
ARCHAEOLOGICA
HEREDITAS

Monographs of the Institute of Archaeology of the Cardinal Stefan Wyszyński University in Warsaw

Warsaw 2018

13
Sacred space:  
contributions to the archaeology of belief

edited by 
Louis Daniel Nebelsick,  
Joanna Wawrzeniuk  
and Katarzyna Zeman-Wiśniewska



Archaeologica Hereditas
Monographs of the Institute of Archaeology of the Cardinal Stefan Wyszyński in Warsaw

Editorial Board:
Editor-in-chief: Zbigniew Kobyliński

Members of the Board: Tadeusz Gołgowski, Jacek Lech, Przemysław Urbańczyk
Secretary of the Board: Magdalena Żurek

Editorial Board’s address:
1/2 Wóycickiego St., Building 23, PL 01-938 Warsaw, Poland

tel. +48 22 569 68 17, e-mail: archeologia@uksw.edu.pl
www.archeologia.uksw.edu.pl

Technical editing and proofreading: Zbigniew Kobyliński
Layout: Bartłomiej Gruszka

Cover design: Katja Niklas and Ula Zalejska-Smoleń
Linguistic consultation: Louis Daniel Nebelsick

Cover picture: Early Bronze Age stele from tell Chuera, Syria; photo by Nicola Scheyhing

Publication recommended for print by Professors Christopher Pare (Mainz) and Bogusław Gediga (Wrocław)

© Copyright by Instytut Archeologii Uniwersytetu Kardynała Stefana Wyszyńskiego, Warszawa 2018

ISBN 978-83-946496-8-5
ISSN 2451-0521

Publisher:
Institute of Archaeology, Cardinal Stefan Wyszyński University in Warsaw,

1/2 Wóycickiego St., Building 23, PL 01-938 Warsaw, Poland



       CONTENTS

ArchAeologicA
Hereditas 13

   5     Preface 
Louis Daniel Nebelsick, Joanna Wawrzeniuk 
and Katarzyna Zeman-Wiśniewska 

* 

   9     Settlements of the Brześć Kujawski 
Group of the Lengyel Culture –  
places of sacrum or profanum?  
Marta Kaczmarek 

  17   Places of ritual activity  
in pre-Bronze Age Cyprus 
Christine Winkelmann  

  29   The space above. Sacred sky  
in Prehistoric Cyprus 
Katarzyna Zeman-Wiśniewska  

  33   Copper artefact deposits in waters 
and wetlands during the later 5th  
and 4th millennium BC in the territory 
of Poland 

               Louis Daniel Nebelsick and Grzegorz Łyszkowicz  

  65   “Asses were buried with him”.  
Equids as markers of sacred space  
in the third and second millennia BC 
in the Eastern Mediterranean 
Laerke Recht  
 

  95   Fossilising the Holy. Aniconic  
standing stones of the Near East  
Nicola Scheyhing

113   Jewelry depositions from the end  
of the 2nd millennium BC from  
the Romanian Carpathian Basin  
Antonia Flontaș  

135    Early Iron Age hoards between  
Brittany and the Carpathian basin –  
a preliminary review

                  Imke Westhausen 

149   The largest European area  
of the sacred 
Krzysztof Narloch 

153   Sacred space of the Iron Age  
enclosed sites in the north-eastern 
Poland 
Zbigniew Kobyliński 

165    Towards a sacred topography  
of Early Byzantine Thessaloniki 
Roman Szlązak

187    The Central European Watershed  
as a part of the space of the pagan  
sacred 
Edvard Zajkovski

191    Selected concepts of power  
and sacral space 
Adriana Ciesielska

197    The symbolic role of boats  
and ships in pagan and Christian 
Medieval Northern Europe 
Zbigniew Kobyliński and Kamil Rabiega

219    Sacred environment and sacred 
communication process according 
to ethnographic field research  
in the Nadbuże Region  
Bożena Józefów-Czerwińska

* 

229    Notes on the authors 





Early Iron Age hoards between Brittany  
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This paper represents the first attempt to do a systematic 
analysis of “hoard” phenomena in the period between 
800 and 300 BC between Brittany and the Carpathian Ba-
sin.1 In the greater part of this geographic focus, the Early 
Iron Age is referred to as the Hallstatt Period and the 
transition to the subsequent Late Iron Age the La Tène 
Period, which is associated with the historic Celtic speak-
ers and took place around 480 BC. Since the Hallstatt – 
La Tène transition was fluid, hoards from the beginning 
of the Late Iron Age, the Early La Tène Period, are also 
included in this survey. Hoards, or depositions as used 
synonymously below, are defined as intentional depos-
its of artefacts without a settlement or grave context, or 
according to the definition I have chosen, they are inten-
tional deposits made for reasons that are not obvious at 
first sight. The hoard phenomenon has a history reaching 
back at least to the Neolithic. Bronze artefact hoards are 
considered to be a definitive phenomenon for the entire 
Bronze Age, and numerous metal depositions of different 
composition are also known for the later stages of the 
Late Iron Age/La Tène Period. The widely held scholarly 
opinion, that the hoarding does not take place in the Ear-
ly Iron Age is inaccurate.2 While the number of hoards in 
the distribution area of the classic Hallstatt Culture, that 
extends from eastern France to western Hungary, did, in 
fact, decrease significantly in comparison with the previ-
ous Late Bronze Age, in neighbouring Central European 
regions, e.g., in present-day western France and Poland 
(Fig. 1), the Early Iron Age saw the emergence of signifi-
cant hoarding activity at this time.

Hoards, in general, are interpreted by scholars as ma-
terial evidence of Prehistoric religiously motivated ac-
tion. More specifically they are considered “gifts to the 
gods” dedicated at a time without classical temple build-
ings. These ideas underscore the importance of hoards 
as evidence for religious practice, since during the cho-
sen period of ca 800 BC until ca 300 BC Central Europe 

1  This paper offers an overview of my project entitled Depositions 
of the Early Iron Age between Brittany and the Carpathian Basin, 
which I am currently working on at the Institute for Prehistoric Ar-
chaeology of the Ludwig-Maximilians-University in Munich under 
the supervision of Prof. Dr. Carola Metzner-Nebelsick. 

2  For instance: Hansen 2013.

is a Prehistoric nonliterate society whose ideology and 
religion can only be reconstructed by analysing archaeo-
logical finds and features.

Important clues for the identification of material ex-
pressions of religion can also be gained by making com-
parisons with contemporary civilisations but also with 
the results of contemporary ethnological, folklore re-
search and, importantly, religious studies.

However, there is no unified definition of religion; in-
stead, religion is “a scholarly construct that comprises a 
whole bundle of functional and substantial definitions; a 
construct that allows associated elements and forms of 
expression to be captured in a grid as the subject-matter 
of research in religious studies (and other disciplines) 
– as “religion”.3 Of course, only the material legacies of 
religion can be recorded by archaeological means. An 
essential aspect of religion is its ritual aspect. Each re-
ligion carries out specific rituals which have in common 
that they are repeatable acts that follow set rules for the 
purpose of communication. Many ritual acts leave ma-
terial traces, the obvious example being sacrificial ritual 
involving durable objects. Recurring patterns of ritual be-
haviour, which indicate the existence of governing rules, 
can be recognised in archaeological finds and features.4 
Following this approach I would suggest the following 
archaeological indications of religiously motivated be-
haviour:
• built up places whose architecture seems to follow 

specific rules without serving an apparent functional 
purpose5;

• places where repeated depositions took place accord-
ing to set rules without any tangible benefit;

• deposits whose pattern of composition was the result 
of a selection according to set rules;

• deposited objects which were manipulated or dam-
aged according to established rules;

3  Hock 2011.
4  In the case of hoards this would involve patterns in the choice of 

particular objects and their manipulation and destruction and in the 
case of sanctuaries characteristic ubiquitous architectural features.

5  In contrast to workshops, for instance, which have characteristic 
architectural features but a functional purpose. Similar counterex-
amples could be cited for the following theses.
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Fig. 1. Jewellery hoard from Podbiel, district of Otwock, Poland (after Narożna-Szamałek 2013)

• objects which are regularly deposited in specific loca-
tions without any apparent functional reason;

• pictorial representations that occur repeatedly and 
whose composition follows strict rules.
This spectrum of the expected evidence illustrates the 

potential of hoards being a material expression of Prehis-
toric religious practice. 

I initiated my research project by collecting the Early 
Iron Age Central European hoards as thoroughly as pos-
sible from the published sources in a database. This al-
most exclusively involves depositions of metal artefacts. 
The databank was structured in order to recorded and 
evaluate in particular the composition and treatment of 
the objects, as well as the context and the topography 
of the site. The aim is to work out the fixed rules that 
are typical for rituals and to identify any chronological 
and/or regionally specific peculiarities by systematically 
comparing the hoard sites with each other. Moreover, in 
order to place hoarding in a larger context of contempo-
rary religious behaviour, its characteristics are compared 
to those of Alpine burnt offering sites, architecturally de-
signed sanctuaries, cultically used caves and other cult 
places. This comparison aims to answer the question 
of whether hoards co-existed with other religious phe-
nomena or whether they were temporally or regionally 
excluded from them and to what extent the inventories 
of these different source genera are comparable.

Currently, my database contains exactly 500 metal 
depositions from 14 European countries lying between 
Brittany and the Carpathian Basin. Most of the Early Iron 
Age depositions in my databank come from France with 
221 examples, Germany has produced 80, Poland – 56, 
Switzerland – 53, northern Italy – 27 and finally Austria 
with 23 hoards (Fig. 2). As I am still in the process of 
collecting information from south-east central Europe, 
I expected the number of hoards from these regions to 
increase considerably.6 Of the 500 hoard sites I have col-
lected so far six can only be generally dated to the Early 
Iron Age. The rest can be dated more closely: 109 hoards 
can be assigned to Ha C, 78 can be dated to the Ha C to 
Ha D transition. Hoarding is more prolific in the younger 
and Late Hallstatt Period. 161 hoards date to Ha D, and 
52 to the Ha D – La Tène A transition. With the begin-
ning of the later Iron Age hoarding declines. 72 hoards 
date to the Early La Tène period proper and 23 can be 
dated more generally to the La Tène Period (Fig. 3). Judg-
ing from the evidence collected so far, the main focus of 
hoarding lies in the Ha D Period. 

Both the composition and size of Early Iron Age depo-
sitions vary widely (Fig. 4). The simplest type of hoard in-
volves depositing a single-object into the earth or water. 
Hoards consisting of several or many objects are mainly 

6  The numbers used in the following statistical analysis reflect my 
database as of the end of May 2017.
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Fig. 2. Overview of the number of the depo-
sitions included in the database to date from 
different European countries (designed  
by I. Westhausen)

Fig. 3. Distribution of depositions in differ-
ent periods (designed by I. Westhausen)

Fig. 4. Composition of different deposition 
types (designed by I. Westhausen)

classified as multi-piece depositions, that is contexts in 
which objects were deposited together at the same time 
in one place. This does not exclude, however, the pos-
sibility that these multi-piece depositions may also con-
tain objects of different date since the objects could be 

collected and curated over a long period of time before 
they were deposited. 

Hoards can also be differentiated on the basis of their 
composition. Thus, there are “pure” multi-piece depo-
sitions which only contain a single type of object, mul-
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Fig. 5. Pure jewellery multi-piece deposition: hoard II from Woskowice Małe, district of Namysłów, Poland (after Grempler 
1897)
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ti-piece depositions with objects of a single functional 
group, e.g., costume jewellery (Fig. 5) and complex multi-
piece hoards in which several functional types are pre-
sent for instance the association of jewellery and horse 
gear (Fig. 6). In the case of complex multi-piece depo-
sitions, a further subdivision is possible into hoards in 
which the objects were all treated the same way, for ex-
ample, that all were undamaged when deposited, and in 
hoards where the objects were treated differently before 
being hoarded, i.e., if a hoard was made up of completely 
preserved artefacts in combination with intentionally de-
stroyed and/or incomplete objects (Fig. 7). In addition 
to multi-piece depositions, where several objects were 
deposited at the same time, there are also collections of 
objects that were relinquished at the same place, but at 
different times. These accumulated artefact collections 
can be the differentiation with reference to the combina-
tion of object types. In some cases, Early Iron Age objects 
of the same function group (e.g., costume accessories) 
and collections with artefacts belonging to different func-
tional groups. However, in contrast to hoards deposited 
in a single act, there are no accumulations of objects 
of only one type. This is not surprising since accumula-
tions mainly involve objects that were deposited over a 
long period of time and thus allowing the types involved 
to change. A typical example would involve a spring in 

which people had been casting fibulae over a period of 
100 years (Figs 8–9). Since during this time-period the 
fibula fashion changed, the fibula involved would be of 
very different types. It is not surprising that prominent 
naturally shaped locations attracted such long-term se-
quences of deposition. 

In the preceding and all the following considerations, 
one group of more than 300 hoards, which would prob-
ably make up the majority of Early Iron Age depositions, 
was excluded.7 These are pure hoards of Armorican sock-
eted axes from Brittany and Normandy. They are made 
up exclusively of socketed axes and represent with their 
close spatial distribution a regional variation or the pure 
hoarding phenomenon. Unfortunately, most of these 
axe hoards were discovered before the 20th century, 
and therefore there is often no information about the 
original number of axes or the exact location and nature 
of their deposition.8 Of the 500 hoards I have collected in 
my databank, 290 are single-object deposits, 137 – pure 
multi-piece hoards, 65 – complex multi-piece hoards, 
and four – simple accumulation and four complex accu-
mulation (Fig. 10).

7  Huth 1997.
8  For a comprehensive account of the history of research, see: 

Rivallain 2012.

Fig. 6. Complex multi-piece deposition: 
hoard I from Woskowice Małe, district of 
Namysłów, Poland (after Seger 1928)
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Fig. 8. Fibulae from the accumulation in the source of the Douix in Châtillon-sur-Seine, Dep. Côte-d’Or, France in the Museé 
du Pays Châtillonnais (photo by I. Westhausen)

Fig. 9. The source of the Douix in Châtillon-sur-Seine, Dep. Côte-d’Or, France in Spring 2015 (photo by I. Westhausen)
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Fig. 10. Quantity of different deposition 
types (designed by I. Westhausen)

If one considers the find contexts of these hoard sites, 
the high number of hoards from “wet” contexts stands 
out.9 With 284 hoards, more than half of all hoards origi-
nate from bodies of water or from sites lying in direct 
contact with water. Water finds are dominated by 231 
single object depositions, but there are also 47 multi-ob-
ject depositions and although there are only six instances 
of long-term artefact deposition in wet contexts they 
make up the majority of this class of site. A total of 53 
hoards were found on Alpine mountains, of which 46 are 
one-piece depositions, six multi-piece depositions, and 
one accumulation. Finally, 25 hoards were discovered 
in settlement contexts, with 10 of these being single-
artefact depositions and 15 multiple depositions. All 17 
hoard sites that were discovered on a hill or a high place 
are multipiece depositions. The 14 hoards, whose site is 
related to a conspicuous rock formation, are single-object 
depositions, 12 multiple-object hoards, and one artefact 
accumulation. In 107 cases the place of discovery was 
either inconspicuous, or there was no published perti-
nent contextual information available to judge them. 105 
examples, that is nearly half of the multi-piece hoards, 
originate from such unspecified contexts, in contrast to 
only two unspecific one-object depositions. In conclu-
sion, one-piece depositions are particularly common in 
“wet” contexts and are not uncommon even on Alpine 
summits. In contrast, the majority of multi-piece deposi-
tions come from rather unspecific contexts, though they 

9  „Wet“ contexts include such find categories as river, lake, spring, 
bog, swamp, as well as water edge or vicinity of water and silted 
up oxbow, etc.

have been found to a lesser extent in “wet” contexts and 
very rarely in other contexts. Multiperiod accumulations 
were mostly recovered from “wet” contexts, in one case 
from an Alpine mountain and once in the surroundings 
of an extraordinary rock formation. All these places may 
have been particularly impressive in the Iron Age, inspir-
ing the population to visit them and relinquish artefacts 
repeatedly (Fig. 9). Such accumulations of artefacts at 
these conspicuous places could well point to the exist-
ence of so-called natural sanctuaries (Fig. 11).

Given the large number of intentionally deposited ob-
jects from bodies of water or “wet” contexts, it is worth 
giving them a closer preliminary consideration. With re-
gard to their chronological development, it can be said 
that the largest number of depositions in “wet” contexts 
like the majority of hoards in general, date to the Ha D 
period. It is also possible to see chronological variations 
in this type of hoarding. While in Ha C the one-piece dep-
ositions predominate and multi-object depositions are 
extremely rare, the number of multi-piece depositions 
increases significantly during the transition to Ha D, while 
in the Early La Tène Period hoards from water contexts 
become somewhat less common. Interestingly the transi-
tion to the Late Iron Age sees the initiation of five of the 
six “wet” artefact accumulations10 and this may suggest 
a change in the hoarding and thus in cult practice, to 
rituals which were tied more to specific places (Fig. 12).

When examining the functional groups represented in 
the three different types of hoard found in “wet” contexts, 
it is noticeable that most single artefact depositions consist 

10  The only exception was frequented throughout the Early Iron Age.
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Fig. 11. The contexts of all depositions considered in the research and their deposition type (designed by I. Westhausen)

Fig. 12. Depositions from “wet” contexts: 
distribution of deposition types in the different 
periods (designed by I. Westhausen)

of male connotated objects including weapons, daggers, 
helmets, and razors. Interestingly, while weapons are the 
most common class of artefacts deposited individually in 
wet contexts, they were only included in a multi-piece wa-
ter deposition in two cases.11 This sets the pattern for the 
other male water finds. All helmets and razors recovered 
from wet contexts were apparently deposited there indi-
vidually as were daggers with a single exception12 (Fig. 13). 

Most bronze vessels which have been recovered from 
wet contexts seem also to have been deposited there in-

11  The functional category weapon includes swords and spears. Dag-
gers are not considered weapons due to their well-known role as 
non-functional status symbols in the Late Hallstatt Period. Axes 
are also considered to be their own functional category as they 
can, on the one hand, be used both as a weapon and a tool and 
on the other hand because many early Hallstatt Period axes are 
only semi-functional and probably had a different significance than 
either the categories weapon or tool can express.

12  It is possible that this unique combination may be the result of 
an accumulation of artefacts in one wet context with the dagger 
and the costume jewellery submerged separately from each other.

dividually although vessel sets are also recorded. Only a 
few submerged examples seem to have been put their 
combined with artefacts belonging of other functional 
groups. In 62 cases, costume jewellery was also depos-
ited individually, only two tools and just one example of 
horse gear and a metal ingot respectively were depos-
ited in wet contexts as single finds. As I mentioned above, 
weapons play only a very marginal role in submerged 
multi-piece hoards. Costume jewellery seems to play the 
most important role in wet deposition. Twenty-three of 
the multi-object hoards that were found in “wet” con-
texts are homologous multi-object assemblages com-
posed solely of costume jewellery (Fig. 14). Only four of 
these hoards involve more complex multi-piece compo-
sitions, which in three cases combine costume jewellery 
and metal ingots, and in one case bronze vessels and cos-
tume jewellery. There are also nine multi-piece hoards 
composed of axes, four multi-piece deposition of metal 
ingots, three multi-piece deposition of bronze vessels, 
and two multi-piece deposition of horse gear. Not surpris-
ingly costume jewellery plays the leading role in the com-
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Fig. 13. Hallstatt-period daggers from wet contexts in Switzerland: 1. Orpund, Ctn. Bern; 2. Port, Ctn. Bern; 3. Thielle-Wavre, 
Ctn. Neuchâtel; 4. Concise-La-Raisse, Ctn. Vaud; 5. Estavayer-le-Lac, Ctn. Fribourg; 6. Cudrefin-La Sauge, Ctn. Vaud (after Drack 
1972/1973 and Sievers 1982)

position of wet depositions which accumulated through 
time, four such assemblages consist solely of costume 
jewellery. More complexly composed finds show in one 
case costume jewellery combined with weapons and in a 
second jewellery combined with a dagger. In both these 
contexts mainly female connoted objects, i.e., costume 
jewellery, was deposited together with masculine conno-
tated objects, either dagger or weapon. This combination 
is completely missing in the multi-piece hoards. Perhaps 
this reflects the aforementioned deviating rituals that ac-
company longer term depositions that are focused on a 
particular place. In this case unlike the sites used for a 
single hoard, men and women sacrificed together though 
not necessarily at the same time (Fig. 15).

The preference for certain functional groups is not only 
dependent on the type of hoard, but also is subjected to 
chronological variations. While weapons dominate hoard-
ing in Ha C there is a significant decrease beginning with 
the transition to Ha D when weapon hoarding dwindles 
to insignificance only to rebound during the transition to 
the Early La Tène Period. During Ha D, a period when the 
percentage of weapons is negligible, daggers emerge as a 
functional type in hoards, and in the Early La Tène Period, 
when daggers go out of use, the proportion of hoarded 
weapons rises again, this time augmented by helmets. 

Swords, daggers and helmets are the typical insignia of the 
Iron Age male elite. Dated grave contexts confirm these 
changes in the deposition practice through time. The 
same sequence from sword to dagger and again to sword, 
then rarely with helmet, which can be observed in the 
hoards can also be observed in grave contexts. Thus, over 
the entire period under consideration it seems that typi-
cal male connotated insignia of elite representation were 
continuously deposited in “wet” contexts. The increase 
in the percentage of deposited weapons in Late Iron Age 
beginning with the Early La Tène Period is a prequel to 
the establishment of the well-known large-scale weapon 
depositions in wet contexts which are typical for the both 
the Middle and Late La Tène periods. One can observe 
a general pattern that periods characterised by a high 
proportion of weapons deposited in wet contexts have a 
low percentage of costume jewellery and that conversely 
and a small number of submerged weapons goes hand in 
hand with a high proportion of costume jewellery. This is 
particularly clear in Ha C, where weapons dominate so 
clearly and the number of depots with costume jewellery 
is extremely low. In stark contrast during the succeeding 
Ha D phase, the number of wet depositions of costume 
jewellery reaches its zenith and weapons their nadir. The 
deposited razors are most prevalent in wet depositions 
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Fig. 14. Jewellery from the accumulation in Orpund, Ctn. Bern, Switzerland (after Osterwalder 1979/1980)

Fig. 15. Depositions from “wet” contexts: occurrence of groups of function in different deposition types (designed by  
I. Westhausen)
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made during Ha C. In Ha D and during the transition to 
the Early La Tène Period only one razor is known for each 
phase. Very few Iron Age tools have been recovered from 
wet contexts and both known examples date to Ha C. Axes 
in wet contexts are also rather rare in Ha C, with only six 
known examples. This changes radically in Ha D during 
which 40 examples were consigned to wet surroundings. 
Next to costume jewellery these are the second most fre-
quent functional type in this contextual category. Remark-
ably, in the Early La Tène Period axes once again play a 
marginal role, with only three known from wet contexts. 
Bronze elements belonging to the horse harness are only 
rarely immersed in “wet” contexts during the period un-
der study, and all three known examples date to the Early 
La Tène Period. Metal ingots, combined with costume 
jewellery, appear in wet contexts for the first time in Ha 
D and five submerged ingots date to the Ha D/La Tène. 
During the Early La Tène Period, there is a return to the 
earlier deposition pattern and two complex hoards in wet 
sediments have ingots combined with costume jewellery. 
Bronze vessels appear in somewhat fluctuating propor-
tions in all the chronological stages under consideration. 
Only a single bronze vessel deposition can be dated to Ha 
C, four were deposited in contexts dated to the Ha C-D 
transition and five to Ha D. The largest amount – seven – 
can be assigned to the Ha D/Early La Tène transition, and 
one bronze vessel comes from a hoard dated to the Early 
La Tène Period proper. The only complex “wet” deposition 
in which a bronze vessel is combined with costume jewel-
lery dates to the advent of the Late Iron Age as do two 
submersions of vessel sets. The more complex combina-
tions of costume jewellery and dagger as well as costume 
jewellery and weapons occur, as we have already seen 

above, only once in accumulated depositions on the tran-
sition from Ha D to Early La Tène (Fig. 16).

It is worth stressing that research on Early Iron Age 
hoarding not only offers us the opportunity to gain in-
sights into an ancient community’s ritual behaviour but 
also allows us to reflect upon the far-reaching supra-re-
gional communication networks of the period. A good ex-
ample are hoards which include heavily moulded bronze 
ring jewellery from central France. In its region of origin, 
this jewellery was deposited undamaged in pure costume 
jewellery hoards that were often laid down in wetland 
contexts13 (Fig. 17). In the southern French Languedoc, 
however, the same rings are usually found in a strongly 
fragmented condition in the so-called Launac hoards14 
(Fig. 18). These are complex composite hoards, which 
mainly contain bronze bun ingots, bronze axes and com-
plete as well as fragmented costume jewellery.15 Outside 
of France an Alpine bronze hoard from Arbedo in Ticino, 
Switzerland also contained fragments of this characteris-
tic central French ring jewellery, in addition to numerous 
other fragmented artefacts of some of which originated 
Sicily, Greece and Etruria.16 Remarkably, fragments of 
these characteristic Early Iron Age central French rings 
have been found far outside of the core area of my study 
in the Mediterranean. Examples have been recovered 
from sanctuaries or temples: such as the Heraion of 
Perachora on the Gulf of Corinth17, from the sanctuary 

13  Milcent 2004.
14 Chevrier and Verger 2013; Verger 2013d.
15  Cazalis de Fondouce 2013.
16  Schindler 1998; Verger 2006.
17  Verger 2011.

Fig. 16. Depositions from “wet” contexts: occurrence of groups of function in the different periods (designed by I. Westhausen)
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under the Lapis Niger in the Forum Romanum18, and from 
ritual depositions in the archaic levels of the Sanctuary of 
Demeter in Gela in Sicily.19 Deposition in these sanctuar-
ies and analogous phenomena in Mediterranean sacred 
sites dedicated to specific deities could, on the one hand, 
provide important impulses for the interpretation of con-
temporary metal depositions in Central Europe on the 
one hand, and on the other help guard against consider-
ing the hoarding phenomenon too one-sidedly.20 

18  Verger 2013.
19  Verger 2011a, 2013a.
20  For the translation from German I would like to thank Prof. Dr. 

L. Nebelsick very much for his efforts.

Fig. 18. Overview over the complex multi-piece “Launac” 
deposition from Roque-Courbe, Dep. Hérault, France (after 
Verger 2013c) 

Fig. 17. Jewellery hoard from the source “Fontaine de Lou-
cineau” in Saint-Jouin-de-Marnes, Dep. Deux-Sévres, France 
(after Tauvel 1974)
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