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Aschenplatze - the forgotten burial rituals 
of the Old Prussians 

Wojciech Wr6blewski 

Just after the World War I, in archaeological periodic 

"Pussia" was published a short paper, written by eminent 

Gennan archaeologist, Heinrich Kemke (1919). He con­

tinued discussion with Otto Tischlerwhich had been al­

ready started before 1914 (cf. Tischler, Kemke, 1902; 

Kemke, 1914). In his text H. Kemke mentioned excava­

tions onAschenplatz at Schulsteiner Miihle, on SamJand 

[Fig. 1:7]. That site, known also as Schulstein (now 

Volnoe, Kaliningradskaja Oblast', Russia), is situated less 

then 4 km to the east of famous cemetery at Kaup by 

Wiskiauten (now Mochovoe, Russia) [Fig. 1:10]. Ger­

man archaeologist did not described cemetery at 

Schulsteiner Miihle in details. He also did not explained 

the term Aschenplatz he used. Heinrich Kemke only 

pointed out that there was not possible to distinct any 

single grave complexes at Schulsteiner Miihle. It means 

no possibility to use O. Tischler method of correspon­

dence analysis, and consequently there was no possibility 

to establish relative chronology (Kemke, 1919,passim). 

The basic interpretation of the tennAschenplatz used 

by H. Kemke led to connect it with the place of funerary 

pyre. Such interpretation could be falsified by the other 

infonnation given by Gennan scholar - there were many 

selected artifacts recorded onAschenplatz at Schulsteiner 

Miihle, among them elements of horse harnesses and 

weaponry. After excavations they were filled 42 (forty 

two!) cartoon boxes. It is hard to believe that so many 

items had been left on the funerary pyre. The question 

arises - what could be the Prussian Aschenpliitze dated to 

early Mjddle Ages (eg. Viking Age)? Were they new (not 

fully described until now) type of burial practices? In my 

opinion - yes. 

In late phase of Migration Period (mid 7th c. - Phase E; 

cf. Engel, 1931a) in the Prussian lands disappeared some 

earlier archaeological cultures and groups, inter alia Elbl<tg 

Group (Okulicz, 1973, pp. 471-493; Kowalski, 2000), 

Olsztyn Group (or masurgennanische Kultur; cf. Bitner-

Wr6blewska, 2000; Kowalski, 2000; Nowakowski, 2000) 

and the Sudovian Culture (Kaczynski, 1976; Bitner­

Wr6blewska, 1994). All those culture units had been es­

tablished and characterized based on the funerary rites. 

From 8th c. in this territory there were no archaeologically 

recognized cemeteries (cf. Wr6blewski, 2006). An ex­

ception appeared Elbl<tg Height and Elbl<tg surrounding 

(Jagodzinski, 1997) as well as Samland (Nowakowski, 

1996). The latter had a significant position among Prus­

sian lands because, on one hand, there are archaeologically 

recognized cemeteries and, on the other hand, there were 

different kinds of funerary rites. The cemeteries recorded 

on SamJand remained almost exclusively cremation ones 

(Kulakov, 1990). Inhumation appeared a rare feature, in 

a few cases there were biritual cemeteries (for example 

Bludau [now Kostrovo, Russia], site 11; cf. Bezzenberger, 

1914a). Characteristic phenomenon of the Sarnland cem­

eteries appeared to be the skeleton horse graves. 

Aschenpliitze seem to be another, different category of 

Prussian cemeteries. As far as I know, the term 

Aschenplatz was used first by Otto Tischler in the end of 

19th c. (Tischler, 1878 [for Stazten/Stacze]; and especially: 

1891, pp. 100--101) to describe the phenomenon from 

well-known cemetery at Oberhof (now AukStkierniai near 

KJaipeda, west Lithuania) [Fig 1: 6]. Unfortunately, he 

did not define precisely this term. He did not also men­

tioned it in his earlier reports concerning excavations at 

Oberhof (cf. Tischler, 1888a; 1888b; 1889). But 

O. Tischler pointed out a large amount of artifacts found 

there (weaponry, spurs, stirrups, ornaments) as well as 

their chaotic location similar to Iron Age bog finds from 

Denmark (Tischler, 1891, pp. 100--101). He wrote also 

about skeleton horse graves recorded below the dispersed 

artifacts at Oberhof and about the analogies to Oberhof 

Aschenplatz in Lithuania, and Couronia in particular. 

What is very important this kind of burial rituals were 

recorded at the cemeteries being in use since the first 
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centuries after Christ, so they confirmed undisturbed tra­

dition to use the same necropolises over one thousand 

years (Tischler, 1891, p. 100). 

Undoubtely, OUo Tischler analyzed above all the re­

sults of his own excavations at Oberhof in 80. of 19th c. 

But it is also possible that a part of artifacts and descrip­

tions of Aschenplatz remained the results of investiga­

tions ofWilliam Krenzel-Beyme, the owner ofthe prop­

erty, who delivered them to archaeologist from 

Konigsberg. Such possibility might have been confirmed 

by the note in the paper of the Lithuanian scientist, 

V. Nagevicius, who mentioned a cemetery at Oberhof and 

wrote about collective graves discovered there 

(NageviCius, 1935). According to his description the 

deads were fired on one funerary pyre, while the accom­

panied them artifacts were put into the fire much later 

while they were not destroyed by flames. It is worth to 

point out that V. NageviCius used the old, Lithuanian name 

of Oberhof, namely Pluciai - it was an official name of 

the village up to 1873 and then was change into 

AukStkiemiai. It might have meant that Lithuanian ar­

chaeologist knew about the discoveries onAschenplatz 
(although he did not use this term) at Oberhof ca 13 years 

earlier then first excavation season of O. Tischler in 1886 

(Nagevicius, 1935, p. 109; cf. LAA, 1977, pp. 23-24)1. 

The scant remarks about this kind of sites concern for 

example former Linkau (Bezzenberger, 1900) [Fig. 1:4], 

Linkuhnen (now RZevskoe, Russia; cf. Engel, 1931a; 

1932; PM-A - files Linkuhnen) [Fig. 1:5] or former 

Seefeld (cf. Heydeck, 1909; PM-A - files Seefeld) 

[Fig. 1:8]. O. Tischler (1891) mentioned about another 
Aschenplatz at Dollkeim (now Kovrovo, Russia) 

[Fig. 1:1] cemetery as well as at Statzen (now Stacze near 

Goldap, Poland; cf. Tischler, 1878) [Fig. 1:9]. 

Aschenpliitze were probably known also from the other 

1 Dr Christine Reich from Museum fUr Vor- und 
Friihgeschichte in Berlin, who based on original field 
documentation of Otto Tischler sUIVived in the archive of 
Berlin museum, was able to locate the Aschenplatz on the 
plan of Oberhof cemetery. She presented results of her 
investigations on the Bait Seminar in Warsaw 25th of January 
2006 (cf. Reich, 2004/2005). I am very grateful dr Reich for 
long personal discussion and all detailed information on 
this subject. It was dr Rasa Banyte-RowelI from Lithuanian 
Institute of History in Vilnius, who pointed out my attention 
to V. NageviCius paper as well as safety guided me through 
the Lithuanian text. I would like to thank very much both 
colleagues for their friendly help and support. 
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Samland cemeteries as Laptau (now Muromskoe, Rus­

sia; cf. Bezzenbergeer, 1914b) [Fig. 1:15] or Bludaul 

Kostrovo, site 11 (Bezzenberger, 1914a) [Fig. 1:12] as 

well as from necropolis at Elbing-Benkenstein placed in 

Elbl~ region (now Elbl~-Zytno, Poland; cf. DOff, 1914; 

Kulakov, 1990, p. 19; Jagodziiiski, 1997, pp. 54-55) 

[Fig. 1:2], where except traditional cremation graves an 

oval ash layer of diameter 10 x 15 m was recorded. It 
produced burned human bones and a nwnber of artifacts, 

among others weaponry and elements of horse harnesses. 

Robert Dorrwho described this discovery interpreted it 

as collective grave, however he did not use the term 

Aschenplatz. 
V. I. Kulakov mentioned these phenomena in one of 

his works (Kulakov, 1990, pp. 19-20), although he did 

not understand this unknown form of Prussian funerary 

rites. Russian scholar described them as OCma11)KU 
nOZpe60JlbHOZO Kocmpa (ostatki pogriebalnovo kostra) , 
what means the rest of funerary pyre. But in my opinion, 

it might have been one possible interpretation, but not 

the only one. I also suggest that "funerary pyre" found at 

Klincovka-Irzekapinis (former Wikiau) [Fig. 1:14], or 

at Dobroe-Gora Velikanov (former Rantau-Hiinennberg) 

[Fig. 1:13], described by V.1. Kulakov (1990, p. 20), may 

be treated as either Prussian Aschenpliitze or collective 

cremation graves of west Lithuanian type (see remarks 

below). The complete publication of both cemeteries led 

us to decide all doubts. 

At the beginning of 30-ties of 20th c. Carl Engel 

(1931b) noted Aschenplatz at KrockenlKreki near 

Mohrungen/Mor~g (Poland) [Fig. 1:3]. In autumn 1932 

this researcher conducted rescue excavations at the next 

Aschenplatz, placed in the eastern part of Kaup cemetery 

(so-called Kleine Kaup) by Wiskiauten (cf. CEN). La­

conic information about Engel researches was given by 

Bernt von zur MiihJen, but he only mentioned that it had 

been the youngest part of the site dated to 12th-13th c. 

B. von zur Miihlen presumed that Kleine Kaup had func­

tioned after collapse of well-known barrow part of 

Wiskiauten cemetery. However he did not support his 

hypothesis by any arguments (von zur Miihlen, 1975; 

Wr6blewski, in print). 

The mystery of the origin and chronology of early 
Middle Ages PrussianAschenpliitze might have been, at 
least partly, solved by the German archive data recently 
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Fig. 1. Localization of the archaeological sites mentioned in paper. A -Aschenplatze: 1. Dollkeim (now Kovrovo, Russia); 2. 
Elbing-Benkenstein (now Elblqg-Zytno, Poland); 3. Krocken (now Kreki, Poland); 4. former Linkau (now in Russia); 5. 
Linkuhnen (now Rievskoe, Russia); 6. Oberhof (now AukStkiemiai [former Pluciai], Lithuania); 7. Schulstein/Schulsteiner 
Miihle (now Volnoe, Russia); 8. former Seefeld (now in Russia); 9. Statzen (now Stacze, Poland); 10. Wiskiauten (now 
Mochovoe, Russia); 11. Zophen (now Suvorovo, Russia). B - Supposed Aschenplatze: 12. B1udau, site 11 (now Kostrovo, 
Russia); 13. Dobroe-Gora Velikanov, Russia (former Rantau-Hiinennberg); 14. Klincovka-bzekapinis, Russia (former Wikiau); 
15. Laptau (now Muromskoe, Russia); 16. Purvyniai, Lithuania. C - Another sites: 17. Anduliai-Egliskiai, Lithuania (former 
Anduln); 18. Gride, Lithuania; 19. Marvele, Lithuania; 20. Szestno-Czamy Las, Poland (former Seehesten-SchwalZlVald) 

1 pav. Straipsnyje minim,-/: archeologini,-/: paminkl,-/: vieta. A - Aschenplatze 

discovered as well as descriptions scant in former and 

modem archaeological literature. 

I would like to start from archive data. I have been 

interested in PrussianAschenpliitze since autumn 2003 

when I had found a plan and profile ofAschenplatz Kleine 

Kaup by Wiskiauten [Fig. 2] in Carl Engel Nachlass (cf. 

CEN; so-called Rudolf Grentz Karteiteil), now kept in 

Schleswig2. The analysis of this drawing done in 1932 

allows to point out some significant conclusions. At first 

that the cemetery consisted of three layers of burials. The 

2 I would like to thank very much prof. dr hab. Calus von 
Carnap-Bornheim, director of Museum SchloB Gotorf in 
Schleswig, for his permission to publish this drawing. I would 
like also to thank very much dr Volker Hilberg for his kind 
help in studying those archive materials even before done 
the inventory. 
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Fig. 2. Localization ofAschenplm.z at Kaup by WiskiauteolMochovoe (signed by arrow); after von zur Miihlen, 1975. 

2 pay. Aschenplatz Kaupe prie VLSkiDufII / Mochovoje (paiymeta suelyte); pagal von zur MUhlen, 1975 

upper formed 30 cm thickness layer of funerary pyre 

(Aschenschnitt) in which the bridles, spear-heads, spurs 

and stirrups were scattered. The middle layer produced 

cremation human pit burials. Below them there were 
skeleton horse graves. It is worth to point out the ten­

dency to place the particular burial pits very close to 
each other and the fact that graves did not destroyed 

each other. On the small trench, ca 35 square meters, 16 
cremation graves and 17 skeleton horse graves had been 

discovered [Fig. 3]. Unfortunately, I have not found any 
description of this drawing of Aschenplatz done by 

C. Enge\. So it is not possible to answer two very impor­
tant questions: 
1. we do not know if three burial layers visible in this 

drawing concern simultaneously situation or there are 
three different types of funerary rites dated to differ­
ent periods; 
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2. we do not know also how those different burial layers 

should be dated. 
It is possible to answer on the latter question concern­

ing the highest layer, Aschenschnitt; it produced artifacts 
dated surely to early Middle Ages (Viking Age). It could 

be confirmed by the detail analysis of the original drawing 
of C. Engel plan found in survived part of the Prussia­
Museum Archive, kept now in Berlin (PM-A - file 

Wiskiauten, no 552/12). The most important argument 

appears a nwnerous series of stirrups, found onAschenplatz 

at Wiskiauten, known in this part of Europe not earlier 

then 8tIL9th c (Swicrtoslawski, 1990, pp. 20-32). Stirrups 
from Wiskiauten seem to be a little bit later and could be 
dated to 10th-11th c. (type III/C; cf. Swicrtoslawski, 1990, 
fig. 18 and Charts 1). It is more difficult to date both pit 

burials and horse graves. A clear tendency to place the 
former above the horse burials suggests they are 
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Kaup bei 'w'iskiauten. Kr.fi!>thhau!>en. 
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Fig. 3. Plan and profile of the Aschenp/atz at K1eine Kaup bei WiskiautenIMochovoe (excavations 1932); after CEN. 

3 pav. Aschenplatz Kleine Kaup prie ViskiautIJ / Mochovoje - planas ir skersinis pjuvis (1932 m. tyrinejimai); pagal CEN 

chronogically connected. It is supposed to join all burial 

levels because in some cases stirrups were found close 

to the horse trunk. Although we could not be sure that 

the artifacts drawn in the plan had been originally placed 

in different layers or they were drawn on one, the same 

level. 

Concluding it is possible to point out two opposite 

hypothesis concerning the chronology ofAschenplatz in 

Wiskiauten: 

1. it was one-phase cemetery, used probably in 

10th_11th cc.; in such case we are able to speculate 

how looked another Prussian Aschenpliitze of Early 

Medieval; 

2. it was two-phases cemetery; in those case the older 

gravefield of Dollkeim/Kovrovo Culture (Nowa­

kowski, 1996) was covered by the Early Medieval cem­

etery ofAschenplatz type. 

The latter hypothesis might have been surprised but 

we should remember that it was already Nils Aberg who 

mentioned about artifacts dated to the Early Migration 

Period (phase D = second half of 4th c. - first half of 

5th c.) and discovered at Kaup by Wiskiauten (Aberg, 
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Fig. 4. Kaup bei Wiskiauten/Mochovoe: the artifacts of the Late Roman Period (Phase Cl and Early Migration Period 
(Phase D); after FJA. 
-I pav. Kaup prie Viskiautl! / Mocizol'oje. Romelliskojo laikolwT'io (e periodas) ir laull! krauslwllosi laikotarpuio (/) periodas) 
radilliai; pagal FJA 
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1919, p. 159). It finds its confirmation in archive of 
Latvian archaeologist, Feliks J akobson, now kept in Riga 

(cf. FJA). There is a drawing of crossbow star-footed 
brooch3 belonged in category to classic type 11 according 
to A. Bitner-Wr6blewska (1991) classification [Fig. 4]. 

Another site ofAschenplatz type, about which we are able 
to tell more, is mentioned above Schulsteiner Miihle. 

Some artifacts from this place were published by W. Gaerte 

(1929). But it has turned out that W. Gaerte published 
only a selected examples of them [Fig. 5]4. In Prussia­

Museum Archive, in Berlin, there is almost complete 

documentation done by H. Kernke (PM-A, files no: 848/1, 

848/2, 848/3 and 848/4). In 2004 I had an occasion to 
study those files. There are both hand-writing notes, 

sketches of particular specimens with short descriptions 
and incomplete lists of items packed into those, already 

mentioned, 42 cartoon boxes. Thanks these data we know 

that Schulsteiner Miihle produced all together above 200 

artifacts. Among them there were swords, battle axes, 

spear-heads, spurs, horse bridles, different elements of 

horse harness, for example buckles and also elements of 

human costume as penannular brooches and belt sets as 

well as bronze bowls and clay vessels. And last, but not 

least - the most quantity category of finds, namely stir­

rups [Fig. 6]5. 
Survived documentation, even not complete, allows 

us to recognize the types of most of the finds and date 

them. So we are able to know the chronological frame­

work of the site. Although I have not yet finished the 

3 I would like to thank very much dr Arnis RadiQs, 
director of National History Museum of Latvia in Riga, for 
his permission to publish archive data from Wiskiauten and 
Seefeld (see below: Fig. 7) and llinis Ciglis MA, the leader of 
Archaeological Department in this museum, for his friendly 
help in studying the Feliks lakobson archive. 

4 Cf. Gaerte, 1929, p. 327 (Abb. 263:a-b, d), p. 329 
(Abb. 264:d), p. 330 (Abb. 265:g, i), p. 332 (Abb. 267:a, c, h), 
p. 337 (Abb. 271:f), p. 338 (Abb. 272:a), p. 341 (Abb. 274:a, 
d), p. 344 (Abb. 277:b--c, e), p. 245 (Abb. 278:b, d-e), p. 346 
(Abb. 279:c), p. 347 (Abb. 280:a), p. 382 (Taf. XIV:b-c), 
p. 383 (Taf. XV:a), p. 384 (Taf. XVI:a). 

5 I am very grateful prof. dr hab. Wilfried Menghin, 
director Museum flir Vor- und Friihgeschichte in Berlin, 
for his permission to publish archive data from Schulsteiner 
Miihle. I would like also to thank dr Horst Wieder who 
assisted me in studying the Prussia archive. 

analysis of Schulsteiner Miihle, I could say that the chro­
nology of Schulsteiner Miihle is compatible to the dating 
of Aschenplatz at Wiskiauten. However, part of items 
from Schulsteiner Miihle may be also dated to the 12th or 
even beginning of 13th c. 

In a book published recently by Y.1. Kulakov (2004) on 
Tischler researches at DollkeimlKovrovo cemetery in 

1879, there are infonnation about several Early Middle 
Ages artifacts found at the site. There are both specimens 
published already in 19th c. by A. Jentzsch (1896) and 

those discovered by Russian archaeologists in the end of 

20th c. It seems that at least part of the finds in question 
did not only come from the destroyed cremation graves, 

as Y.1. Kulakov suggested, but also from the destroyed 

Aschenschnitt. The same situation concerns also 

Aschenplatz at fonner Seefeld, where J. Heydeck (1909) 

observed the concentration offinds, although he did not 

describe them as graves (Grab). He used a French tenn 
Depot - in the meaning "concentration" or "deposition" 

[Fig. 7]. 
The infonnation concerningAschenplatz at Zophen 

(now Suvorovo, Russia) needs a special attention 

[Fig. 1:11]. This cemetery was excavated in 1928 and ten 

years later was worked out by Herbert Heym, although 
he never published his dissertation. H. Heym mentioned 

about Spiitheidnische Aschenplatz at Zophen, placed in 

central part ofthe cemetery. Y.1. Kulakov (1990, p. 20, 

64-71, pI. IX-XXIII) referred to materials from Zophen/ 

Suvorovo in such way that it is hard to recognize the 

source of information - H. Heym disseration, papers of 

W. Gaerte (1931) and W. La Baume (1944) or archive of 

Museum History and Art in Kaliningrad. The only vol­

ume ofH. Heym dissertation (Heym, 1938) is kept at the 
Archaeological Museum in PoznaiJ.6 . It should be under-

6 As far as I know Russian colleague never received a 
permission to publish drawings, photos and descriptions from 
H. Heym work - maybe because he never asked for such 
permission ... It is also worth to point out that V.I. Kulakov 
information about Zophen remains very uncertain. For 
example he wrote about 289 graves discovered at Zophen/ 
Suvorovo (Kulakov, 1990, p. 20) while according to the 
inventory book there were 502 graves - among them 296 
human graves, 30 graves with both human and horse burials 
and 57 horse graves (all together 383). It seems to be possible 
that the rest of inventory numbers - 119 - might have been 
connected (?!?) with the concentration of artifacts (Depot) 
from Aschenplatz in the central part of the cemetery. 
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Fig. 5. Aschenp/atz at Schulsteiner MiihleNolnoe: selected artifacts published by W. Gaerte (1929). 

5 pav. Aschenplatz Schulsleiner Miihle / Volnoje vieloVl?je. Dalis W. Gaertes (1929) publikuOllj daiktlj 
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lined that Y.I. Kulakov did not use the termAschenplatz 

known from H. Heym monograph. German scientist con­

nected Aschenplatz at Zophen/Suvorovo with the latest 

phase of the cemetery and dated it to decline of 12th c. and 

to 13 th c. He made also an important remark that the 

biggest concentration of horse graves at Zophen was placed 

in the area ofAschenplatz. 

Undoubtedly Prussian Aschenpliitze dated to the Early 

Mediaeval are worth to further detailed studies. We may 

have found the next data about the already known sites as 

well as information about the other sites of this type in 

archive sources. After detail analysis it will be possible to 

recognize the origin and chronology of those impressive 

burial practices and their connections with the rites in 

the neighbour areas. 

Already in this stage of our knowledge I am able to 

suggest thatAschenpliitze were specific kind of cemeter­
ies (lOth/ll th_13th cc.) where only the warriors had been 

buried7. This feature turns our attention into the territo­

ries to the north of Prussian land, namely to Lithuania. I 

mean so-called collective warrior graves known from cen­

tral Lithuania (for example Marve\e [Fig. 1:19], cf. 

M. Bertasius, 2002, 80-96)8 and Couronia (for example 

Anduln/Anduliai-Egliskiai [Fig. 1:17]9, cf. Bitner­

Wroblewska, Bliujiene, Wroblewski, 2003, s. 189; and 

Grieze [Fig. 1:18], cf. Varnas, 1982; 1984). 

Another characteristic connected Prussian Aschen­

pliitze with Lithuanian graves remains certain features of 

the way of weapon deposition. According to the informa­

tion given by E. Hollack (1903, p. 211) aboutAschenplatz 

7 The only exception may be Aschenplatz at Oberhof 
where a large amount of ornaments where recorded and 
only a single finds of weaponry and horse harnesses. I am 
grateful dr Ch. Reich for the infonnation. It is possible that 
this untypical situation of Aschenplatz in Oberhof, with such 
set of artifacts, is the result that the archaeological data 
from there are far from being complete (see above). 

8 The work of M. Bertasius remains the only such 
complete presentation of Early Medieval collective graves 
from Lithuania. He collected the list of above 20 sites with 
collective graves (Bertasius, 2002, Fig. 30), he also mentioned 
analogies from OstpreufJen and pointed out the probably 
common idea of origins of Prussian Aschenpliitze and 
Lithuanian collective graves. 

9 Collective graves at Anduln/Anduliai-Egliskiai are 
known from unpublished excavations of J. Kanarskas in 1988. 
Lithuanian archaeologist dated them to the end of 11 th c. 

at Statzen/Stacze the spear-heads had been driven verti­

cally into the soil. Maybe in this way the particular buri­

als were originally marked. V. Kazakevicius and 

A. Malonaitis (2004) have recently written about the simi­

lar custom observed in Lithuania. 

Another cemetery connected with Lithuanian collec­

tive graves from Early Middle Ages appears to be 

Purvyniai [Fig. 1:16] near Aukstadvaris (ca 50 km SW 

from Vilnius). The necropolis was excavated in 1937 by 

Jonas Puzinas, but it has been recently worked out by 

G. Zabiela lO• It is also possible - I suppose - that the 

remains of collective warriors graves at Purvynai feature 

more similarities with Prussian Aschenpliitze than with 

the other Lithuanian collective graves. 

On the margine it is worth to mention another type of 

Prussian collective graves dated to Early Medieval, namely 

distinguished by myself recently burials type Czamy Las 

(Wroblewski, 2000). They were first observed during ex­

cavations on the Galindian hill-fort at Szestno-Czamy Las 

[Fig. 1:20] near Mr'lgowo, Poland (former Seehesten­

Schwamvald near Sensburg). Burials type Czamy Las 

were placed on the functioning hill-fort dated to the turn 

of 10th and Iph c. (Wroblewski, 2000; 2003) and this 

feature remains the main difference between the latter 

and all other mentioned above collective burials. Accord­

ing to the recent, unpublished analysis the burials type 

Czamy Las were placed under the floor of the dwelling 

house, probably under the special room - so-called ''white 

room"ll. It may be treated as "mortuary room" - playing 

both sacrum and profanum roles, the former connected 

with the ancestors worship l2. It is worth to underlined 

10 See G. Zabiela article on Purvynai materials in this 
volume of "Archaeologia Lituana" 

11 The term "white room" is known in Slavonic 
ethnography. The traditional Slavonic dwelling house 
consisted of three main parts: hall in the center and two 
rooms situated on both sides of the hall- "white room" and 
"black room". The "black room", with oven or fire place, 
was used as a kitchen, dinning room and sleeping room, its 
walls were often black because of the smoke. The opposite 
"white room" with white walls remained the special place in 
the house for the guests and special meals, also connected 
with burial practice (cf. Moszynski, 1967, p. 567-568). 

12 The researches on the production and dwellings areas 
on the hill-fort at Szestno-Czarny Las were carried out by 
the author with collaboration of T. Nowakiewicz (the 
planigraphy of the artifacts) and A. Kalinowska (the analysis 
of the stone pavements). 
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that we know special "mortuary houses" recorded in the 

Finnish environment (cf. Golubieva, 1987, p. 68-70, 80, 

pI. XXV:3-4; and Magi, 2004; 2005). 

The osteological analysis of burnt human and animal 

bones found at Szestno-Czamy Las offers insight into 

unique data concerned cremation and funerary rites of 

ancient Prussians (Sabacinski, 2002). Some of them were 

connected with probable cutting the head (?) of dead be­

fore cremation. All these observation should be included 

in further researches on funerary rites of peoples settled 

the south-eastern Baltic zone - Prussians (Aschenpliitze 

and burials of Czarny Las type), Couronians and 

Lithuanians (collective graves) as well as Finnish tribes 

(cemeteries of tarand type). 
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A5CHENPl..ATZE - PAMIRŠTA VIDURAMŽiŲ PRŪSŲ LAIDOSENA 

Wojciech Wr6blewski 

Santrauka 

Tautų kraustymosi laikotarpio pabaigoje prūsų žemėse iVY­
ko ryškus laidosenos pokytis. Nuo VII a. antrosios pusės 
didesnėje prūsų žemių dalyje trūksta archeologiškai atseka­
mų laidojimo vietų. Vėlyvesnių kapinynų (klasikine šio žodžio 
prasme) yra žinoma tik Sambijoje ir Elbliongo (Elbingo (EI­
bląg» aukštumos rajone. Daugiausia tai yra kapinynai, ku­
riuose kapai - degintiniai, rečiau griautiniai, išimtiniais atve­
jais aptinkama biritualinių nekropolių. Būtent Sambijoje 
X amžiuje pasirodo ypatingos mirusiųjų laidojimo vietos, 
senesnėje vokiškoje archeologinėje literatūroje pavadintos 
Aschenpliitze terminu. Šis straipsnis yra po ilgos pertaukos 
pirmas bandymas apžvelgti šiuos intriguojančius (ir šiek tiek 
užmirštus) prūsų ankstyvųjų viduramžių kapinynus. 

Terminas Aschenpliitze, pirmą kartą pavartotas O. Tis­
chlerio (1878), niekada nebuvo tiksliau apibrėžtas. Žinome 
tik tiek, kad vokiečių archeologai ji vartojo vėlyviems pago­
niškiems (Spiilheidnische) bendriems degintiniams kapams 
ivardyti, kad išbarstytų mirusiųjų degintų kauliukų sluoks­
nis (Aschenschnilt) galėjo būti apie 30 cm storio ir užimti 
kelis šimtus kvadratinių metrų, kad šiame sluoksnyje tarp 
aptinkamų radinių daugiausia buvo ginklų (kalavijai, kirviai, 
ietigaliai) ir žirgo aprangos daiktų (žąsiai, pentinai, balno 
kilpos), kad šie daiktai buvo be deginimo pėdsakų ir būdavo 
be tvarkos išmėtomi deginimo sluoksnyje ir kartais sudary­
davo krūveles, kurias galima apibūdinti prancūzišku žodžiu 
depOt (Seefeldo atvejis). Thip pat žinome, kad šie neiPrasti 
palaidojimai buvo bendri prūsų karių degintiniai kapai (chro­
nologija nuo X-XI iki XIII amžiaus), labai dažnai irengiami 
"normaliuose", ilgą laiką naudojamuose kapinynuose. 

Mes nežinomeAswchenpliilZe kilmės, nedaug žinome apie 
jų išvaizdą, chronologiją ir paplitimo ribas. Daugiausia in­
formacijos galime rasti XIX a. pabaigos - XX a. pradžios 
vokiškose publikacijose, taip pat išlikusiuose archyvuose, ku­
rie tapo prieinami tik prieš keletą metų. Tai nėra daug. 
Tačiau ši informacija, nors ir fragmentiška, daugeliu atvejų 
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yra labai tiksli. Žinome, kaip galėjo atrodyti prūsiški 
Aschenpliitze (Kleine Kaup prie Viskiautų I Mochovoje), ži­
nome, kokios ikapės dėtos mirusi esi ems (Schulsteiner 
Miihle /Volnoje), taip pat kad Aschenpliitze galėjo būti jau 
naudojamuose kelis šimtmečius kapinynuose (Oberhof I 
Aukštkiemiai, Linkuhnen I Rževskoje, Elbing-Benkenstein I 
Elbląg-Zytno, Zohpen I Suvorovo) arba sudaryti atskirus 
kapinynus (KrOcken I Kreki, Statzen I Stacze, buvę Linkau ir 
Seefeld). 

Taip pat manome, kad ateities studijose šie neiprasti 
vikingų laikotarpio prūsų kapinynai bus lyginami su kitais 
grupiniais kapais, žinomais iš prūsų žemių (vadinamieji Czar­
ny Las tipo palaidojimai, irengti naudojamose gyvenvietė­
se), taip pat su lietuviškais ir kuršiškais kapais bei su vakarų 
finougrų Tarond tipo kapais. Ateities tyrinėjimuose bus atsi­
žvelgta i bendrą grupinių kapų idėją, atlikta detali palygina­
moji ivairių vietų ikapių analizė, tarp jų papročio vertikaliai 
smeigti ietigalius i žemę, kuris žinomas iš kai kurių As­
chenpliilze (Statzen I Stacze) ir dalies Lietuvos kapinynų. 
Labai svarbi bus degintinių žmonių kaulų antropologinė ana­
lizė. Antropologiniai tyrinėjimai iš Szestna - Czamy Las ro­
do, kad viena iš ateities tyrinėjimų ir samprotavimų proble­
mų gali būti kaukolės kaulų deginimo laipsnių analizė (mi­
rusiojo dekapitacija prieš paguldant kūną ant laužo?). 

Jau dabar nekyla abejonių, kad iki šiol sukaupta infor­
macija apie grupinius degintinius Aschenpliitze tipo kapus 
leidžia kitaip pažvelgti i viduramžių kronikininkų pateiktus 
duomenis apie žuvusius mūšiuose kuršių ir prūsų karius, 
kurie buvo kartu deginami ant laidotuvių laužo. 

Čia paminėti tyrinėjimų duomenys yra tik jžanginio po­
būdžio, pirmiausia dėl nepakankamos šaltinių bazės. Vis 
dėlto atrodo, kad šiame straipsnyje pateikti pastebėjimai 
tikriausiai leis ateityje išskirti kitus Aschenpliitze tipo kapi­
nynus, ir ištirti juos šiuolaikiniais archeologinių tyrinėjimų 
metodais. 

Iš lenkų kalbos vertė M. Michelbertas 

[teikta 2006 m. rugsėjo mėn. 


