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Summary

The aim of this study is to investigate the organisation of production and exchange in the Later Iron Age,
or Late La Teéne period in part of Central Europe. Although a wide range of goods are considered in
relation to this aim (Chapter 2), the focus of the thesis 1s on the slip decorated pottery which is a
characteristic find on the larger settlements.

Following a review of current approaches to the archacology of the period (Chapter 1), the second
chapter summarises the current state of knowledge of the Later Iron Age in the study area
(Czechoslovakia, Transdanubian Hungary and Poland). The third chapter considers the theoretical
frameworks employed in the interpretation of non-capitalist economic systems. These are discussed in
relation to the theory and practice of archacological interpretation.

In chapters 4 and 5 the methods of analysis used in the study of the the slip decorated pottery are
described. Chapter 4 focuses on the production of the pottery and the technology employed, relating this
to the organisation of labour. Chapter 5 is concerned with the circulation of the pottery and the methods
(petrological and typological analyses) used to interpret the distribution in terms of the actions which
produced it.

Chapter 6 draws together the data discussed in the second chapter and that obtained from the
analysis of the slip decorated pottct;y. |

The picture of the period which emerges is at variance in a number of respects from that
traditionally accepted, in that there appears to have been a high degree of continuity with the situation in
the Middle la Tene in terms of the economic structures underlyinmg the emergence of sites of central
character. The establishment of these sites was certainly associated with changes in economic
relationships (some of which are symbolised by the production and circulation of slip decorated pottery),
but these appear to be in addition to, rather than in place of, traditional forms of organisation.

A number of appendices and tables summarise supporting data.
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Preface,

0.1 Introduction,

The La Téne period, and particularly the Late La Tene or La Teéne D, (100 - 20 BC) is one that has
enjoyed something of a unique profile over the last 150 years, not only amongst archaeologists but also
amongst specialists in other disciplines (including philologists, historians and folklorists), nationalist
politicians, mystics and the general public. It owes this profile to a number of factors, the chief of which
is its position at the junction between prehistory and history. It was during the last few centuries BC that
temperate Europe first became the subject of written accounts, involving named individuals and political
events played out between identifiable actors. These accounts, the work of Greek and Roman historians,
statesmen and propagandists, also gave details of the organisation of these societies and their social
institutions. As I shall discuss in chapter one, such a distinction has not proved, from an archaeological
point of view, to be an unmixed blessing, but it has served to fix in the modermn mind an image of the
period that is both more vivid and perhaps more deeply entrenched than any of those which exist for
earlier periods. The interpretation of the archaeology has also served to distinguish the Late La Tene
from earlier periods, if not in terms of its individual traits, then certainly in their co-incidence. John
Collis has summarised the period as follows;

The bulk of the evidence we have for this period is from settlements, notably the oppida

themselves. These ... produce plentiful evidence for contact with the Mediterranean world

in the form of amphorae and black slipped wares. Likewise the large size of the houses

indicates social differentiation. Though there is no evidence for any major technological

innovations since La Tene C, there 1s a marked change in the scale of production,

especially of iron, and generally the glass, bronze, iron and pottery industries are largely

centralised. The oppida also act as centres of redistribution and the wealth of small bronze,

potin and silver coins suggest the adoption of market exchange. (1984b:49).

Though this view of the period is not without its critics, there is a wide concensus of opinion that the Late
La Tene saw the establishment of Europe’s first towns and, more contentiously, the beginnings of a
market economy. As such it can be perceived as occupying a special position with regard to our own
society and its historical heritage, a position which J.D. Hill (1989) has characterised as safe, familiar
and historical. A crucial factor in the establishment of this position has been the identification of the
period as 'Celtic', a term which has taken on ideological, and even metaphysical, overtones in a way

which, it has been suggested (Collis 1985, Hill 1989, Champion 1990, Cumberpatch in prep.), is out of all

proportion to its archaeological significance.



As aresult of this, and in spite of the level of interest in the period, of extensive programmes of
excavation and of synthetic accounts and collections of papers concerning the period (e.g. Filip 1956,
Cunliffe and Rowley 1976, Collis 1975, 1984 a, b, Wells 1984) a number of major themes have remained
either unexamined or have been marginalised within the ficld of research as a whole. Amongst these are
questions relating to settlement, society and economy in the Middle La Tene penod, to the ongin and
wider role of the oppida in relation to pre-existing and contemporary undefended settlements and to the
organisation of the production and exchange of goods. It is one aspect of the last of these, specifically
the manufacture and circulation of fine, slip decorated pottery, which forms the subject of this thesis. The
study area, Czechoslovakia, southern Poland and Transdanubian Hungary, was chosen as it is in this area
that the slip decorated pottery first appeared, associated with some of the earliest oppida, founded in the
latter part of La Tene C2.

The origin of the project lies in the analysis of the pottery from the Iron Age site of Aulnat in
Central France. The analytical framework employed in the evaluation of this material was designed with
the intention of exploring the organisation of pottery production throughout the Early, Middle and Late
La Tene periods and into the early Roman provincial period. This involved the detailed description of the
pottery assemblage in terms of types, defined according to technological criteria. Though material from
nearby sites has been, and will continue to be, examined in the same way, the project was essentially
based on the material from the single site (Cumberpatch 1989).

In concentrating on a multi-regional study area and a single type of pottery, the present project
was devised in conscious opposition to this and was intended to develop a similar kind of economic
analysis in a quite different context. Circumstances have dictated that the research programme based on
the Aulnat material has not progressed beyond the data gathering stage, while the work on the Central
European slip decorated pottery has advanced to a state where it is now influencing the earlier project, a
complete reversal of the situation in 1984 - 5.

The material concerned is wheel thrown pottery decorated with horizontal bands of red and white
slip, sometimes overlain with grey geometric patterns. It has long been recognised as a product
characteristic of the Late La Téne period, and associated with the oppida. In Bohemia the publication of
the material from the oppidum of Stradonice (Pi¢ 1906) led antiquarians to speak of it as identifying a
'Stradonice culture’, and subsequently it has come to be regarded as a valuable chronological indicator,

particularly following the publication of the material from Manning in Bavaria (Maier 1963, 1970).



From the beginning my concerns in studying the pottery were two fold. The first was with the
organisation of production and its relationship to social organisation, and the second was with the
organisation of the circulation of goods, which, as I shall outline in chapter 3, I see as being constituted
by and, to an extent, constituting, social relationships.

My interest in the first of these led to a decision to concentrate upon manufacturing technique as a
possible entry into the area of the social dimensions of the organisation of production. This in turn led to
an encounter with certain aspects of Marxist theory as a means of understanding the relationship between
the methods and techniques of production and the social relationships within which acts of production
take place. This use of Marxism stops short of an i1deological commitment to the philosophy in its fullest
sense, and the analysis should be considered as influenced by the writings of Marx and subsequent
commentators, rather than being Marxist in the orthodox sense of the term.

The second principle theme, the circulation and exchange of goods, appeared to be particularly
important, not only because of its central relevance to the study of Iron Age society, but also because the
subject of the circulation of indigenously produced goods at a local and inter-regional scale, has been, if
not ignored, then at least sidelined in comparison with that of goods originating from Greek and Roman
workshops. In part this bias stems from the relative invisibility of locally produced goods (Collis
1984b:146-7) and a lack of analytical studies, but it is also a result of the strong ideological commitment
in Iron Age studies towards a major role for the Meditemnegn societies in late prehistoric Europe
(Champion 1990).

In choosing the slip decorated pottery as the principle object of study my intention was to examine
the circulation of an easily identifiable category of artefact and to set this into a framework of explicit
economic theory drawn from anthropology, in conscious opposition to the ‘commonsense’ models and

implicit assumptions which have dominated explanation in European archaeology (cf. Nicholson 1989).

In the first chapter I shall present a brief summary of the principle themes which have structured
research into the Later European Iron Age, concentrating on those approaches which form the current
orthodoxies. The first, and larger, part of chapter 2 consists of a description of the archaeology of the
study area, concentrating on the economic organisation of Middle and Late La Tene society and provides
a context for the slip decorated pottery. The second part relates this information to the views of the; Iron

Age described in chapter 1.



Chapter 3 consists of a discussion of the various approaches to non-capitalist economic systems
and the ways in which the social components of economic systems can be approached archaeologically.

In chapter 4 the technological aspects of slip decorated pottery production are described and this
leads on to a discussion of the organisation of the production process and its relationship with the
production of other types of goods. At this point it is convenient to note that I consider the term ‘painted
pottery', which is widely used to refer to the matenial in question (bemalte Keramik, malovand keramika,
malowana keramika, céramique peinte), to be a misnomer deriving from a lack of understanding of the
techniques used in its decoration. The details of this question are addressed in section 4.3.1, the purpose

of this note being simply to record the fact that the two terms (painted’ and 'slip decorated’) refer to the

same material.

In chapter 5 the physical, statistical and typological methods used to investigate the circulation
and exchange of the slip decorated pottery are described and an interpretation of the data acquired by
these means is presented.

In the final chapter the information gathered is synthesised and suggestions are made regarding the
organisation of production and exchange and their relationship to other aspects of Late La Téne society,
including the position of the oppida and their relationship with the undefended sites. A number of
appendices summarise supporting data, site descriptions and a catalogue of the material examined.

Before proceeding to the first chapter 1t is convenient here to present an outline of the

chronological position of the slip decorated pottery, both in absolute terms and with reference to similar

material in other parts of Europe.

0.2 Chronology,

The basic chronological scheme for slip decorated pottery has been drawn up by Maier (1970)
based on the material from the oppidum of Manning in Bavaria and from sites in France and Switzerland.
Maier has distinguished two principal phases, an earlier, known as the Ensérune phase, and a later known
as the Roanne phase. The former, characterised typologically by tall thin jars and vases has been dated to
La Tene ITII (La Tene D1) and is never found mixed with Roman provincial material, though at Ensérune
in Southern France and Aulnat in Central France it occurs alongside imported goods from various parts of
the Mediterranean (Maier 1970, Andrews, Collis, Cumberpatch and Watson in prep.). The Roanne

horizon, defined by material found at Roanne, Basel (Minsterhugel), Augst, Vindonissa, Ziirich and



Cambodunum is associated with finds dating to the Augustan period (ie between 27 BC and 14 AD), and
may, in some cases, be even later. The somewhat later slip decorated pottery from Switzerland has been

dated by its association with Roman material from between the late Republican (mid - late 1st century

BC) and Flavian (70 - 96 AD) periods.

As regards the study area the matenal from Bohemia and Moravia appears to be the earliest. A
small group of vessels from graves date to the Middle La Tene, but, for reasons which will be explained
in Chapter 4, these do not seem to be directly related to the material from the later settlements.

Two settlements in Northwestern Bohemia, Radovesice (Pit 97) and Vikletice have produced
sherds of pottery in contexts dating to La Tene C2. A particular problem with the definition of this early
phase is the lack of stratified material from the oppida, the collection from Stradonice being unstratified
(Bfeh 1973), while the publication of dated groups from Zavist is still awaited. The recent excavations at
Stradonice and the associated reinterpretion of the brooches from the site (Rybova and Drda 1989)
suggests that the La Tene C2 occupation of the site is less dense than that in the following period, though
this does not rule out the use or even the production of slip decorated pottery at this time. The re-
evaluation of the material from the Vorburg of Zdvist by Milo§ Cizmar (1989) suggests a similar history
for this oppidum, and the late date for the slip decorated pottery, 40 - 30 BC (Drda 1981), requires
verification with reference to other stratified groups. The quantities of slip decorated pottery from
Hrazany are low, and though the contexts have been published (Jansova 1986, 1988), an interpretative
volume is not yet available. Tiisov, the source of the principal group of southern Bohemian material,
does not appear to have been founded before 30 BC and is thus of little help in understanding the earlier
phases of slip decorated pottery production.

The bulk of the evidence indicates that it was during La Te¢ne D1 and D2 that slip decorated
pottery achieved its widest distribution. The excavations at Ttisov, specifically designed to evaluate
conclusions based upon the unstratified material from Stradonice (Bfen 1966, 1973), have shown that the
oppidum was constructed in the mid 1st century BC and that slip decorated pottery occurs in the earliest
features on the site. This dating coincides with those which have been suggested for undefended sites
such as Skaly near Pisek. A later group of matenial is represented by a series of sites in Northwestern
Bohemia (including THiskolupy, Kadan-Jezerka, Lovosice and Sobesuky) which Holodnak (1987) has
stated belong to the La Tene - Roman transitional phase late in the 1st century BC. Although the precise

nature and dating of this period (which marks the end of the La Tene Iron Age) is still disputed (Venclov4



1987, Waldhauser 1984c¢), there are no obvious changes in the characteristics of the slip decorated pottery
assemblages found on the later sites as compared to earlier ones (Holodndk 1987).

In Moravia, Meduna (following Maier) has used the presence of slip decorated pottery as one of
the criteria for the definition of phase 6 of the undefended settlements, a phase which, in absolute terms,
covers the period 75 - OBC (Meduna 1980:98-99). He notes however that production probably begins at
the end of La Tene C, and in connection with this the full publication of the material from the oppidum of

Staré Hradisko (founded in the latter part of La Teéne C2) will be crucial.

Pieta (1982:118-122) has summansed the evidence for the production and use of slip decorated
pottery in the Carpathian basin and Malopolska and has concluded that it both starts and finishes later
than in the areas to the west. No slip decorated pottery can be unequivocally dated to a period before La
Tene D2, even from sites with earlier phases such as Bratislava and Krzestawice (Zachar and Rexa 1988,
Poleska and Tobota 1984, 1988). Bonis (1969) has suggested a similar date for the material from Taban -
Gellérthegy (Budapest). Such a chronological sequence does cause slight problems when compared with
Maier's scheme, as the latter uses the occurrence of the hemispherical or globular ‘b0l Roanne' as a
chronological marker for the later phase. Though bowls of this general form occur in Slovakia (Zachar
and Rexa 1988: Figure 28;1) and neighbouring areas (Bénis pers. comm.), similar forms also occur
widely in Bohemia and Moravia and are typical of the Stradonice assemblage (Figures 4.1.1 -4.1.4).
Though some should doubtless be placed late in the chronological sequence, there is room to question
whether the chronology is the complete answer to the problem, given the typological variations involved
and the dangers of assuming contemporaneity of occurrence across the whole width of Europe.

To summarise the chronological position of slip decorated pottery within the study area, it seems
that the earliest phases of production took place in Central and Northwestern Bohemia during the later
stages of La Tene C2, with some expansion occurring in La Téne D1 and D2. In Slovakia and
Madopolska production began during La Téne D2 and continued into the 1st century AD, the East and

North being the areas in which it continued longest. In Hungary, as elsewhere, some elements of the

tradition were maintained by potters working in the Roman provincial pottery industry.



Chapter 1,

Approaches to the Later European Iron age.
1,1 Introduction,

My intention in this chapter is to describe the principal approaches to the archaeology of the Late
Iron Age, outlining what I see as the current orthodoxies and defining my own position with regard to
them. This will provide the background to a description of the archaeology of the.study area (chapter 2)

against which some of these approaches will be assessed.

1.2 The study of Iron Age societies.

Theoretical approaches to the European Iron Age have, historically, followed those of other
branches of archaeology and have been influenced by various regional traditions. In Britain, the U.S.A
and parts of Europe a general progression from antiquarianism to archaeology and a subsequent increase
in the self consciousness of the latter can be as easily traced in terms of the Iron Age as they can in, for
example, the Neolithic. The impact of the New Archaeology of the 1960's and 1970's is equally visible,
primarily in the research and excavation strategies pursued regionally and on individual sites and with
material recovered (Collis 1984¢) but also in synthetic accounts of the period (Collis 1984a, b, Champion,
Gamble, Shennan and Whittle 1984). More recently there have been the beginnings of a move towards a
more radically self critical position with the adoption by some writers of post-processualist and critical
stances (Hill 1989, unpublished, Cumberpatch in prep.).

In spite of this broad conformity with the overall changes in the-discipline of archaeology it has
been suggested that the ways in which the period has been conceived have in some way lagged behind the
radical conceptions offered for other periods (Hill 1989). Though many would dispute Hill's
characterisation of the period as 'boring’ in terms of ‘aims, assumptions and language' (Hill 1989:16), it is
undeniable that the Iron Age is frequently seen as possessing characteristics that set approaches to it apart
from earlier prehistory and also from later, historical periods. In Europe these differences are reflected in
the use of terms such as protohistoire and Frithgeschichte (as opposed to préhistoire and Vorgeschichte)
to refer to the period, terms which also give a clue to the nature of the separation. This separation derives
principally from the fact that, owing to activities of Greek and Roman writers, it is during the course of
the Iron Age that we first have written records relating to an indigenous society in temperate Europe.

There are, in addition to these contemporary accounts, the later texts produced in Ireland and Wales



which, being the written versions of oral histories, relate, in some aspects at least, to a period rather
earlier than that at which they were written (Champion 1935). Simultaneously the small number of texts
and their nature is enough to set the period apart from later historical periods.

It has been argued elsewhere (Champion 1990, Hill 1989, unpublished, Cumberpatch in prep.) that
there has been a strong tendency in European thought since the Renaissance to ascribe a privileged status
to Classical sources and to the literary texts in particular. This tendency has been adopted almost
uncritically and, in many cases apparently unconsciously, by practitioners of Iron Age archaeology. In
spite of the recent attempts that have been made to approach the period from an altemnative point of view
(Collis 1984a:10, Champion 1987, Hill unpublished) a powerful body of opinion has retained and
expanded positions based on a view of the Iron Age denved from Classical and other texts. This position
is particularly strong in Europe, but also has advocates in Britain. Two of these are Andrew Fitzpatrick
and Daphne Nash, who represent a developed form of the tradition and are influential in its propagation.
Their views, together with others that have a clear affinity with them will be described and evaluated in
detail in section 1.3 below.

For historical and political reasons archaeological theory and practice in Central Europe have been
dominated by a broadly Germanic intellectual tradition. Although this domination has recently been
challenged, principally by the spread of 1deas derived from the New Archaeology (Kuna pers. comm), it
remains the accepted orthodoxy throughout the area under consideration here.

The Germanic tradition is characterised by a concern for the recovery of "pure’ data from both
excavation and the study of the materals excavated. The analysis of the materials is, typically, based
upon typological methods (and more recently physico-chemical analyses) of considerable complexity.
There is a general reluctance to examine the premises underlying the methods of analysis, and a rejection
of the philosophy and practice of both processual and post-processual archaeologies. The effect of this
type of archaeology is far from the neutral, descriptive, intentions of its practitioners. In practice implicit
theory abounds and, in the absence of any alternative strategy, interpretation employs analogies drawn
from sources deemed ‘acceptable’. Thus descriptions of Iron Age settlements are characterised by terms
such as Fiirstensitz and Adelsitz drawn from the medieval period (Frankenstein and Rowlands 1978,
Nicholson 1989:46-7), and by terms derived from Classical Greece, such as Acropolis and Temenos. The
applicability of these terms is rarely discussed, in spite of a total lack of any demonstrable relationship

between, for instance, Greek temples and Viereckschanzen (discussed in more detail in section 24), or



the fortified nucleii of the Greek poleis and hilltops enclosed by oppidum ramparts. Explanations
advanced for phenomena tend to be monocausal and loaded with implicit assumptions, the best examples
being ethnicity, which is all too frequently assumed without being demonstrated (Taylor unpublished),
and the concept of 'Culture’ in its Childean sense. The effect of this tradition can be seen in the

production of bodies of data, often superbly presented, but which, to the critical mind, are flawed by the
wide range of unexamined assumptions which constitute their theoretical foundation. l

In the countries which form the study area of this thesis a second influence has combined with this
tradition to produce a distinctive effect, and simultaneously to offer a powerful impulse for change.
Marxist-Leninism, established by force in Central Europe during the 1940's and imposed upon
archaeologists as upon all others, effectively destroyed open debate upon subjects other than those
sanctioned by Party ideologues (Starling 1985). Thus archaeological analysis, far from benefiting from a
critical approach to Marxist social theory, as has been the case in the West, was compelled to operate
with theoretical constructs based upon a Leninist interpretation of the writings of Karl Marx (Pleiner and
Rybov4 1978, Pleiner 1979, Dufek 1973). Though this tradition apparently has some appeal to those who
have not worked within it (Champion 1987:100), in Central Europe, and in Czechoslovakia in particular, |
it formed little more than a strait-jacket constraining discussion and forcing archaeology down the path of
description and data collection. Thus the politically uncontroversial and esoteric Germanic archaeology
became an officially sanctioned orthodoxy, with synthetic texts occasionally prefaced by brief references
to Marxist-Leninist concepts such as 'milit:{ry democracy’, ‘'mode of prbduction'. 'forces of production’,
but with no critical discussion of the concepts involved (Starling 1985, Janik and Zawadzka 1990, Malina
and VaSicek 1990:138-148). In spite of this, and as part of the intellectual opposition to Stalinistic
Socialism, informal discussion of theoretical issues continued and a number of archaeologists have
sought a way out of the wildemess, in part by trying to apply the methodology of the New Archaeology
(Waldhauser, Kuna pers. comm.). As a brief aside it should be noted that the participation of this group of
archaeologists in the events of 1989 and in subsequent national reconstruction offers the hope of a
revitalisation of Central European archaeology in both practical and theoretical terms.

A consequence of the persistence of these two traditions within the study area, together with the

privileged status ascribed to information derived from the Classical sources, is that there have, in general,

been few attempts to consider the archaeology of the Iron Age, and in particular the later Iron Age, as

anything more than the material expression of ‘Celtic Society’, this being known (in various senses of the
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word) through textual references. In common with a number of British archaeologists I find that this
approach offers little insight into the nature of Iron Age society in comparison with those derived from a

'soft’ processual and, more recently, post-processual critique of the nature of archaeology and

archaeological data.

Consequently, although this thesis is concerned exclusively with Central European material, the
context within which it was conceived and has been carried out is a self-<consciously British one,
influenced by both processual and post-processual traditions, and one which is based on different
philosophical premises, has different aims, and uses different methods to those traditionally found in the
areas in which the material was collected. For this reason I have avoided detailed discussion of certain
areas of debate (primarily questions related to ethnicity), except where they impinge directly upon the
subject under discussion, and have pursued others (such as the nature of the economy and the production

and circulation of goods), although some of these have yet to make a real impact in the areas with which I

have been concemed.

1.3 'Celtic Societv' and the question of Roman influence

In this section I shall outline the main tenets of a number of views of the later Iron Age which,
while not representing a coherent 'school of thought' are nevertheless united in their focus on the
relationship between temperate Europe and the Mediterranean, as a key factor in understanding the nature
of Iron Age society. The first of these is that of Daphne Nash.

The clearest statement of Nash's views, as appliéd io the Later Iron Age, is given in a paper
entitled The Basis of contact between Britain and Gaul in the Late Pre-Roman Iron Age' (1984). As with
the majority of her work, this is concerned specifically with the situation in Gaul, though various
references (1984:93, 1985, 1987b) make it clear that she sees the basic ideas as generally applicable.

Her starting point is a view which sees 'Celtic society’ as having strong and distinctive
characteristics, being militaristic, competitive, hierarchical and expansionist. In terms of social

relationships she sees it as basically dualistic, divided into peasants and nobles. The contribution of the

peasantry is fundamental in that she descnbes the society as

'agrarian, meaning that ... subsistence was based upon compatriot agricultural labour'
(1984:95).
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The production and exchange of subsistence goods, compelled by geographical variability,

'had a relatively modest influence upon most societies’ social development' (1934:96).

More significant for such development was the appropriation of peasant labour by the nobility:

'‘Compatriot peasant labour was ... the foundation of noble wealth. Peasants’ agricultural
produce and labour services contributed to the support of the nobility through customary
dues, tax and rent, while their military services were employed for the defence or
enlargement of territories, and to conduct disputes with rival nobles or external neighbours;
warfare was also in most societies a useful source of windfall revenue in the form of spoils,
ransom and indemnity payments, and could lead to long term revenue in the form of tribute

from defeated opponents.
An important component of noble wealth was therefore provided by revenues from free

compatriot peasants, and the way in which they were obtained gave each society its

distinctive economic orientation. This was, however, not sufficient to sustain a developed

political economy, and was in consequence supplemented by the produce and labour of

slaves, dependant craftsmen, resident foreigners and non-compatriot tributary dependants.

Revenues from these sources were of vital importance if political expansion was to take

place. Noble revenues which were not directly consumed were mainly converted into

higher forms of wealth by customary exchange associated with mutual hospitality and

diplomatic agreements, and by negotiated trade with external societies, all of which gave

access to, politically, the most significant categories of wealth.' (1984:96).

This extraction of surplus from the peasants, together with contractual obligations between kin
groups gave rise to a number of basically similar societies. Within this similarity Nash defines two
'distinct variant forms of Celtic agrarian society’ (1984:96). These were distinguished by the ways in
which peasant labour was converted into the wealth (and hence power) of the nobility. The two forms are
termed ‘agrarian’ and 'warrior’ societies.

Agrarian societies

'were those in which agricultural produce, raw materials and finished goods produced

within a society itself, both by free peasants and by dependent labour were the principal

basis of social wealth' (1984:97).
In these societies exchange, both internal and external, was the principal means by which surplus was
transformed into value. The effect of this was to encourage an early development of internal marketing
systems, controlled by the elite. Trade with other societies, particularly those from whom exotic and
prestigious goods could be obtained rapidly became important as a source of valuables. To obtain these
valuable items the society had to produce goods for exchange. Nash suggests that in this context metals
(tin, silver, copper and gold) were of particular importance. The immediate results of this were a 'large

and heavily exploited producing population’ (1984:97), who supported miners and specialist artisans, and

a militarily active and intemnally competitive elite. This elite would tend to avoid wars that would disrupt
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the production of goods for exchange. Archaeological correlates of this type of society can be seen in the
coinage and in the settlement pattern. Nash suggests that coin types would have been restricted to a well
defined territory, having no role in inter-group exchange. She describes the major settlements in terms

that recall the standard descriptions of the oppida:

'major nucleated centres ... with both political and economic functions. These settlements
needed access to a varied immediate hinterland, and the strongest also tended to dominate
long range lines of communication ... and were generally linked very closely with a port of
foreign trade ... They were also centres of manufacturing activity ... and possessed storage
facilities associated with their distnbutional functions. ... Some ... were adorned with
multiple ramparts whose construction made extravagant use of human labour and reveal a

concem as much with ostentatious display as with defence’ (1984:98).
The other major settlement type was the port of trade, close to the borders and providing a secure location
for foreign traders and where goods could be assembled for exchange.

Warrior societies shared a similar subsistence basis with the purely agrarian societies, but differed
in that access to wealth in the form of foreign goods was based upon a form of contact with other
societies that had a strong military component. Nash divides this contact into two types, offensive

warfare and negotiated exchange. Offensive warfare enabled a warrior elite to employ peasant labour in
direct exploitation of weaker societies. Spoils, ransom and tribute were of critical importance as sources
of surplus for both consumption and foreign trade. Negotiated exchange, the second source of wealth,
took two forms. The first of these, and the most important, was the trade with stronger societies in the
spoils of war, particularly slaves. Domestic produce played only a modest role in this trade, though

animal products may have been important. Nash considers that

'such trade enabled warrior societies to obtain reliable supplies of luxury manufactured
goods and exotic drink' (1984:99).

This trade was conducted either with visiting traders, or by warriors travelling to more distant

marketplaces.
The second form of negotiated exchange was mercenary service in foreign armies, a practise
mentioned by several of the classical authors. Such service not only provided the warrior with the normal

types of plundered wealth, but also with payment in gold coinage and with the prestige of having been

associated with a powerful foreign ruler.
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These types of relationships with extemal societies were the principal source of foreign luxury and

prestige goods and served to reinforce the structure of a warrior society. They therefore had an impact on

the material culture of such a society and on the settlement pattern.

As military activity served the functions of production for exchange found in agrarian societies,

the elite had to attract and maintain dependants of various ranks. This involved the production of goods

suitable for feasting and display, designed to attract retainers and mercenaries. The emphasis was on
weapons and portable items of wealth, including gold and silver coinage. The subsistence base was also
affected by this type of military economy. Demands upon those of military age lead to the development
of less labour intensive forms of agriculture, most probably pastoralism. The herds and flocks involved

were probably also an important source and indicator of wealth. Nash summarises the characteristics of

such a society as follows

"The overall settlement pattern of an agrarian warrior society in its purest form ... therefore
reflects very clearly its peculiar social and economic commitments. Weakly developed
internal marketing systems inhibited the development of craft production for distribution
and exchange, and nucleated settlements with clearly defined distributional functions are
therefore lacking. The largest noble settlements in a warrior society were instead in all
likelihood the inflated households of the dominant nobility, attached to their estates, and
might take the form of rambling establishments with internal pasturage for sheep, cattle and
horses, and space for the accommodation of variable numbers of dependants and visitors.
Ports of foreign trade ... were no more than formal and externalized points of contact with
the outside world.’ (1984:101).

The political results of such a form of social organisation were internal tensions of an intensity

that could easily lead to chaos. There was a continual need for expansion to relieve these tensions. This

took the form of migration and conquest and of increased mercenary service.

>

In developing this model of Iron Age society Nash has been concerned principally with the
archaeological evidence from Gaul and southem Britain (1976, 1978, 1981, 1987b) and with the

surviving references in the classical wniters. She has explicitly extended the scheme to the rest of Europe,

stating, for instance, that

'short range contact based upon recurrent mutual needs consequently bound all the regions
of Iron Age Europe to their neighbours, and linked them in turn with the Mediterranean. ...
manufactured goods of Mediterranean origin came to play a vital role in elite consumption
and display throughout Iron Age Europe' (1984:94, my emphasis).

In a reference to the Central European societies she has stated

'Central Europe, from the middle Rhineland to the knee of the Danube, contained the
original homelands of some of the most vigorous of all Celtic warrior communities, widely
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employed as mercenary soldiers and repeatedly participating in long-range emigrations'
(1987b:61).

She has also characterised Bohemia in passing as a "warrior stronghold’ (1987b:17, 21).
Nash has set this view of 'Celtic’ society in the context of Centre (or Core) - Periphery theory
(1984:93). Derived from studies of the relationship of the capitalist world with the ‘underdeveloped’

world, Centre-Periphery theories are based on the principle that

'the underdevelopment of peripheral areas was not a result of their archaic social structures
but a product of their historical relations with the developed world, ever renewed and
intensified by the transfer of surplus and their dependance on manufactured goods and
technological innovation from industrialised core areas' (Rowlands 1987b:3).

In archaeological contexts Centre-Periphery models have been applied to the relationship between
relatively developed core areas (such as the Mediterranean) and less developed, but raw material-rich
peripheries (such as temperate Europe). Full discussions of the concept, together with further examples
can be found in Rowlands, Larsen and Kristiansen (1987) and Champion (1989).

In the context of the European Iron Age these Centre - Periphery models have in common a focus
on the relationship between temperate Europe and the Mediterranean world, a relationship that is
characterised, in general terms, by a flow of luxury goods from south to north and a flow of raw materials
and slaves from north to south. Rather than technological innovation, the transfer of manufactured and
luxury goods has been emphasised together with the role that these play in the representation and
negotiation of power relationships within the peripheral society (Haselgrove 1982, 1987b, Nash 1984,
1987a,b, Cunliffe 1988). The positibn of tlie_elite groups in temperate Europe is seen as gle.pendant upon
the control and manipulation of the flows of goods from the south, in. th; same way that Frankenstein and
Rowlands saw the Hallstatt elites as dependant upon Greek goods (Frankenstein and Rowlands 1978).
Indeed the Prestige Goods model is of particular importance in a Centre - Periphery context, representing
one way in which the goods from the Centre were incorporated into the Peripheral economy (Champion
1989:12).

The evidence for the trade that is the cornerstone of these models is both textual and
archaeological. The classical writers refer both to the activities of merchants and to the exchange of

goods and slaves in temperate Europe (Collis (1984), Nash (1987a,b) and Fitzpatrick (1989) have

summarised the information), and it is clear from the quantities of material recovered from both defended
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and undefended sites in France that there was indeed trade on a large scale (Fitzpatrick 1985, 1989,

Tchemia 1983, Peacock and Williams in preparation).

In a recent critique, specifically of Nash' views, Fitzpatrick (1989) has argued for a broadly based
view of the interaction, which is more in accord with known Roman practise and with recent
archaeological discoveries. Although he refers to the potential importance of indigenous exchange
systems (1989:42), his prime coﬁcem 1s still to emphasise the north - south relationship, and the part
potentially played in it by unobservable connexions, such as diplomatic contacts and alliances (1989:43)
arranged for the mutual benefit of the elite groups in both societies.

The bulk of the archaeological data for all of these models comes from western and west - central
Europe, and in particular from France, an area that is also the source of most of the information in the

classical texts, particularly the later ones. When considering the situation in Central Europe a series of

questions arise:

1) Can the later La Tene societies of Bohemia be classed as "Warrior' societies in the sense defined by
Nash (1984:99-101), as she has claimed (1987b:17, 21) ?

2) To what extent is the division of societies into "Warrior' and 'Agrarian’ justified?

3) Can the later Iron Age societies of Central Europe be judged to be Peripheral’, in the sense defined by
Rowlands (1987b) and Champion (1989) to the Mediterranean "Core"?

4) Can the control and manipulation of exotic goods be seen to play any role in the establishment or

-

maintenance of power by the elite groups in central Europe.

5) What contribution can these theories make to an understanding of the societies in Slovakia and Poland

which, while they share certain traits with societies to the west, also exhibit their own distinctive regional

characteristics.

The first four questions are of particular relevance to Bohemia, Moravia and the extreme western
parts of Slovakia and Hungary, where the society is generally held to be a 'Celtic’ one, sharing many
important traits with those in France and Germany. Suggested answers to these questions, and their
implications, will be considered in chapter 2, after a presentation of the archaeological data needed to
answer them. If the answers are negative, then a further senies of questions arise. The primary ones

concern the organisation of the Central European societies, the source of elite power and its character.
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More general questions, beyond the scope of this thesis, concemn the degree and nature of regionalisation
in later prehistoric Europe and the logic of equating the characteristics of societies in Western and Central
Europe, while accepting quite different forms of organisation and power relations.

The fifth question relates to those areas which have received relatively little attention in the
Westem European literature. As I shall descnbe in chapter 2, Slovakia, Transdanubian Hungary, and
Poland exhibit distinctive regional forms of development in the Later Iron Age, which, while they have
parallels in areas to the west, are nevertheless to be distinguished from them. The relevance of Centre-

Periphery and dependency theories to these societies will also be considered at the end of chapter 2.

1.4 Entrepreneurial Capitalism

A viewpoint related to those described above is that held by Peter Wells and which he has set out

in a number of recent publications (1984, 1987, 1988). While citing similar evidence as other writers for
the importance of exchange with the Mediterranean world, he proposes an explanation based on the
simulation of individual acquisitiveness to account for the formation of nucleated communities during
the Iron Age. In Wells' view the appearance of towns (in which category are included the sites of
Hallstatt and Sticna, as well as the later Hallstatt period hillforts and La Tene oppida) owes much to the
activities of individuals acting in an entrepreneurial role outside the established socio-political power
hierarchies. Of the situation in the Lgte Iron Age Wells writes:

European society was becoming dn industrialized one, with even the small, outlying
communities playing active roles in the production and circulation of materials for growing
trade systems. The emphasis of cultural life had shifted from interaction within the small
community (characteristic of the earlier centuries of the Iron Age), to increasing production
in order to participate in expanding commercial networks. Individuals joining in the
manufacturing process at the new centres - and in the countryside as well - were stimulated
more by the prospect of sharing in the new wealth, in both imported exotic items and in
locally made luxuries, than by the prospect of reinforcing their status through the traditional
means. The growth of commerce, development of larger scale industry and increase in
intercultural interaction during the latter parts of the Iron Age brought about profound
cultural changes, including change in peoples' expectations, aspirations and outlook. The
new emphasis at the oppida on the industrial production of tools was both a result and part

of the cause of these changes’ (1988:214-5).

Wells' view that the appearance of the oppida is part of a change in the organisation of society is,
at one level, undeniable. Whether it represents the change in the social relations of production that he
envisages is another matter. Wells has used early 19th century America as an analogy for the situation in

Europe during La Téne C - D1:
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Tn both the Late Iron Age and early 19th century America, a set of economic and
commercial circumstances offered opportunities for new patterns of industrial activity in
the context of a loosely structured, relatively non-hierarchical social system. In both
instances, the new industries resulted in great increases in production and in the formation

of new commerce based communities' (1987:409).

The implication of this view, together with Wells' frequently stated suggestion that the
entrepreneurs who initiated the economic change came from outside the traditional elite group (eg
1984:25), is that there were fundamental changes in both the relations of power and the social relations of
production in the Later Iron Age. In chapter 2 I shall consider the archaeological evidence for such
changes in social and economic relationships in Central Europe and evaluate Wells' views in more detail.

As a background to this evaluation his premises, and in particular his analogy with 19th century America,

require consideration.

The early settlement of America is without doubt a complex subject, given the variety of places of
origin of the settlers, the forms of social and political organisation that they brought with them and the
relationship of the emerging nation with those in Europe. With the exception of certain cases (notably
religious communities) there cannot be said to have been a radical change in either the forms of economic
organisation or the social relations of production. These had been established by the changes that
constituted the Industrial and Agrarian Revolutions in Europe, both in terms of the specific forms of the
organisation of production and in the earlier changes in society and the economy that established the
existence of venture capital and the banking and financial infrastructure that supported both the
establishment of industrial capitalism and European imperial expansion. The American situation is better
seen as the result of the creation of new markets which were served first by European, and later by newly
established, colonial, manufacturers. No significant economic change was involved as the basic structure
of capitalism was already in place in Europe, its transfer to America being a largely logistical matter. If
any period of American history is likely to show distinctive economic forms it would be the period of
earliest settlement when contact with Europe was less frequent and communities relatively isolated. Such
a period however would have been an essentially transitional and small scale one. It had certainly ended
by the early 19th century.

Though it seems inherently unlikely that useful analogies for the later Iron Age can be found in the
variant forms of capitalism that may have existed in the American early colonial period, Wells' work does
raise certain questions that should be posed when considering the data. If it is true that the establishment

of the oppida and associated manufacturing industry are an aspect of an economic change linked to the
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employment of some equivalent to venture capital (whether this involves 'nouveau riche' capitalist
entrepreneurs or not), then w<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>