
they were fabricated perhaps in the 3™ century. We can not rule out the usage of
the later variants of grooved bowls in the 4™ century, as the evidence from the
Roman Britain indicates. This ware is also known from the western provinces in
the later archaeological contexts (Bienert 2007: 204-206).

A group of buckets found in Pannonia and Moesia belongs to the 2™ century.
This type of vessels is not present in the Pompeii evidence (Tassinari 1993).
Thus, it can be assumed, as the state of research shows, that discussed examples
were probably manufactured in the Balkan workshops (Radnoti 1957: 182—183;
Ratkovic 2005: 169) and even in workshops in Greece towns at the Black Sea.

The rise in popularity of grooved toreutics in the West provinces from the
half of the 2™ century is confirmed by the finds from the Rhine region and the
Belgian barrows. The end of production of buckets of type E 44-49 can be lin-
ked to the time period before the half of the 3™ century especialy because of
the absence of these vessels in the Limes hoards (Berke 1990: 48). The finds of
grooved ware from the Barbaricum usually occur in archaeological assemblages
from phases B2/C1, Cla (Tejral 1999), C1b (Wielowiejski 1985: 191, 193; Lund
Hansen 1987: 61, 62—64, 85-87). Shell shaped bowls can be found also in stage
C2 (Kiinzl 1993: 253).

There are different opinions about the location of production of E 77 bowls
and E 44-49 buckets. The author was not able to trace the evidence indicating
workshops in archaeological contexts. Thus, consideration about the location
of production sites are based on their distribution in the Roman Empire. Accor-
ding to older research, it is possible that grooved vessels (bowls and buckets)
were manufactured in the same workshops (Werner 1936: 404). Z. Karasova
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(1998: 21), as the last author, stated a hypothesis about the origin of these
vessels.

Resulting from this preliminary paper, grooved toreutics was spread in the
Roman West and also in the Eastern areas. Therefore, we can only hardly restrict
our efforts to find production centres to the only one production area. A certain
argument, supporting the Gaulish and the Middle — Rhine provenance of grooved
vessels, is based on the evidence of E 77 — type bowl from Tirlement — Tienen
— Avendoren labeled with a stamp of the Gaulish origin. A. Radnoti (1966: 208)
appropriately captures the problem of localization of production centres, stating
that several production centres occured in the Roman Empire.
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SHRNUTI

KOVOVE NADOBY ZDOBENE ZLABKY Z DOBY RIMSKE
POZNAMKY K VARIABILITE A SOUCASNEMU STAVU BADANI

Problematika bronzové/mosazné zlabkované toreutiky z doby fimské patii k oblibe-
nym tématim badani o kovovych nadobach. Tento text strucné shrnuje souc¢asné poznani
tématu a poukazuje na genezi a pestrost studované skupiny artefakti. Vychazi ze zpra-
covani zlabkovaného zbozi pro Moravu a naddunajskou ¢ast Dolniho Rakouska (Jilek
2012: 44-48), které dopliiuje a rozsifuje, rovnéz aktualizuje nalezovou mapu oblasti
byvalého Ceskoslovenska a naddunajské &asti Dolniho Rakouska (obr. 1). Pozornost
nebude vénovana funkci kovovych nadob. Diivodem je nedavné vydani specializované
prace (Hrnciarik 2013), ktera se timto problémem detailné zabyva.

Z1ABKOVANA VEDRA

Moravské a dolnorakouské nalezy pochdzi ze zarovych hrobii z Bu€ovic (Beninger,
Freising 1933: 21, 61, Taf. III: 1, 2; Tejral 1967: 92-93, obr. 3: 1-10; Droberjar 2002:
37), Sitbotic (hrob 6) (Droberjar, Kazdova 1993: 107, 146, Taf. 2: 6, 9; Tejral 1967: 91,
92, 128; tyz 1970, 405; Droberjar 2002: 326, 327), Baumgarten an d. March (hrob 5)
(Adler 1976: 5, 7, Abb. 7; 1999: 175-182), Jevicka (rozruSené hroby) (Droberjar, Vich
2011: 25, obr. 3) (obr. 2:3—7) a nove také ze sidlisté z Vicnova-Dolniho Némci (Zeman
2014: obr. 5:1) a sidlist’ z Prosméfic a Borotic (Tejral 2015: 71, Fig. 24:1,3).

Publikované zastupce této skupiny z Cech pak zndme pouze z Tiebusic
(hrob XX-X/62) (Motykova-Sneidrova 1967: Taf. XI:11; Sakai 1970: 50; Karasova
1998: 20). Uzemi Slovenska vydalo celé védro z Dvort nad Zitavou (Ruttkay 2004:
155, 156, obr. 120:4; Hrnciarik 2013: Taf. XVII:1530). Zlomky nddob pak registruje-
me v Ockové (hrob 117) (Kolnik 2004: Abb. 9:pl, p2), z rozrusenych hrobti v Abra-
hamu (Kolnik 1980: 80, Taf. LXVII:5) a hrobu ¢. 3 (2/61) z Gbelct — Tehelily (obr. 2:2)
(Beljak, Kolnik 2006: 85-87, obr. 10).

Z1LLABKOVANE MiSY

Z této variaéné pestré skupiny nadob zname z uzemi byvalého Ceskoslovenska
pouze né&kolik kusii. Z Cech pochazi drzadlo misy typu E 77 z rozruenych hrobii ve
Stehel¢evsi. Drzadlo je ramcové datovano do mladsi faze pohiebiste, ktera je ohrani¢ena
stupni B2b a B2/C1, Cla (Motykova 1981; Karasova 1998: 24, 80).

Ze Slovenska je dolozena misa E 108 z knizeciho hrobu I v Krakovanech-Strazich
(naposledy Hrnciarik 2013: 70, Taf. XXXIX:1047) a atase misy t€¢hoz typu ze sidlisté
v Kostolisti (obr. 2:1) (Elschek, Markova 2000: 57, 61; Hrnciarik 2013: 21, Taf. XL:
210).
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Pokud tedy shrneme uvedené datovani ndlezi zlabkovanych nadob z ftisského
materialu, ziskdme jako spodni ¢asovy idaj jiz polovinu 1. stoleti a jako vrchni ramcovy
chronologicky ukazatel polovinu 3. stoleti az 4. stoleti. S casnym vyskytem zldbkovani
se tak setkdme v Italii. Mame zde na mysli muslovité zlabkované misky typu Bienert
76D, 78, 79 (Bienert 2007: 189—190, 200-202), které zndme jiz z materialu mést pod
Vesuvem. Tyto tvary jsou dale uzivany po celé 2. stoleti a nékteré (typ Bienert 78) az do
mladsi doby fimské. Jak jiz bylo nastinéno vyse, vyskyt zlabkovanych mis v limitnich
depotech Ize obtizné interpretovat a otazka vyroby téchto nadob kolem poloviny 3. sto-
leti zistava doposud oteviena. V pripadé mis typu E 108/Boesterd 196 lze snad pocitat
s fabrikaci ve 3. stoleti. Jak ukazuji vzacné exemplate z provincie Britanie, nelze vylo-
ucit pouzivani pozdnich variant zlabkovanych mis ani ve 4. stoleti. Pfi¢emz toto zbozi
je znamé i ze zéapadnich provincii v mladSich nalezovych kontextech (Bienert 2007:
204-2006).

Skupina véder nalezenych v Pannonii a Moesii, se hlasi do prubéhu 2. stoleti. Tento
typ nadob neni zastoupen v pompejském materialu (Tassinari 1993). Lze se tedy do-
mnivat, jak ukazuje dosavadni stav badani, ze pojednavané ptiklady byly pravdépodob-
n¢ vyrabény v balkanskych dilnach (Radndéti 1957: 182—183; Ratkovic 2005: 169) a snad
i v dilnach feckych mést na biezich Cerného mote.

Nalezy z Poryni a belgickych mohyl potvrzuji vzestup obliby zlabkované toreutiky
v zapadnich provinciich od poloviny 2. stoleti. Konec produkce zlabkovanych véder
typu E 44-49 lze hledat pted polovinou 3. stoleti, a to zvlasté pro jejich absenci v li-
mitnich depotech (Berke 1990, 48). Nalezy zlabkovaného zbozi z barbarika se vyskytuji
v nalezovych celcich zpravidla zasazovanych do stupiit B2/C1, Cla, (Tejral 1999), C1b
(Wielowiejski 1985: 191, 193; Lund Hansen 1987: 61, 62—64, 85-87). Zlabkované muslo-
vité misky i v kontextech datovanych do stupné C2 (Kiinzl 1993: 253).

O misté vyroby zlabkovanych mis typu E 77 a véder typu E 44-49 panuji rozlicné
nazory. Doklady dilenskych archeologickych kontexti se autorovi nepodafilo
vysledovat. Uvahy o mistech vyroby jsou tedy zaloZeny na jejich prostorovém rozlozeni
v impériu. Podle nazort star§itho badani je mozné, ze se zlabkované nadoby (misy,
védra) vyrabély ve stejnych dilnach (Werner 1936: 404). Naposledy byly hypotézy
o puvodu téchto nadob uvedeny v praci Z. Karasové (1998: 21). Jak vyplyva z vyse
predlozeného textu, zlabkovana toreutika byla rozsifena jak na fimském zapadé, tak
v krajich vychodnich. Tézko se tedy lze pfi hledani produkénich center omezovat
pouze na jednu vyrobni oblast. Jisty argument podporujici galskou nebo stiedorynskou
provenienci zlabkovanych nadob pfedstavuje misa typu E 77 z Tirlement — Tienen
— Avendoren oznacena kolkem galského ptivodu. Vhodné problém lokalizace vyroby
vystihl A. Radnéti (1966: 208), ktery predpokladal vyskyt nékolika riznych dilenskych
okruhti na tizemi fimské fise.
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Fig. 2: 1 — Kostoliste, distr. Malacky, handle attachment of bowl of Boesterd 196 type;
2 — Gbelce, distr. Nové Zamky, fragments of grooved bucket;
3-7 — Jevicko, distr. Svitavy, fragments of grooved bucket (s)
(Source: 1 — Hrnciarik 2013; 2 — Beljak, Kolnik 2006; 3—7 — Droberjar, Vich 2011)
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Fig. 3: 1 — Tirlement — Tienen — Avendoren, bucket of E 51 type;
2 — Guberevac, bucket of Raev 15 type; 3 — Tirlement — Tienen — Avendoren, grooved bowl;
4 — Madrec, grooved bowl; 5 — Heidelberg I, grave 62/P4, fragments of grooved bowl;
6 — Ochsenfurt-Hopferstadt, handle attachment of bowl of Boesterd 196 type;
7 — Heidelberg I, grave 65/113, fragments of grooved bowl of Bienert 76B type
(Source: 1, 3 — Stary 1991; 2 — Ratkovic 2005; 4 — Raev 1978; 5, 7 — Hensen 2009;
6 — Hoffmann 2004)
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Bienert 76 Bienert 78 Bienert 79 Bienert 80
Bienert 81

Fig. 4. Main types of grooved vessels
(Source: Eggers 1951; Boesterd 1956; Raev 1978; Bienert 2007)
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