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ABSTRACT

Taras H. 2025. Hoarded assemblages from the Bronze Age and Early Iron Age between the Vistula and the Bug:
state of research. Sprawozdania Archeologiczne 77/1, 53-73.

The paper summarises the state of knowledge on hoarded assemblages in central-eastern Poland, covering vari-
ous research aspects, including the state of laboratory investigation of these assemblages. The reasons for the
relatively small number of finds of this type between the Vistula and Bug rivers are analysed, as well as the nature
of individual hoards (reasons for deposition), the composition of their assemblage, and chronology. The prove-
nance of metal objects composing the individual hoards, within narrower chronological ranges, is also dis-
cussed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A review of previous publications devoted to hoards from the metal ages on the terri-
tory of Poland emphatically shows that, compared to other regions, in the central-eastern
zone (just like in the north-eastern zone), there are significantly fewer finds of this type
(see Nosek 1957; Kostrzewski 1964; Blajer 1990; 1999; 2001; 2013; Klosiniska 2010). The
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maps compiled for monographic studies published up to 2013 reveal only 16 hoards of
metal objects dated from the Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age, with most of these finds
already relating to the Early Iron Age, while two have no established chronology (Nosek
1957, 270, 283; Blajer 2001, 372). This disproportion in comparison to other regions of
Poland, especially in the younger phases of the Bronze Agg, is particularly incomprehen-
sible, considering the number of metal artefacts revealed so far, mainly as isolated finds,
including weapons, tools and ornaments of various provenance (e.g., Klosiniska 2016;
2017; Klosinska and Sadowski 2017; Taras 2019).

The beginnings of the discovery of such assemblages date to the second half of the 19th
century. Deposits were then acquired at Niewiadoma, Sokoléw Podlaski District (Nosek
1957, 279; 1960; Wegrzynowicz 1973, 118; Blajer 2001, 364), Skwarne, Minsk Mazowiecki
District (Kostrzewski 1964, 26, 27, 116, pl. 2: 45; Blajer 2001, 366; Klosinska 2013b) and
Wozuczyn, Tomaszéw District (Zurowski 1927, 52, 55-56, 59, note 17; Nosek 1957, 279,
280; Kostrzewski 1964, 78-80, fig. 106; Blajer 2001, 369; Klosifiska 2010, 23, photo 7).
Further finds, already from the first half of the 20th century, come from Bondyrz, Zamos§é
District (unspecified hoard of bronze objects — Nosek 1957, 283, 285), Gora, Legionowo
District (Nosek 1957, 280; Kostrzewski 1964; Blajer 2001, 337), Kielczew, Ostréw Mazow-
iecka District (Pasternak 1938; Kostrzewski 1964, 39; Blajer 2001, 361), Hrubieszéw, Hru-
bieszéw District (Cichoszewska 1922-1924; Zurowski 1948, 163, 164, item 28; Kostrzewski
1964, 34); Proszew, Wegrow District (Kostrzewski 1964, 54; Blajer 2001, 365), Zagloba-
Drat6w, Opole Lubelskie District (Gardawski and Wesolowski 1956; Kostrzewski 1964, 32;
Blajer 1999, 160, 161), and from Zemborzyce, Lublin District (Gurba 1961; Kostrzewski
1964, 81; Blajer 2001, 370). In the second half of the 20th century, the quantity of data on
hoards was enlarged by the assemblages from Wakijow, Tomaszéw Lubelski District
(Nosek 1957, 279), Kisielsk, Lukéw District (Kostrzewski 1964, 39, 40; Blajer 2001, 361,
item 66), Liszki, Sokoléw Podlaski District (Glosik 1993, 218, item 41; Blajer 2001, 262),
Rzeszotkow, Siedlce District (Miskiewicz 1962; Kostrzewski 1964, 63-65; Blajer 2001, 366),
Radecznica, Zamo$¢ District (Klosifiska et al. 2005) and Warszawa-Zacisze, Warszawa Ca-
pital District (Glosik 1983, 255, 256, item 135; Blajer 2001, 368; Orlifiska 2016).

All discoveries of hoarded assemblages, past and present, are accidental in nature. At
the end of the last century and the present one, to a large extent, such finds have been re-
vealed as a result of deliberate searches by amateur detectorists. Most contemporary dis-
coveries come from the south-eastern part of the Lublin region. This group includes finds
from the Zamo$¢ District — from Deszkowice II (Kuénierz 1998b; Kuénierz and Urbanski
1998), Szczebrzeszyn (Kusnierz 2006; 2007; Nosek and Stepinski 2007), ‘by the Sieniocha
River’ (‘znad Sieniochy’) (Ktosifiska and Sadowski 2017) and two deposits from Sniatycze
(Klosiniska 2008; Klosinska and Sadowski 2017), from the Hrubieszéw District — from
Grodek 1C (Panasiewicz and Taras 2007), Kulakowice II (unpublished, mentioned —
Klosinska 2016, 158, fig. 3), as well as from Podbiel, Otwock District (Narozna-Szamalek
2013; Kurzawska 2013), and Buzyska, Siedlce District (Mogielnicka-Urban 2008, 218).
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At the end of the 1990s, another deposit came to the Regional Museum in Bilgoraj. It
originated from Majdan Gromadzki in the Bilgoraj District. In this case, however, the find
has a precise location. It had been deposited in a small ground recess near a ‘pond’, which
no longer exists but is marked on maps from the 19th century.

In recent years, information has come to light about another hoard from Bilgoraj Dis-
trict, from Czerniecin Poduchowny, dated to the HD, also with a precise location. This
deposit includes only ornaments, especially large rings (https://muzeumbilgoraj.pl/
skarb-z-czerniecina-poduchownego/; https://archeologia.com.pl/skarb-brazowych-oz-
dob-sprzed-25-tys-lat-odkryty-na- lubelszczyznie). The hoard is currently being studied
by a team of researchers that, in addition to archaeologists, includes representatives from
the natural and exact sciences.

Elzbieta M. Klosinska is currently working on three hoards, excavated by amateur ar-
tefact hunters in Opole Lubelskie District, in the settlements of Adelina, Budzyn, and
Trzciniec, as well as the deposit from Stara Rdza in Lukdéw District. All these assemblages
contain only ornaments, including large rings.

Deposits of non-metallic objects should be added to the collection of hoarded assem-
blages. These include two alleged Early Bronze Age flint axe deposits from Krasiczyn-Wo-
jciechéw, Lublin District (Libera 2003, 45-47, figs 4 and 5) and Zlojec, Zamo$¢ District
(Libera 2003, 45, 46, figs 1-3), as well as one deposit of crescent-shaped flint sickles from
Parczew, Parczew District (Z6tkowski 1988; Libera 2001, 63). Moreover, it is worth men-
tioning a unique find of around 1000 faience beads from Horodysko, Chelm District, de-
posited, together with a copper ornament, i.e., a pendant, and a fragment of another one,
ie., a disc, in a vessel of the Strzyzéw culture (Slusarski 1970; Robinson et al. 2004, 84,
104-106), as well as a cache find of ‘Lusatian’ pottery vessels of a ceremonial nature from
Huszczka Duza, Zamo$¢ District (Gajewski 1984).

2. ANALYSIS OF CLUSTER FINDS

At present, 38 hoards, i.e., assemblages consisting of at least two objects and appar-
ently deliberately deposited at one place and time, are known from central-eastern Poland
(Figs 1 and 2). They include 33 metal assemblages, where metal objects are the primary
component (Table 1), and five other deposits (Table 2). It should be mentioned here that
with regard to five deposits from the territory in question and dated to the Early Iron Age,
doubts have been voiced as to the validity of such a classification of the finds. These in-
cluded Wakijoéw (a human sacrifice drowned in a swamp together with ornaments?; Nosek
1957, 279), Wozuczyn (ring ornaments from a barrow?; Zurowski 1927, note 117; Nosek
1957, 279, 280), Radecznica (grave?; Klosinska et al. 2005, 222, 228), Zemborzyce (grave?;
Gurba 1961, 105), and Warszawa-Zacisze (grave?; Glosik 1983, 255, 256). Nowadays, as in
the past, it is impossible to verify these opinions.



56 Halina Taras

Fig. 1. Location of Bronze Age and Early Iron Age hoards in the area between the Vistula and Bug rivers:
A - hoards of metal and mixed objects (predominantly metal); B — hoards of non-metal objects (base map by
L. Gawrysiak 2011). The numbering of points on the map is consistent with the numbering in Tables 1 and 2

Apart from detailed classification studies, only a few of the published deposits have
undergone fundamental analyses of their chemical composition. They include Zagtoba-
Dratéw (Gardawski and Wesolowski 1956, 66, 67), Grodek (Panasiewicz and Taras 2007,
table 1), Deszkowice II (Kuénierz 1998b, 47), Sniatycze — two hoards (Klosifiska 2008,
266-272; Klosinska et al. 2017, 65-70), Radecznica (Klosinska et al. 2005, 221-224), Szcze-
brzeszyn (Nosek and Stempinski 2007), Kulakowice IT (unpublished), and Czerniecin Po-
duchowny (unpublished). Thus, there is an excellent capacity for improvement in this re-
gard, all the more so as the current standards of research procedures for this type of finds
far exceed the former requirements (see e.g., Bayley et al. 2008; Garbacz-Klempka 2018).
This can be well exemplified by the long series of well-published hoards, including those
from Polish territory (e.g., Rzgska and Walenta eds 2017; Baron et al. 2019; Kaczmarek
et al. 2021; Blajer et al. 2022; Szczurek and Kaczmarek 2022). Archaeometric analyses
have been conducted, to some extent, for the deposits from Grédek and Czerniecin Podu-
chowny. Nevertheless, it is in this area that the hoards from central-eastern Poland need
special attention.
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Nature of the objects, composition of the hoards

The absolute majority of deposits, comprising exclusively metal and mixed objects, i.e.,
23, contain only ornaments, with the number ranging from two to over 100 items (Table 1).
The largest hoards, in terms of numbers, are the mixed hoard of bronze ornaments, glass
beads and Cypraeidae shells from Podbiel, and the hoard of scrap bronze ornaments from
Kutakowice II. It should also be noted that most metal hoards contain ‘large bronzes’, in
this case, a variety of ring ornaments for the neck and/or limbs, and less frequently, large
disc-shaped ornaments. The latter, being the main component of two deposits from the
Chodel Depression, namely from Adelina and Trzciniec, also appeared within other as-
semblages (Budzyn, Majdan Gromadzki). There are several deposits of ornaments, among
which more than three categories of products have been identified. This applies to the en-
tire period discussed, i.e., both the Bronze Age and the Early Iron Age.

Only five hoard assemblages from the area between the Vistula and Bug rivers were of
a different nature. In one case (Sniatycze, Site 89), these elements were part of a harness,
and in three cases (Hrubieszéw, Sniatycze, Site 94, and Buzyska), they consisted of tools.
The assemblage from Szczebrzeszyn proved to be the most diverse in terms of its composi-
tion, as it included a wide range of items, such as weapons, tools, ornaments, and harness
elements.

Hoards containing bronze raw material, either in the form of raw material bars or scrap
metal from various products, mainly ornaments, are among the rare finds in central-east-
ern Poland. Such assemblages are known from Kulakowice II, as well as Kisielsk, where,
apart from undamaged objects, including, e.g., a neck ring, Stanomino-type leg rings, and
glass beads, there are deformed multi-scroll ornaments, fragments of tutuli, and wire. An-
other one was found in Proszew, where, apart from ornaments, there were also pieces of
wire. However, the most interesting hoard assemblage of this type originates from the site
identified as ‘by the Sieniocha River’, which indicates a connection with a metalworking
workshop. In addition to the raw material (scrap metal and bronze bars), it includes one
half of a bronze casting mould for the production of socketed axes. It is the only object of
this type known from this area, with distant stylistic references (Klosiniska and Sadowski
2017, 401).

Presumably, in most cases, the deposits were stashed in various containers. Most com-
monly, these were pottery vessels, mentioned in the case of seven hoards from the area
under investigation, i.e., Buzyska, Grédek, Hrubieszow, Kielczew, Kisielsk, Liszki (?), and
Niewiadoma (?). The situation could have been different in the case of assemblages depos-
ited in water, although even this does not necessarily rule out such a procedure (see
Sniatycze, Site 94; Klosifiska et al. 2017, 54).

More difficult to ascertain is the use of various organic containers, such as wooden
boxes (assemblage from Proszew), leather or fur wrappers, or textiles. In the case of the
hoard from ‘by the Sieniocha River’, the set of objects composing it was wrapped tightly in
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a piece of fur and additionally tied with a string; fragments of organic material were pre-
served in the patina (Klosinska et al. 2017, 400). The compact arrangement of individual
objects sometimes suggests the organic wrapping of the deposit. This is evident in the case
of both hoards from Sniatycze, specifically the elements of harness from Site 89 (Klosifiska
2008, 266; 2010, 32) and the hoard of sickles found at Site 94 (Klosinska et al. 2017, 54;
Klosinska and Sadowski 2017, 397). The brown-black patina on the sickles further sug-
gests that they were deposited in a wet environment. Finds of organic, i.e., wooden and
leather, cases are scarce, albeit recorded under specific environmental conditions (e.g.,
Szczurek and Kaczmarek 2022, 137).

It cannot be ruled out that an unspecified wrapping originally surrounded the objects
from Szczebrzeszyn, which, ‘according to the explorers’ accounts (...), lay at a depth of
about 15-20 cm forming a compact pile’ (Ku$nierz 2006, 215).

The function of the deposits

It is most challenging for researchers to determine, as reliably as possible, the function
of the hoards and to explain the reasons for their deposition under specific conditions.
This issue has an impressive literature, and the opinions stated vary and may depend on
many factors, e.g., the specifics of individual regions, different methodological approaches,
and the individual predispositions of the researchers themselves (e.g., Dabrowski 1979,
300; Rowlands 1984; Bradley 1990; Ostoja-Zagorski 1992; Bukowski 1998, 255-261; Kris-
tiansen 1998, 73-85; Harding 2000, 352-368; Blajer 2001, 25-28; 2010).

In addition to political reasons (social unrest) and economic reasons (hoarding of
goods, hoards of so-called ‘pre-monetary currency’), the presence of hoards was also ex-
plained by the activities of specific ‘professional’ groups — craftsmen or merchants (hoards
on communication routes, deposits of raw material). For a long time, such finds have been
viewed primarily in an ideological context, within the realm of spiritual culture, specifi-
cally as offerings to deities or the deceased. In these cases, the particular conditions of ar-
tefact deposition, especially in aquatic environments, as well as in elevated spots and other
locations, are taken into account as arguments. The composition of the hoards and the ar-
rangement of individual objects may also support this ritual interpretation.

The phenomenon of hoard deposition has also been viewed in a sociological context, as
prestige competition, where individuals dispose of valuable objects to demonstrate their
high social position. More recently, it has been examined in a settlement and cultural con-
text (Maciejewski 2016). In the latter, the places where metal objects were deposited had
been chosen according to the ‘cultural norms’ recognised by a given community and ‘were
elements of the settlement network’ (Maciejewski 2016, 78). Such a perception of hoards
presupposes the selection of a deposition site by recognising the relationship between the
concepts of ‘metal’ and the ‘boundary’ of the known world.
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Only concerning some of the deposits from central-eastern Poland, it is possible, based
on their composition and location, to attempt to determine their function. A few of them
are located along communication routes, so it can be assumed that they were hidden with
the intention of recovering them later. This may be the case with the deposit from Szcze-
brzeszyn, located in a dry place on the edge of the loess plateau above the Wieprz valley
(Kuénierz 2006, 215), the one from Kielczew, found on the bank of the Bug river (Paster-
nak 1938, 287), as well as the one from Podbiel, hidden on the Vistula river route (Narozna-
Szamalek 2013, 210). The hoards containing raw materials (bars and scrap), i.e., material
intended to be melted down, could also represent caches that had been deposited tempo-
rarily. Such a type of deposit is exemplified by the large cache from Kulakowice II, Kisielsk,
and possibly also the set of finds from ‘by the Sieniocha River’ which was hidden near
a small cluster of Lusatian culture sites (Klosiniska and Sadowski 2017, 400). It should also
be noted that in this area, sections of routes leading from the Dniestr region in a north-
western direction intersected with routes running from the west and south-west to the east
(see Kosko and Klochko 2009; Czopek 2011; Taras 2016 — for an extensive literature review).

The hoard of faience beads from Horodysko is also interpreted as a ‘merchant’ deposit
(Robinson et al. 2004, 104-106).

The set of some elements of a horse harness from Site 89 at Sniatycze may have been
hidden only ad hoc, although in this case a ritual sacrifice cannot be ruled out either, as the
deposit was located on a small hill near a river ‘and it should not be ruled out that this
place was originally adjacent to a body of water of some sort, or was surrounded by wet-
lands’ (Klosifiska and Sadowski 2017, 397). In a similar terrain configuration, namely, on
a sandy hill in the middle of what was once a marshy depression, the hoard from Warsaw-
Zacisze was hidden (Glosik 1983, 255, 256), as were the bronze ornaments from Wozuczyn
(“in a barrow’). This may indicate both their sacrificial nature and the intention to recover
the valuable objects, which were placed in a location that was easy to remember.

The unusual composition of the deposit from Zagloba-Dratow, i.e., a large quantity of
raw material, large ring ornaments, and especially the presence of a tall diadem with solar
symbols, as well as the location of this assemblage, may point to its ritual connotation.
However, other interpretations of this find have also been proposed (Klosifiska 2010, 27).

The finds from wet environments, in our case the set of ornaments from Wakijow (de-
posited in the peat in the Huczwa river valley), as well as the second hoard from Sniatycze,
Site 94 (consisting of sickles arranged peculiarly, wrapped with unspecified organic mate-
rial and deposited within the Sieniocha river valley), most likely are of a sacrificial nature.
The circumstances of the discovery of the hoard from Bondyrz, viz., during the drainage of
meadows in the Wieprz valley (Nosek 1957, 283), may indicate that it was a sacrificial de-
posit. The ornaments from Rzeszotkéw (Blajer 2001, 366) and Goéra (Nosek 1957, 280)
were also deposited in a wet environment, namely peat meadows. Most likely, the find
from Majdan Gromadzki, where metal objects were deposited in a slight depression of
land that used to be a natural water reservoir, still marked on 19th-century maps, should
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also be included among the deposits originating from a wet environment (Heldensfeld
1801-1804, sheet 179).

An analogous deposit, although not containing metal, is the set of two small pottery
vessels from Huszczka Duza, found in a swampy depression, a former small lake, con-
nected with the Wolica River (Gajewski 1981, 241).

Provenance of the bronze objects and chronology of the hoards (Fig. 2)

Analysis of the bronze objects constituting the hoards from the area between the Vis-
tula and Bug rivers shows a diversity of provenance. At the same time, the variety of
bronze-working traditions partly coincides with the chronology of the deposits.

In the discussed area of central-eastern Poland, there is a complete absence of hoards
of bronze objects dating to the Early Bronze Age. However, a highly original deposit of
faience beads, enriched with small copper objects, was discovered in Horodysko, Chelm
District. It had been deposited in a vessel of the Strzyzéw culture. This deposit is unlike
any other, and grouped finds of metal or flint objects are scarce within this cultural circle
(Sveshnikov 1974, 128; 1990, 70).

@ BAI-BA2
@ BC-BD
O HAI1-HA2
@ HA2-HB1
@ HB1

~ @ HB2-HB3
@ HB3-HC

£ @ IV-VBA
~ O BBI-HD

O indeterminatg

Fig. 2. Chronology of Bronze Age and Early Iron Age hoards in the area between the Vistula and Bug rivers
(base map by L. Gawrysiak 2011). The numbering of points on the map is consistent with the numbering in
Tables 1 and 2
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Two deposits of flint axes (Table 2) from Krasiczyn-Wojciechéw, Lublin District, and
Ztojec, Zamoé¢ District, probably also date to the Early Bronze Age. The third deposit of
flint objects from the discussed area, viz. the deposit of flint sickles from Parczew, does not
have such a clear affiliation, as crescent-shaped sickles are typical of the Trzciniec and
Lusatian cultures, and in the Polish lands such finds occur over a long period of time, from
the Early Bronze Age to the Early Iron Age (Libera 2001, 119, 120 and fig. 39).

The two oldest hoards of bronze objects in the area between the Vistula and the Bug
rivers are correlated with the final phase of the Trzciniec culture, and are dated to the
Bronze Age (phases C/D-D) at the earliest. The first of these, from Grodek, does not stylis-
tically indicate a clear source of origin. Spiral ornaments of this type have a wide territo-
rial and chronological range. The earliest ones are known from the Eneolithic (Adamczak
et al. 2015; Kowalski et al. 2019). During the Bronze Age, they are commonly found on
both sides of the Carpathian Mountains in a variety of cultural settings, especially in the
Tumulus and Urnfield cultures (Mozsolics 1973, 53, 54, Taf. 50: 22; 51: 12; 76: 17; Blajer
1999, 92-94). In the case of the hoard from Grodek, the atypical chemical composition for
that time is noteworthy, namely copper with a small admixture of arsenic and trace
amounts of other metals and non-metals. In this context, it cannot be ruled out that older,
Eneolithic, ornaments were redeposited in the Bronze Age vessel. The rich hoard from
Zagloba-Dratow represents a continuation of the metallurgical traditions of the Barrow
cultures in the Trzciniec culture environment (Blajer and Szpunar 1982, 312; Blajer 1984,
48; 1999, 118-119).

The next phase of hoard deposition in the area falls within the HA1-HB1. Three assem-
blages mark this stage. The first of them, the most numerous and also the oldest, is the
deposit of bronze scrap from Kutakowice II. It contains, among other things, a ring-shaped
ornament, which (especially in terms of its ornamentation), recalls the Sieniawa-type
products of the Tarnobrzeg Lusatian culture, dated to the BD/HA1-HA1 period (Blajer
1999, 124, 125). In the Lublin area, a similar ornament (isolated find) appeared in Mo-
dryniec (Kokowski 1993). A hoard of knobbed sickles from Sniatycze, Site 94, is slightly
later and dated to the HA2-HB1 (Klosiniska and Sadowski 2017, 397, 398; Klosinska et al.
2017). Elzbieta M. Klosifiska has recently verified the dating of a second hoard from
Sniatycze, Site 89, containing elements of a horse harness. She now links his assemblage,
initially dated to HB3 (2008, 290), with the impacts from the Carpathian Basin during the
HA2-HB1 (Klosiiska and Sadowski 2017, 397). It should be noted that the original dating
proposal has already been accepted by other researchers (cf., Blajer et al. 2022, 52-58).

The deposits from Trzciniec and Majdan Gromadzki are most probably associated with
the same chronological interval. The hoard from Trzciniec (and possibly also from Adelina
— both unpublished — I owe the information to E. M. Klosifiska) contained, among other
things, belt fittings consisting of large repoussé discs. The hoard from Majdan Gromadzki,
also unpublished, contained six objects: two undecorated ring-shaped ornaments (a mas-
sive neck-ring made from a round-section rod with hammered ends bent into loops, and
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an open ring — either a neck-ring or a leg-ring — with tapered terminals); three undeco-
rated discs or bosses with single loops; and an undecorated socketed axe, similar to variant
K of Przedmiescie type (Ku$nierz 1998a, 40, 41, figs 14 and 15). This assemblage can be
seen as chronologically inconsistent, as the neck-ring represents an archaic type in the
context of discs/bosses, and especially in the context of the socketed axe, which can be
dated to the HB1 at the earliest (Blajer 2001, 82, 83). Nevertheless, such neck ornaments,
although characteristic of the Early Bronze Age episode, still appear in the Bronze Age
phases B1-B2, and are exceptionally mentioned even in later hoards (see Szafranski 1955,
pl. 13; Durczewski 1961, 33, 34; Blajer 1990, 40, 41). The undecorated, slightly conical
discs with single loops are dated mainly within Bronze Age phase C — HA2 (Blajer 1999,
98, 99), although they are also found later, in HA2-HB1 (Blajer 2013, 74, 75). The youngest
element in this assemblage is therefore the axe, which may date this entire assemblage to
the HB1. The hoard from the Hrubieszow area is dated similarly (Blajer 2001, 338). Most
of the objects from the deposits mentioned here are referenced in both the Lusatian Urn-
field milieu (discs, sickles) and the Danubian zone (especially the axe, but also the sickles
and discs) (Blajer 1999, passim; 2001, passim; 2013, passin).

The hoard from ‘by the Sieniocha River’ should be dated to the Late Bronze Age period
(HB2-HB3). It is a peculiar find also due to the origin of the bronze casting mould (Klo-
sinska 2026, 158; Klosiniska and Sadowski 2017, 400), which is presumably an import
from the Volga-Kama zone or central Sweden.

Jerzy Kuénierz (2006, 220; 2007, 383) associates a multi-element hoard of ornaments,
tools, weapons, and horse harness from Szczebrzeszyn with the beginning of the Iron Age
(HC). According to Elzbieta M. Klosiniska (2010, 30), however, this hoard may be older
and still correlate with the final phase of the Bronze Age, i.e., HB3. According to the latter
researcher, the controversy is also aroused by the incorrect, in her opinion, classification
of some elements of this deposit (ibid.). It should be noted that this morphologically di-
verse composition is equally complex in terms of the origin of the individual objects, which
find analogies in both the environment of the Lusatian Urnfield culture and in the North,
specifically in the Baltic milieu, as well as in the Carpathian Basin and western Ukraine.
The eastern direction of the influx of bronzes, especially weapons and elements of the
horse harness, of Thraco-Cimmerian, and later Scythian origin (Chochorowski 1993; 1999;
Klosinska and Sadowski 2017, 398-400), coincides at this time with a new political situa-
tion caused by the pressure from nomads from the Pontic steppes. At this time, in the Lu-
blin region (Klosiiska 2007; 2013a), as well as along the Middle San and Wislok rivers
(e.g., Czopek 2008; 2019; Trybala-Zawislak 2019, passim), a peculiar cultural change is
observed. It is evident in the artefact inventories, the settlement model, funerary rites, and
the intensification of hoarding during the HD period.

Seventeen hoards are associated with this period, i.e., the HD, representing approxi-
mately half of all known deposits from the area between the Vistula and Bug rivers. This
group includes exclusively deposits of ornaments, most of which were produced in the
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metallurgical workshops of the western territorial groups of the Lusatian Urnfield culture.
Only in one hoard, from Buzyska, ornaments were accompanied by a socketed axe (Mogiel-
nicka-Urban 2008, 218). In the group of ornaments, large ring-shaped ornaments (twisted
neck-rings, leg-rings and arm-rings) are notable, found, for example, in Radecznica, Desz-
kowice, Zemborzyce, and other localities. With the quantitative decline of metal imports
from the south at that time, the deposit from Wakijow is a good example of bronzes with
such provenance, as it is associated with the Hallstatt cultural milieu. In the Early Iron
Age, the majority of metal objects flowed into this region of Poland from workshops in
Greater Poland and Kuyavia (e.g., leg-rings), although some of the items were likely pro-
duced in local Masovian-Podlasie workshops (Mogielnicka-Urban 2008, 220; Orlinska
and Kaczmarek 2010, 92).

Henceforth, the conclusions formulated by Wojciech Blajer a quarter of a century ago,
relating to the nature of hoarding in the Early Iron Age (2001, 65-71), remain valid in light
of more recent finds from the area between the Vistula and Bug rivers.

3. CONCLUSIONS

The present distribution of hoards within the area between the Vistula and Bug rivers
likely does not accurately reflect their actual spread during the Bronze Age and Early Iron
Age. The clusters visible in the Chodel Depression and the south-eastern part of the Lublin
region may be partly related to the activities of local amateur metal detectorists. This is not
the only reason for their existence, though, given the location of these deposits within the
areas of increased settlement activity and the fact that transport routes run through these
areas. The clustering of Early Iron Age hoards in south-eastern Masovia and western Pod-
lasie documents the relationship between these areas and the Kuyavian metallurgical cen-
tre/or the potential formation of a secondary bronze-working centre in this region.

The few hoards from the early phase of the Bronze Age consisted primarily of bifacial
flint tools, with faience beads appearing only exceptionally. The beginnings of valuable
bronze object deposition are associated with the community of the late Trzciniec culture.
During the early phase of the Lusatian Urnfield culture, bronze artefacts from various re-
gions made their way to the Lublin region, especially its southern part. The main direction
of this influx was from the south, although only a portion of these imports were deposited.
The nature of such hoards still requires further study, and a promising line of research
may be the investigation of their placement in relation to settlement microregions. It also
seems necessary to re-examine hoards that have long been known, in order to subject
them to comprehensive — and in some cases repeated — laboratory analyses, now made
possible by advances in the hard sciences. The chronological framework of these hoards
also seems to remain an open question.
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The unveiling of new discoveries remains a matter of time. It is only to be hoped that
the monitoring of amateur artefact hunting will be better and... that the effectiveness of
obtaining funds for future analyses will increase.
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