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Returns to Ancestral Monuments.
The Transition of Funerary Areas During
the 4th and 3rd Millennia BC in Bohemia

Petr Kristuf’ and Jan Turek®

The earliest manifestation of funerary monumentality in Central Europe is represented by long
barrows from the 4th millennium BC. The latest discoveries suggest that it was the long barrows
that initiated the tradition of shaping ritual landscapes. Besides their funerary function, these
monuments also served as ancestral shrines. Current research indicates the existence of appro-
ximately a thousand-year hiatus in the use of these sacred places in Bohemia. Secondary burials
associated with the Corded Ware and Unétice Cultures have been recorded in long barrows.
Similar sequences can also be observed in other sites where evidence of long barrows is currently
not secure. Beaker cultures of the 3rd millennium BC are represented primarily by funerary mo-
numents in the form of round barrows. This form of funerary monuments did not evolve from
the long barrows. On the contrary, it represents a new phenomenon originating from the North
Pontic/Caspian region, associated with the Yamna Culture.

KEY-WORDS: long barrows, round barrows, secondary burials, Corded Ware Culture, an-
cestral monuments, Czech Republic, Central Europe

INTRODUCTION

Burial mounds are one of the fundamental expressions of monumentality in the fune-
rary rites of prehistoric cultures in Europe. Their origins can be traced back to the so-
-called long barrows, which began to appear in Europe as early as the 5th millennium
BC. Since then, burial mounds have been constructed at prehistoric cemeteries for mi-
llennia, and this phenomenon only truly disappeared with the advent of Christianity.
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Over this long period, burial mounds underwent many formal transformations, which
may reflect changes in religious beliefs, ideology, or social norms (Bradley 2002; Bou-
rgeois 2013; Jeunesse 2014; Ahola 2020). Perhaps the most significant transformation
was the shift from long barrows to round barrows, which occurred in Central Europe
during the 3rd millennium BC. From that point on, round barrows dominated prehis-
toric cemeteries in Central Europe, while the tradition of long barrows came to a de-
finitive end. The use of long barrows for burials by subsequent communities has been
observed at several sites in Bohemia. Secondary graves were inserted into the mounds
more than 1000 years after their construction. Long barrows seem to have been an
important part of the cultural landscape for a long time, structuring its perception.
Mound builders and their immediate followers apparently perceived the site as sacred,
associated with ancestor worship, but initially adding more burials was perhaps taboo.
Over time, however, the perception of the mound changed. After a certain period,
the direct link and memory of the ancestors who built the mound were lost, and only
the mound itself, and in some cases the surrounding ditches, remained visible (Turek
et al., 2025). Such situations occurred mainly in the times of the Corded Ware, Bell
Beaker, and Unétice cultures

This text aims to explore the background of this change. Are round barrows the re-
sult of a gradual shortening and fragmentation of long barrows? This perspective on
the emergence of the round barrow phenomenon has been proposed in the past,
based on research at certain barrow cemeteries in Central Europe (Neustupny 2001).
During the 4th millennium BC, a gradual shortening of long barrows can indeed be
observed (Turek and KriStuf 2025). At the same time, we see continuity in barrow
burial practices from long to round barrows at some cemeteries. Evien Neustupny
suggested that the original concept of collective long barrows in Central Europe was
eventually transformed into individual burials beneath round barrows (Neustupny
2001; 2013).

However, it is important to note that in Eastern Europe, for example, round ba-
rrows appear much earlier and without any preceding tradition of long barrows. This
raises the question of whether the shift to round barrows in Central Europe may re-
flect the adoption of new cultural models from external influences rather than a con-
tinuous development of the local long barrow tradition.

Long barrows represent the earliest known funerary monuments in prehistoric
Europe. In Central Europe, these structures appear at the beginning of the 4th mi-
llennium BC (Krél 2021; Turek and Kristuf 2025). By this time, agricultural popu-
lations had already been developing in the region for 1500 years. Monumentality
had been a part of their cultural expression from the start. This had primarily been
manifested in the construction of so-called longhouses, which were the traditional
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dwellings of both the Linear Pottery Culture and the subsequent Stroke Pottery Cul-
ture. Longhouses were an expression of a sedentary lifestyle, playing a significant role
in asserting community identity and land ownership rights.

It is typical for the first farming communities in Bohemia not to have created
designated cemeteries; instead, they buried their dead within the settlement area,
sometimes directly beneath the floors of their homes. Several instances have been
documented where burials were located within residential houses (Bradley 2001). It
is possible that such a house lost its residential function and became a funerary mo-
nument. This probably marks the beginning of funerary monumentality in Central
Europe. The ruins of longhouses, serving as houses of the dead, continued to attract
burial activity. This can be observed, for example, at the Miskovice cemetery in Cen-
tral Bohemia, where around 70 graves from the Stroke Pottery Culture were located
in an area where three Linear Pottery Culture houses had once stood (Kvétina ez 4.,
2016). The ruins of these houses, possibly even partially modified into barrow-like
forms, became the foundation of one of the largest Neolithic cemeteries in Bohemia.

For Neolithic communities in Central Europe, the residential quarter held signifi-
cance as a place for depositing the dead. Their houses, after being abandoned, served
as homes for deceased ancestors. When we look at this context of destroyed longhou-
ses with the dead preserved inside, we can begin to see where the idea of building
long funerary barrows as designated burial structures originated. It took approxima-
tely 1000 years for this concept to evolve in Central Europe into the construction
of independent funerary barrows (Turek and Kristuf 2025). However, the earliest
examples of long barrows do not originate from this region; they first developed in
northwestern France during the first half of the 5th millennium BC (cf., Chambon
2020). The tradition then spread northward to the British Isles, the Low Countries,
southern Scandinavia, and also to Central Europe — though a case can be made for
convergent development in this region as well (Turek and Kristuf 2025). If we seek
for the origin of long barrows in Europe we should follow the occurrence of longhou-
ses of a distinctly trapezoidal layout that appeared in the Stroke Pottery Culture and
the Lengyel Culture around 4800 BC and later in the Brzes¢ Kujawski Culture in
about 4300-4200 BC, but they did not yet have a funerary counterpart of a similar
plan. This process of diversification and the emergence of the first trapezoidal barrows
in Kujawy sites, such as Sarnowo or Wietrzychowice (Chmielewski 1952), did not
occur until around 3900-3800 BC (Krél 2021), that is 600-700 years later than in
the Paris Basin and almost 1000 years after the first trapezoidal houses in Western Eu-
rope. It should be borne in mind that trapezoidal houses were no longer being built
by the time of the construction of long trapezoidal mounds in Greater Poland (Krél
2021), Silesia, and Bohemia (Zdpotocky 2023; Turek and Kristuf 2025), which is
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3700-3500 BC. Typical houses in the Funnel Beaker Culture period were of rectan-
gular ground plan. The trapezoidal shapes of the long barrows were not therefore
clearly based on the contemporary Funnel Beaker houses, but were derived from
ground plans of houses 1000 years older.

Neolithic long barrows remain a visible part of the cultural landscape of northern
and northwestern Europe to this day, so it is no surprise that they have attracted
scholarly interest at least since the emergence of archaeology as a scientific discipline
in the 19th century. Intensive research on these barrows is especially linked to the first
half of the 20th century, when both megalithic (e.g., Piggott 1962) and non-mega-
lithic (e.g., Ashbee 1966) structures were excavated in the British Isles and northern
Europe, along with the first long barrows in Central Europe (e.g., Chmielewski
1952), where they are primarily associated with the Funnel Beaker Culture. Howe-
ver, in Bohemia, no above-ground remains of such barrows had been recorded, and so
they remained long outside archacological evidence. The first indications of their exis-
tence were brought to light by Ivana Pleinerovd (1980) following the discovery of two
long structures in Bfezno near Louny. Subsequent activities by Czech archaeologists,
culminating in a systematic research project on long barrows from 2021 to 2023,
identified more than 60 potential long barrows in Bohemia (KriStuf ez a/., 2024).

These investigations show that various types of long barrows in Bohemia are co-
nnected to the Funnel Beaker Culture, and in some cases also to the earlier Mi-
chelsberg tradition (Kristuf ez a/., 2024). They do not form cemeteries but are built
individually, usually outside the residential area proper (Kristuf e a/., 2023). Burial
under long barrows thus becomes spatially separated from settlement activity and
houses, which had once served as their prototype. In some regions of Bohemia, long
barrows are even the first structures with which people entered previously uninha-
bited parts of the landscape (Kristuf and Fiser 2025), and their construction marks
the beginning of a change in the use of these places and a transformation of the envi-
ronment (Strouhalovd et al., 2025).

Crucially, in the context of this article, recent research on long barrows in Bo-
hemia has shown that these structures were not built as collective or family tombs.
Most of the excavated barrows contained only a single burial that could be dated to
the time of construction. Other potential graves in the barrow were secondary burials
made hundreds or even thousands of years later (Turek and Kristuf 2025). Thus,
the significance of these structures for Neolithic communities appears to have been
more religious and social than purely funerary. The barrows served as community
sanctuaries dedicated to the worship of gods and ancestors, often in use for decades or
even centuries. The burial of a selected community member was probably connected
more to the founding or initiation of the structure.



Returns to Ancestral Monuments. The Transition of Funerary Areas... | 209

Equally important was the very existence of the barrow, which remained in
the landscape for thousands of years, even long after its primary function as a san-
ctuary had ended. The barrow continued to influence the perception and use of the
surrounding landscape (Kristuf ez a/., 2023). The monumentality of the first barrows
was thus a key factor in the development of the Neolithic landscape, and it probably
continued to shape human behaviour during the subsequent Bronze and Iron Ages.
The significance of monumental funerary structures may have survived in the form
of legends well into the modern era (Turek and KriStuf 2025).

EVIDENCE OF SECONDARY CORDED WARE BURIALS IN BOHEMIAN
LONG BARROWS

A characteristic feature of Neolithic long barrows in Bohemia is that they were con-
structed for the burial of a single individual. Interestingly, we currently have almost
no evidence of additional burials being inserted into these barrows during the Funnel
Beaker Culture period or even in subsequent ones. This situation changes during
the 3rd millennium BC, when, in several cases, secondary burials of the Corded Ware
Culture and later the Unétice Culture of the Early Bronze Age were inserted into Ne-
olithic long barrows. These are cases in which burials were added to partially eroded
long barrows more than 1000 years after their original construction. The best exam-
ples of this practice have so far been documented at the site of Bfezno in northwestern
Bohemia (Pleinerovd 1980) and at the sites of Vrazkov and Radinéves in the vicinity
of the sacred Mount Rip (Kristuf et al., 2024; Turek and Kristuf 2025).

Brezno long barrows
During systematic excavations in the 1960s and 1970s near the village of Biezno,
the ground plans of two long barrows were discovered (Fig. 1). These were barrow
mounds originally reinforced with wooden palisades. The first (No. 62) measured
24 metres in length and contained two graves. The second (No. 86) measured over
144 metres, contained three graves, and had a wooden chamber in its eastern part that
served as a sanctuary (Pleinerovd 1980). The graves contained almost no artefacts. Ba-
sed on the typological similarity of one bowl, Evien Neustupny dated the constructi-
on of the longer barrow to the Michelsberg Culture. The shorter barrow is dated
by a radiocarbon result (GrN 8803 — Grave LXXIII: 509045 BP) to the interval
3980-3777 cal BC. This suggests both barrows were built around the same time.
Another radiocarbon date comes from the westernmost grave in the longer ba-
rrow. Although this burial was entirely without grave goods, the date (GrN 8802 —
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Fig. 1. Bfezno long barrows (Louny District). Ground plan of the barrows with dating of individual features.

Grave LXXXI: 4165+45 BP) places it within the Corded Ware Culture. This is also
supported by the body position (Pleinerovd 1980; Neustupny 2013). It can be assu-
med that the grave was inserted into the already partially eroded barrow mound more
than 1000 years after its construction. However, evidence of burials from the 3rd mi-
llennium BC at this site does not end there. The barrow was also partially disturbed
by a burial associated with the Bell Beaker Culture (Pleinerovd 1980).

In the area of Structure 86 and its immediate surroundings, a Unétice Culture
cemetery with 23 graves was also discovered. The fact that this cemetery was es-
tablished on a narrow 80-metre-long strip, and that 20 of the graves were located
within structure No. 86, with three more in its immediate vicinity, suggests the pre-
sence of a slight elevation in the terrain, probably the remnant of a barrow mound,
into which the Unétice graves were inserted (Pleinerovd 1980: 39).

The long barrows at Bfezno represent one of the best examples of the reuse of early
4th millennium BC funerary monuments by communities of the Corded Ware Cul-
ture, the Bell Beaker Culture, and the Unétice Culture.

Racinéves long barrow

The long barrow at Racinéves represents a similar type of construction as the barrows
at Bfezno near Louny. It was discovered during a rescue excavation in the 1990s but
was not thoroughly investigated until 2022 (Turek and Kristuf 2025). The barrow
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Fig. 2. Racinéves long barrow (Litoméfice District). Ground plan of the barrow with dating
of individual features.

is 122 metres long and was probably surrounded by a wooden palisade (Fig. 2). In
its eastern part, there was an open-access wooden chamber that served as a sanctua-
ry. The primary burial was located approximately 28 metres behind this chamber.
The burial of an adult male in a monumentally sized grave pit was accompanied by
a set of 12 quartzite arrowheads. The dating of the barrow is based primarily on a co-
llection of radiocarbon dates from charred remains of the wooden structure (Turek
and Kristuf 2025: table 4.3). Nine radiocarbon dates suggest the barrow was built
some time between 3981-3770 cal BC. Another radiocarbon date was obtained from
the primary burial. Due to poor collagen preservation, bioapatite was used for dating.
The resulting date (UGAMS 66882, 4990425 BP, 3790-3710 cal BC) coincides with
the upper boundary of dates from the wooden structure but bioapatite dates are gene-
rally younger than those from collagen. The barrow may have been constructed within
the period of the Funnel Beaker Culture. However, the types of quartzite arrowheads
found, which in Bohemia appear in graves associated with pottery of the later Mi-
chelsberg Culture, also suggest a possible pre-Baalberge origin of the barrow structure.

A later burial, associated with the Corded Ware Culture, was added to this ba-
rrow (Fig. 3). The burial, probably of a woman in a crouched position on her left
side, was placed in the area of the wooden chamber in the eastern part of the ba-
rrow. Given the presence of a large amount of charcoal from the destroyed woo-
den structure of the chamber, this burial must have taken place after the chamber’s
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Fig. 3. Racinéves long barrow (Litoméfice District). Detail of the Corded Ware grave and burial assemblage.

destruction. Based on current knowledge of the chronology of the Corded Ware
Culture in Bohemia, the burial was inserted into the partially eroded barrow roughly
1000-1500 years after its original construction.

In addition, another Corded Ware Culture burial was discovered near the ba-
rrow during a rescue excavation in the 1990s. Burials from the Late Bronze Age and
the Hallstatt period have also been recorded in the vicinity (Turek and Kristuf 2025).

Viazkov long barrow
The Vrazkov long barrow represents one of the first long barrows discovered in Bo-
hemia. It is a closed linear feature with a trapezoidal ground plan (Fig. 4). Its longer

axis is oriented WN'W-ESE. The length of the feature is 32 metres. The length of the
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Fig. 4. Vrazkov long barrow (Litoméfice District). Ground plan of the barrow with dating
of individual features.

eastern side is 11 m. Towards the west, the feature narrows, and the western wall is
7 m long. It was excavated in 2021.

It was most likely a simple earthen mound without any wooden or stone constructi-
on. The barrow was surrounded by a V-shaped ditch approximately 2 metres wide and
about 1 metre deep. Two graves were discovered within the area of the barrow.

The first burial pit has a rectangular plan. The dimensions of the grave are
230 x 120 cm and it was dug 50 cm into sandy substrate. Post impressions are visible
in the corners of the grave pit, probably remnants of wall reinforcement using a woo-
den construction. An adult male was buried here. He was lying on his right side,
oriented in a W-E direction with the head to the west and facing south. The burial
did not contain any grave goods. Dating of the Vrazkov barrow is challenging due to
the absence of artefacts in the primary burial pit and also lack of suitable charcoal for
radiocarbon dating. Therefore, the only option was absolute dating based on human
bones. However, their poor preservation did not allow for collagen extraction. As
a result, radiocarbon dating was conducted based on carbon from bioapatite. The
obtained date UGAG66881: 4600+25 BP (3498-3197 cal BC) suggests a relatively
recent origin of the barrow, but comparing it with dates obtained from collagen is
problematic. Generally, bioapatite seems to provide significantly later data. The exact
dating of the barrow remains unclear. Nevertheless, the almost complete tulip-shaped
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beaker in the ditch fill in front of the eastern facade of the barrow links the con-
struction to the V phase of the Michelsberg Culture.

The second grave was located in the western part of the barrow. It reached a depth
of up to 8 cm into the substrate and was massively damaged by modern ploughing.
Due to this, it is not possible to accurately reconstruct the shape or dimensions of the
grave pit. The remains of an adult individual were preserved only in isolated fragments
scattered throughout the grave pit. This is most likely a consequence of damage caused
by ploughing. The grave goods consisted of at least three vessels, the fragments of which
are concentrated in the northern part of the grave. This included an Unétice Culture jug
and two additional vessels whose character does not exclude the same cultural classifica-
tion. The “C date comes from the Unétice Culture grave, supporting its placement in
the Early Bronze Age CRL22_1398: 3864+21 BP (2459-2209 cal BC).

The ditch surrounding the barrow on all sides was practically devoid of finds. The
exception is the beaker mentioned above, which dates the construction and use of the
monument. In the northwest corner of the ditch, a deposit of 100 bronze rib ingots
(Spangenbarren) was discovered, buried in the Early Bronze Age in the partially filled
ditch. Fragments of another two bronze ribs were also found elsewhere in the top-
soil of the barrow, suggesting that the sacrificial activity was carried out on multiple
events on this site. Even in the case of this barrow, we record the continuation of bu-
rials about 1000 years after its construction.

Continuity of barrow cemeteries

The three aforementioned cases do not necessarily represent a clear trend. However,
it is important to note that they involve some of the best-explored long barrows in
Bohemia, and all of them contain secondary burials from the 3rd millennium BC.
Given that only a minimal number of long barrows in Bohemia have been thorou-
ghly investigated (KriStuf ez al., 2024), we decided to examine the use of all Funnel
Beaker Culture cemeteries throughout the periods of the Corded Ware, Bell Beaker,
and Unétice Cultures.

The Archaeological Map of the Czech Republic (https://www.aiscr.cz/), which is
the most extensive archaeological information system in the country, records 75 Funnel
Beaker Culture cemeteries in Bohemia (Table 2). Most of these have no evidence of long
barrows, which is not surprising and does not necessarily mean that barrows were never
constructed over the graves. At many of these cemeteries, we can observe continual burial
activity during the 3rd millennium BC. We examined whether burials from the 3rd mille-
nnium BC occur within a 500-metre radius of Funnel Beaker Culture graves.

At 24 sites (32%), Corded Ware Culture burials are recorded (Fig. 5:1). Bell Bea-
ker Culture burials are also recorded at 24 sites (32%; Fig. 5:2). Most frequently, we
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Table 1. Number of Funnel Beaker Culture cemeteries in Bohemia with evidence of burials
from the Late Neolithic and Early Bronze Age.

Corded
Ware Corded Bell Beaker
Corded Bell P Ware
Unétice | Culture Culture All
‘Ware Beaker Culture P SUM
Culture + Bell P + Unétice | Cultures
Culture | Culture + Unétice
Beaker Culture
Culture
Culture
No.
of Funnel
Beaker 3 4 11 3 8 7 10 46
cemeteries
% 6,5 8,7 239 6,5 17,4 15,2 21,7 100,0

encounter Unétice Culture graves at Funnel Beaker cemeteries — 36 sites in total,
representing 48% of all known Funnel Beaker cemeteries (Fig. 5:3). Overall, we
can state that 62% of known Funnel Beaker cemeteries in Bohemia show evidence
of subsequent burials from the Corded Ware, Bell Beaker, or Unétice Cultures.
In some cases, evidence comes from just one of these cultures (18 sites), but we
also encounter instances with burials from two (18 sites) or even all three cultures
(10 sites; Fig. 6 and Table 1). The data used come from excavations conducted
from the late 19th century to the present day and are of varying quality. They
include both large-scale excavations and isolated grave finds whose surroundings
were not further investigated. It is therefore possible that in many cases, continuity
of cemeteries has escaped our detection. In this context, we consider the postulated
subsequent use of 62% of Funnel Beaker Culture cemeteries as evidence of a signi-
ficant spatial continuity of the funerary areas of this culture and those of the Late
Neolithic/Early Bronze Age.

It is thus evident that the earlier Funnel Beaker cemeteries, defined by long ba-
rrows, continued to be used in Bohemia for more than 1000 years by cultures whose
members typically constructed round barrows. This did not involve just isolated gra-
ves inserted into the mounds of earlier barrows. For example, at the Brandysek site
(Central Bohemia; Fig. 7), it appears that a barrow cemetery of the Corded Ware and
Bell Beaker cultures, containing at least 24 graves, was established around what was
probably a single long barrow (Smejda 2001). At Velké Zernoseky (North Bohemia),
the area of approximately two to three long barrows was reused to establish a large
Unétice Culture cemetery (Kristuf and Svejcar 2013).
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Table 2. List of known Funnel Beaker Culture burial sites in Bohemia used in this study, based on

the aiscr.cz database. The presence of later burials of the Corded Ware, Bell Beaker, and the Unétice

cultures is indicated. The site number (No. of site) follows the aiscr.cz database, where further details
can be found (hteps://digiarchiv.aiscr.cz/home).

. L. . Corded Bell Beaker | Unétice
Site District No. of site Ware
Culture | Culture
Culture
Béchovice Hlavni mésto C-9145996A-K023 no no yes
Praha
Bilina Teplice C-9163319A-K001 no yes no
Brandys nad ,
Labem 1 Praha-vychod | C-9152623A-K001 no no yes
Brandjsnad 1 b ) vichod | C-9152627AK001 n
Labem 2 a-vycho - - o yes yes
Branik Hlavni mésto C-9142977A-K001 no no no
Praha
Brazdim Praha-vychod | C-9152849A-K010 yes no yes
Brozany nad Ohii| Litoméfice C-9134141A-K001 no no no
Beezany Louny C-9103298A-K004 no yes no
u Zatce
. Hlavn{ mésto
Bubenet¢ 1 Praha C-9144654A-K001 yes yes yes
. Hlavni mésto
Bubenec 2 Praha C-9144757A-K003 yes yes yes
Cernuc Kladno C-9128043A-K001 no no yes
Cervené Pecky Kolin C-9129323A-K001 no no no
o Hlavn{ mésto
Dejvice Praha C-9144836A-K001 yes no yes
Dolinek Praha-vychod | C-9153064A-K001 no no yes
Dolni Chabry | FH&VM MESTO | g1 45708A-K001 no no no
Praha
Drnov Kladno C-9128077A-K001 no no no
Dfisy Praha-vychod | C-9136768A-K001 no no no
Hofin Meélnik C-9136819A-K001 no yes yes
Chbany 1 Chomutov C-9110053A-K001 yes yes no
Chbany 2 Chomutov C-9110052A-K001 yes yes no
Chrzin Kladno C-9102662A-K002 yes no yes
Chudefin Louny C-9133038A-K001 yes yes yes
Jenstejn Praha-vychod | C-9153309A-K001 no no yes
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. L. . Corded Bell Beaker | Unétice
Site District No. of site ‘Ware
Culture Culture
Culture
L Hlavni mésto
Jinonice Praha C-9143796A-K001 yes yes yes
Hlavni mésto
Kbely Praha C-9146377A-K007 no no yes
Keblice Litoméfice C-9134499A-K001 yes no no
Klecany Praha-vychod | C-201772965A-K001 no no yes
Kluk Nymburk C-9140861A-K001 no no no
Kolin Kolin C-2009129820-K005 no no yes
Kopidlno Ji¢in C-201225932A-K003 no no no
Kostelec nad "o
Labem 1 Meélnik C-9137092A-K006 yes yes yes
Kostelec nad .y
Labem 2 Meélnik C-9137099A-K001 no yes yes
Kouty
4 Podébrad Nymburk C-9140967A-K001 no no no
Kutna Hora Kutnd Hora C-9126910A-K001 no no no
Ledcice Meélnik C-9137382A-K001 no no no
Libenice Kolin C-9130421A-K002 no no no
Litovice 1 Praha-zdpad | C-9107889A-K002 yes yes yes
Litovice 2 Praha-zdpad | C-9107892A-K001 no yes no
Louny Louny C-9133236A-K002 no no yes
Luzec nad Meélnik C-9137678A-K002 no no no
Vltavou
Mislovice Praha-vychod | C-9153545A-K002 no no no
MgéSice u Prahy | Praha-vychod | C-9001324A-K002 no no yes
Miékojedy Meélnik C-9138000A-K005 no yes yes
u Neratovic
Mradice Louny C-9133304A-K001 no no no
Neratovice Meélnik C-9138153A-K002 yes yes yes
Neumcétice Kladno C-9128583A-K001 no no no
Nizebohy Litoméfice C-9135202A-K001 no no yes
Ovéiry Kolin C-9130697A-K001 no no no

u Kolina
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Site District No. of site CVo‘;a‘.ier Bell Beaker | Unétice

Culture Culture Culture
Polerady Most C-9139472A-K001 yes no no
Postoloprty Louny C-9133514A-K002 yes no no
Ratbof Kolin C-9130962A-K002 no no no
Rybitvi Pardubice C-9147544A-K001 no no no
Selibice Louny C-9133596A-K001 no yes yes
Sifem Louny C-9133597A-K001 no no no
izségﬁ?z Chomutov C-9120871A-K001 yes yes yes
Svétec Teplice C-9164314A-K003 no no no
Svindice Most C-9139550A-K001 no no no
uslzzjué ;1Crem Kolin C-9131147A-K001 no yes yes
Tatce Kolin C-9142025A-K001 no no no
Teplice Teplice C-9164332A-K001 no no no
Tisice Meélnik C-9138502A-K011 no yes yes
Ttebusice Kladno C-9128956A-K008 yes yes no
Vzliplia;}:;es Praha-vychod | C-9154550A-K001 yes no yes
Velké Zernoseky | Litoméfice C-9135710A-K001 no yes no
Vikletice Chomutov C-9000551A-K004 yes no yes
Vlinéves Mélnik C-9111440A-K014 yes yes yes
Vrazkov Litoméfice C-9135762A-K001 yes no yes
Vrbéany Kolin C-9131597A-K001 no no no
u M§zﬁ§}i1cc::—lézni Litoméfice C-9135773A-K001 no no no
Vietaty Meélnik C-9138754A-K001 no no no
Zditig ;Z]if:)ljtek Bl\(/)[lleas?:v C-9136565A-K001 no no no
Z;:;‘gﬁ:,y Litoméfice C-9135798A-K002 yes yes yes
Zatec 1 Louny C-9133875A-K001 no no no
Zatec 2 Louny C-9133909A-K001 yes no yes
Zatec 3 Louny C-9133957A-K001 yes no yes
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Fig. 5. Spatial distribution of Funnel Beaker Culture cemeteries in Bohemia. Black — Funnel Beaker
Culture only, Red — with Corded Ware Culture burials, Blue — with Bell Beaker Culture burials,
Yellow — with Unétice Culture burials.
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Fig. 6. Synthesis of spatial distribution of Funnel Beaker Culture cemeteries in Bohemia,

demonstrating the continuity of Late Neolithic/Early Bronze Age funerary activities. Black — Funnel

Beaker Culture only, Red — with Corded Ware Culture burials, Blue — with Bell Beaker Culture
burials, Yellow — with Unétice Culture burials.

It thus appears that the communities who increasingly began to construct circular
barrows in Central Europe often reused old barrow cemeteries that, from their per-
spective, were defined by archaic long barrows.

CONTINUITY OR NEW BARROW TRADITION?

One of the key questions regarding the emergence of the Corded Ware phenomenon
is the origin of the new form of round barrows. Indeed, the circular shape of these
barrows, also known as kurgans, forms part of the new expression of ritual behaviour
associated with the Single Grave Burial Rite Complex (Furholt 2020). In Central and
Northwestern Europe, circular barrows first appeared with the Corded Ware Culture.

Certainly, there were numerous intergroup contacts, particularly those between
the steppe pastoralists and Corded Ware groups (e.g., Furholt 2021; Heyd ez al.,
2021; Haak ez al., 2023; Hofmann et al., 2025), and between the local Funnel
Beaker and Corded Ware communities (e.g., Van der Velde and Bouma 2023; Bou-
rgeois ez al., 2025). This cultural context clearly implies the environment in which
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Fig. 7. Digitised overall plan of the cemetery in Brandysek (Kladno District), with the chronological

phases represented by colours: KNP — Funnel Beaker Culture; KSK — Corded Ware Culture; KZP

— Bell Beaker Culture, RIM — Roman Period; RS — Early Middle Ages. The long barrow probably

covered Graves 73 and 56 (the axis of the presumed long barrow is marked with a red line). The layout

of the Early Medieval graves respects the original round mounds of the Corded Ware Culture and
the Bell Beaker Culture. After Smejda 2001.

such developments could have occurred, and this process should be understood as
a synthesis of cultural elements rather than merely as an isolated impact of alien po-
pulation infiltration. Let us now focus on the question of how and where this new
burial tradition originated. Theoretically, there are two possible explanations. The
first, an autochthonous interpretation, assumes a continuity in the development
of the Middle Neolithic (in British/German chronological terminology) Funnel
Beaker long barrows, with a trend of their shortening and division into segments.
Such a process can be observed, for example, at burial sites of late Funnel Beaker
and Bolerdz long barrows in the forests of Central Moravia (Smid 2003). At ce-
meteries such as Kiemela 1, we can still observe long barrows of various lengths
in combination with “circular” barrows. At first glance, it appears as if the ground
plan of a long barrow had disintegrated into a series of individual circular barrows
arranged in a row. While this process of shortening the barrows is possible, excava-
tions of some of these mounds show that the original shape defined by features such
as stone kerbs was still rectangular. This is evidenced by uncovered perimeter stone



222 | Petr Kristuf and Jan Turek

constructions. The seemingly circular mounds are, in fact, the result of later erosion.
This transformation preserves purely rectangular layouts and has nothing to do with
the emergence of circular structures. Additionally, the relatively latest long barrow in
Bohemia (dated to the Globular Amphora Culture) at Ctinéves, cannot be regarded
as a direct predecessor to later round barrows. It is of trapezoidal ground plan and
measures 14 metres in length and 10 and 8 metres in width (Turek and Kristuf 2025).
Therefore represents the continuation of the preceding trend of long barrow design.
Given the current state of knowledge, it does not seem likely that there is a direct
continuity between the tradition of Neolithic long barrows and the barrows of the
Corded Ware Culture. Similar observations of spatial affinity of the Funnel Beaker
long barrow and later Corded Ware and Mierzanowice culture round barrow burials
was uncovered during excavation of part of an extensive barrow cemetery in Malzyce
the Czarnocin commune district of Kazimierza Wielka, Swietokrzyskie Voivodeship
(Tunia and Wiodarczak 2011; Jarosz et al., 2013a; 2013b).

The second, allochthonous interpretation, involves the introduction of a new
tradition of circular barrows with single burials. The origin of this type of funerary
monument can be traced to the North Black Sea/Pontic-Caspian region, where
members of the Yamna Culture buried their dead under circular mounds around
3300 BC (Wlodarczak 2021 with further references). Round barrows of the Yamna
Culture spread across a large territory from the North Caspian area to the Eastern
Hungarian Plain and Bulgaria. It is plausible to suppose that the new “kurghan”
element of circular ground-plan monuments spread along with the Yamna popula-
tion. On the northwestern edge of Yamna expansion, in the north-west of present
day Ukraine, there is a contact zone with the Subcarpathian group of the Corded
Ware Culture. Therefore, it is likely that the typical round burial mounds origina-
ted here and then expanded into Central Europe alongside the Corded Ware and
later the Bell Beaker phenomenon.

Ring ditches encircling some 3rd millennium graves are a widely spread pheno-
menon in Central and North-Western Europe. Corded Ware ring ditches are known
from Bohemia, Moravia, Lower Austria, Lesser Poland, Silesia, central Germany, Ba-
varia and the Netherlands. Bell Beaker ring ditches have been recorded in Bohemia,
Moravia, Bavaria, Central Germany, Tuscany, Middle and Lower Rhine valley etc. In
Bohemia and Moravia, ring ditches occurred in both the Corded Ware and Bell Bea-
ker periods. Their shape is roughly circular, with a grave pit in the centre (such as in
Chudefin in North Bohemia; see Fig. 8). Diameters of these round ditches vary from
5.64 m to 10.50 m in the Corded Ware period and from 3.0 m to 12.0 m in the Bell
Beaker period, with medians for Corded Ware ring ditches about 9.4 m in diameter
and just over 7 m for Bell Beaker ring ditches. The ring ditches are clearly the result
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Fig. 8. Chudefin (Chomutov District). The ring ditch originally encircling the Corded Ware round
barrow. Photo: J. Turek.

of a new round design of funerary monuments in the form of barrows or funerary
ditch enclosures (Turek 2006).

From the very inception of the Corded Ware Culture, its spread was associated
with this new phenomenon of single-grave round barrows. It is also important to em-
phasise that round barrows as symbolic artefacts entered the range of burial customs
of prehistoric Europeans at that time, and in the northern part of the continent, they
persisted — though with short gaps — until the end of the Early Medieval period.

CONCLUSION

By examining the transition of funerary practices from the 4th to the 3rd millennia
BC in Bohemia, this study highlights a complex interaction between continuity
and innovation in burial traditions. The evidence of long barrows, originally con-
structed by the Funnel Beaker Culture, underscores their multiple roles as funerary,
ancestral and ritual monuments. These structures, representing the earliest form
of monumental funerary architecture in Central Europe, were in Bohemia prima-
rily used for single burials.

The rise of the Corded Ware Culture after 2900 BC marks a major shift in percep-
tion of funerary landscapes, signified by the introduction of round barrows. While
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these new structures appear to delineate a cultural departure from the long barrows,
they also reflect an intriguing cultural continuity. The secondary use of existing long
barrows by Corded Ware and later Bell Beaker and Unétice cultures illustrates an
ongoing reverence for these funerary areas. This reuse suggests that newly established
communities sought to establish connections with the sacred landscapes of their an-
cestors, perhaps to legitimise their own cultural and territorial claims.

The transition from long to round barrows in Bohemia cannot be attributed
merely to an evolution in architectural style but rather to the influence of external
cultural exchanges, particularly with the Yamna Culture from the Pontic-Caspian
steppes (Anthony 2023). The introduction of round barrows aligns with the broader
dissemination of the Corded Ware, a phenomenon probably spurred by northward
and westward migrations, which brought new funerary rites to the area. This process
of cultural assimilation indicates an incorporation of new burial customs alongside
a retention of certain local traditions.

Despite their differing origins, both the long and round barrows served as endu-
ring structures within the cultural landscape, embodying the ritual and social values
of the farming communities. Since the Corded Ware period, the utilisation of round
barrows became a fundamental aspect of burial customs and funerary architecture
across Europe north of the Alps. Despite intermittent interruptions, this tradition
endured throughout later prehistoric periods and persisted until the conclusion of the
Early Middle Ages.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This study is part of the research project “Long-term land use dynamics within the areas
of prehistoric ritual places” (grant No. 25-15795K) financed by the GACR — Czech
Science Foundation. W are grateful to Ondfej Svejcar of the Prague Institute of Archa-
eology for providing data from AMCR database on funerary sites analysed in this study.

REFERENCES

Ahola, M. 2020. Creating a Sense of Belonging: Religion and Migration in the Context of the 3rd Mi-
llennium BC Corded Ware Complex in the Eastern and Northern Baltic Sea Region. Norwegian
Archaeological Review 53(2): 114—134.

Anthony, D. W. 2023. The Yamnaya Culture and the Invention of Nomadic Pastoralism in the Eurasian
Steppes. In K. Kristiansen, G. Kroonen and E. Willerslev (eds), 7he Indo-European Puzzle Revisited:
Integrating Archaeology, Genetics, and Linguistics, 13—33. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.



Returns to Ancestral Monuments. The Transition of Funerary Areas... | 225

Ashbee, P. 1966. Fussell’s Lodge Long Barrow Excavations 1957. London: Society of Antiquaries.

Bradley, R. 2001. Orientations and origins: A symbolic dimensions to the long house in Neolithic Eu-
rope. Antiquity 75: 50-56.

Bradley, R. 2002. 7he Past in Prebistoric Societies. London: Routledge.

Bourgeois, Q. 2013. Monuments on the Horizon The formation of the barrow landscape throughout
the 3rd and 2nd millennium BC. Leiden: Sidestone Press.

Bourgeois, Q. P. J., Kroon, E. J. and Olerud, S. L. 2025. Parallel societies: evidence for the co-existence
of Late Funnel Beaker West and Early Corded Ware communities. In D. Hofmann, D. Mischka and
S. Scharl (eds), The eve of destruction? Local groups and large-scale networks during the late fourth and
early third millennium BC in central Europe, 291-310. Leiden: Sidestone Press.

Chambon, P. 2020. ‘Cicéron c’est Poincaré’ Dealing with geometry: Neolithic house plans and the ear-
liest monuments. In A. Barclay, D. Field and J. Leary (eds), Houses of the Dead?, 47-58. Oxford:
Neolithic Studies Group Seminar Papers 17.

Chmielewski, W. 1952. Zagadnienie grobowcow kujawskich w swietle ostatnich badar. £.6dz. Biblioteka
Muzeum Archeologicznego w Lodzi 2.

Furholt, M. 2020. Social Worlds and Communities of Practice: a polythetic culture model for 3rd mi-
llennium BC Europe in the light of current migration debates. Préhistoires Méditerranéennes 8 [On-
line]. http://journals.openedition.org/pm/2383

Furholt, M. 2021. Mobility and Social Change: Understanding the European Neolithic Period af-
ter the Archacogenetic Revolution. Journal of Archaeological Research 29: 481-535. https://doi.
0rg/10.1007/s10814-020-09153-x

Haak, W., Furholt, M., Sikora, M., Rohrlach, A. B., Papac, L., Sjégren, K.-G., Heyd, V., Fischer
Mortensen, M., Nielsen, A. B., Miiller, J., Feeser, 1., Kroonen, G. and Kristiansen, K. 2023.
The Corded Ware Complex in Europe in Light of Current Archacogenetic and Environmental
Evidence. In K. Kristiansen, G. Kroonen, and E. Willerslev (eds), 7he Indo-European Puzzle
revisited: Integrating Archaeology, Genetics, and Linguistics, 63—80. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Heyd, V., Kulcsdr, G. and Preda-Bilinicd, B. (eds). 2021. Yamnaya Interactions. Proceedings of the In-
ternational Workshop held in Helsinki, 25-26 April 2019. Budapest: Archaeolingua. The Yamnaya
Impact on Prehistoric Europe 1.

Hofmann, D. Mischka, D. and Scharl, S. 2025. The pre-Corded Ware horizon in central Europe and
why it matters — an introduction to the volume. In D. Hofmann, D. Mischka and S. Scharl (eds),
The eve of destruction? Local groups and large-scale networks during the late fourth and early third mille-
nnium BC in central Europe, 13—-24. Leiden: Sidestone Press.

Jarosz, P. Tunia, K. and Wlodarczak, P. 2013a. Neolitické mohyly 2 a 3 na lokalit¢ 30 v Malzycich.
Piispévek k pozndni pohfebniho ritu kultury ndlevkovitych pohdrt a kultury se $narovou kerami-
kou na zépadomalopolskych sprasovych vrchovindch [Neolithic Tombs 2 and 3 on the site 30 in
Malzyce. Background of the Funneral Rite of the Funnel Beaker and Corded Ware Culture on Little
Poland Loess]. Ordzky neolitu a eneolitu nasich krajin 2010. Nitra. Archeologicky tstav SAV.

Jarosz, P, Szczepanek, A. and Whodarczak, P. 2013b. Tomb no. 1 at Malzyce, site 31 (distr. Kazimierza
Wielka) and the megalithic Funnel Beaker cemeteries in the loess region of western Malopolska.
Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 65: 293-309.

Jeunesse, C. 2014. Pratiques funéraires campaniformes en Europe. Faut-il remettre en cause la dicho-
tomie Nord-Sud? La question de la reutilization des sépultures monumentales dans 'Europe du
3e millénaire. In P. Lefranc, A. Denaire, and C. Jeunesse (eds), Données récentes sur les pratiques



226 | Petr Kristuf and Jan Turek

Sfunéraires néolithiques de la Plaine du Rhin supérieur, 211-228. Oxford: BAR Publishing. British
Archaeological Reports International Series 2633.

Kristuf, P and FiSer, J. 2025. Prehistoric settlement of the Rl’p plateau. In J. Turek and P. KriStuf (eds), 7he
Tombs of Forefathers. Neolithic Long Barrows in Ritual Landscapes, 153—156. Oxford: Oxbow Books.

Kristuf, P, Janovsky, M., Turek, J., Hordk, J. and Ferenczi, L. 2023. Neolithic long barrows were built
on the margins of settlement zones as revealed by elemental soil analysis at four sites in the Czech
Republic. journal of Archaeological Science 160. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2023.105881

Krigtuf, P and Svejcar, O. 2013. Kontinuita pohfebnich aredli: struktura a vjvoj pohtebisté ve Velkych
Zernosekich [The continuity of burial grounds: The structure and development of the cemetery in
Velké Zernoseky (Northwest Bohemia)]. Archeologické rozhledy 65: 599-617.

Kristuf, P, Turek, J., FiSer, J., Gojda, M., Chimalovd, E. and Kfivinek, R. 2024. New evidence of Neo-
lithic funerary monuments from the eastern margins of the long barrows territory in Central Euro-
pe. Archaeologies 20: 417-453. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11759-024-09489-6

Krol, D. 2021. Monumentalne cmentarzyska eneolitycznej kultury pucharéw lejkowatych migdzy Dolng
Odrg a srodkowym Sanem. Morfologia, chronologia i organizacja przestrzenna [Monumental Cemeteries
of the Eneolithic Funnel Beaker Culture Between the Lower Oder and the Middle San. Morphology,
Chronology, and Spatial Organization]. Rzeszéw: Wydawnictwo Uniwersytetu Rzeszowskiego.

Kvétina, P, Sumberové, R., Ridky, J. and Pavlt, I. 2016. Minulost kterou nikdo nezapsal. Praha: Pavel Mervart.

Neustupny, E. 2001. The origin of megalithic architecture in Bohemia and Moravia. In P. Bichl, E Berte-
mes and H. Meller (eds), 7he Archacology of Cult and Religion, 203—207. Budapest. Archaeolingua 13.

Neustupny, E. (ed.). 2013. The Prebistory of Bohemia 3, The Eneolithic. Praha: Archeologicky tstav AV CR.

Piggott, S. 1962. The West Kennet Long Barrow: Excavation 1955—6. London: Society of Antiquaries
of London.

Pleinerovd, 1. 1980. Kultovni objekty z pozdni doby kamenné v Biezné u Loun. Pamitky archeologické
71: 10-60.

Strouhalovd, B., Kristuf, P, Janovsky, M., Novdk, J., Turek, J., FiSer, J., Grison, H., Hogkov4, K. and
Hejeman, M. 2025. Reconstruction of the prehistoric environment on the basis of analyzing
the chernozem used for the construction of the Neolithic long barrow at the Dusniky site (Czech
Republic). Catena 255. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2025.109010

Smejda, L. 2001. Kostel nebo mohyla? Pispévek ke studiu pohtebnich aredlti. Archeologické rozhledy
53: 499-514.

Smid, M. 2003. Mohylovd pohrebisté kultury ndlevkovitjch pohdrii na Moravé. Brno: UAPP Brno. Pravek
Supplementum 11.

Tunia, K. and Wlodarczak, P. 2011. Barrow of the Funnel Beaker Culture in Malzyce, Kazimierza Wiel-
ka district. Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 63: 203-219.

Turek, J. 2006. Beaker barrows and the houses of dead. In L. Smcjda, J. Turek and H. Thrane (eds),
Archaeology of Burial Mounds, 170-179. Plze1.

Turek, J. and Kristuf, P. 2025. The Tombs of Forefathers. Neolithic Long Barrows in Ritual Landscapes.
Oxford: Oxbow Books.

Turek, J., Kristuf, P and Svejcar, 0. 2025. Long barrows, causewayed enclosures and the long term
spiritual continuity in ritual landscape around Mount Rip in Bohemia (Czech Republic). In
D. Hofmann, D. Mischka and S. Schatl (eds), 7he eve of destruction? Local groups and large-scale
networks during the late fourth and early third millennium BC in central Europe, 173—188. Leiden:
Sidestone Press.

Van Der Velde, H. and Bouma, N. 2023. Change or continuity in burial traditions between the TRB pe-
riod and the Corded Ware culture? The case of Dalfsen, a Neolithic burial ground in the Netherlands.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jas.2023.105881

Returns to Ancestral Monuments. The Transition of Funerary Areas... | 227

In B. Preda-Bilanicd and M. Ahola (eds), Steppe Transmissions, 305-322. Budapest: Archaeolingua.
‘The Yamnaya Impact on Prehistoric Europe 4.

Whodarczak, P. 2021. Eastern impulses in cultural and demographic change during the end of the south-
-eastern Polish Eneolithic. In V. Heyd, G. Kulcsdr and B. Preda-Balanica (eds), Yamnaya Interactions:
Proceedings of the International Workshop held in Helsinki, 25-26 April 2019, 435-462. Budapest:
Archacolingua. The Yamnaya Impact on Prehistoric Europe, Volume 2.

Zapotocky, M. 2023. Dlouhé mohyly a kamenné hrobky kultury ndlevkovitych pohdrt — nejstarsi mo-
numentilni pohtebni stavby v Cechdch (ca 40./39.—-34./33. stol. pted Kr.). Archeologie ve strednich
Cechdch 27: 373-539.






