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Eggs as Offerings in  
Tenth-Eleventh Century Necropolises*

Aurel Dragotă

Abstract: Beyond their possible symbolic functions, egg offerings (Gallus gallus dom.) were noted in the context 
of the Sîntana de Mureş‑Cerneahov Culture and also in the Slavic and Magyar world of the seventh‑eleventh century.

In tenth‑century necropolises, egg offerings were placed in the following anatomical positions: 
a. by the lower left limb/area of articulation of the shank and foot, outside, or in the area of the metatarsus 

bones; on the left knee cap and above the pelvis, on the right side;
b. by the lower left limb/on the outside and near the articulation of the femur and shank bones; near the 

phalanges of the left lower limb;
c. in the area of the left shank, near a ceramic vessel;
d. above the pelvis on the left/right side, inside;
e. more rarely in the area of the skull;
f. inside a ceramic vessel;
g. in the area of the armpit, on the left and right side of the body;
h. between the shanks; 
If in certain cases the offering of eggs plays the role of a food appendix, I do not exclude the possibility 

that it was a habit connected to the beginning of a new life, related to the gender of the deceased, so that the 
deposition was made on the left side of women and on the right side of men.

Another observation regards the tombs of children, where the deposition was made on the left or right side 
of the armpit, above the pelvis on the left or on the right, in the articulation area of the humerus and radius/on 
the inside, on the knee cap and between the shanks.

Egg offerings are generally found between once and three times in one given necropolis, rarely more often 
than that (Majs). The habit of placing egg offerings is more often encountered during the second half of the tenth 
century until the middle of the eleventh century. 

Keywords: offering, egg, place of deposition, habit, symbol.

Eggs (Gallus gallus dom.) have been perceived as a symbol of life, of resurrection, of the afterlife, or 
of a new life. Such offerings are most often encountered in children’s tombs and more rarely in those 
of adults. In certain situations, one cannot exclude the role of eggs as food appendices1. Beyond 
their possible symbolic value, egg offerings have been noted in the context of the Sîntana de Mureş‑
Cerneahov Culture,2 but also in the Slavic, Avar, or Magyar world of the seventh‑eleventh century.

The deposition of egg offerings in the Slavic milieu of the seventh‑ninth century has been noted in 
a number of necropolises. For example, the necropolis in Balchik, used after the year 680, revealed egg 
offerings in six tombs, out of which five were inhumation tombs and one was an incineration tomb, 
and most of them were attributed to children (M. 196, M. 197, M. 236, M. 251) and the other to adults 
(M. 279, M. 205/incineration). The tombs were oriented E‑W and N‑S and the egg offerings were 
placed in the area of the skull, near the upper limbs or in a cup deposited by the right leg. The habit 
was also identified in other necropolises from Bulgarian, in Kyulevcha/M. 28, 65 and Bdintsi, where 
eggs were deposited in the area of the skull, on one side of the skeleton, or in the area of the armpit. 

Egg offerings (symbol of immortality) are a ritual attested in the proto‑Bulgarian milieu, where it 
was correlated to the role of the dog in pagan tradition. The egg is interpreted as a “gift” requested by 
a dog, considered to be a guide of souls (psychopomp) in the after world3.

* English translation: Ana M. Gruia.
1 Rejholcová 1995, 18.
2 Dragotă et al. 2009, 12, 23.
3 Chobanov 2009, 301–305.
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Egg offerings also feature in a series of discoveries made in the milieu of the Western Slavs4. In the 
seventh‑eighth century necropolis in Radvaň nad Dunajom, the offering of Gallus g. dom. was depos‑
ited in several tombs, in different anatomical positions: 

a. by the lower limbs: in the area of the right shank (M. 4 /girl, inf. I?)5; on the outside of the 
right shank (M. 6 /male, 50–60 years of age)6; by the lower limbs, between the knee caps (M. 10 /juv.?, 
15–16 years of age)7; on the right knee cap (M. 11 /juv.?, 14–15 years of age)8; on the inside of the left 
femur, close to the knee cap (M. 19 /male, 30–40 years of age; M. 101/female, juv.‑ad., 18–20 years of 
age9);10 between the shanks (M. 29 /female, 50–60 years of age 11; M. 99 /juv., 18–20 years of age)12; 
outside the right leg, parallel to the metatarsal bones (M. 84 /male, 40–50 years of age)13; outside the 
feet, on the left side (M. 44 /male, 20–30 years of age)14, on the outside of the left shank (M. 98 /male, 
30–40 years of age15), on the outside of the left femur, near the knee cap (M. 20 /female, 50–60 years 
of age)16 and on the left side of the metatarsal bones, near a ceramic vessel (M. 108 /girl, inf. I, 5 years 
of age)17. 

b. by the upper limbs: by the left arm (M. 13 /male, 30–40 years of age)18, near the left forearm 
(M. 49 /juv.)19, and on the outside of the left arm, by the articular area between humerus and forearm 
(M. 81 /female, 40–50 years of age)20.

c. by the skull, near the mandible (M. 83 /girl, inf. II, 10–12 years of age)21;
Remains of egg offerings were also found, in this necropolis, in other tombs belonging to children 

and adults: M. 16 (male, 40–50 years of age)22, M. 21 (male)23, M. 30 (male, 40–50 years of age)24, 
M. 47 (male, 40–50 years of age)25, M. 57 (male, 30–40 years of age)26, M. 63 (female?), 50–60 years 
of age)27, M. 66 (female, 30–40 years of age)28, M. 73 (female?, 50–60 years of age)29, M. 105 (young 
female, inf. II, 10–11 years of age)30, M. 110 (young female, inf. I, 1 year of age)31, M. 11232, M. 119 
(female, 50–60 years of age)33, M. 120 (female, 30–40 years of age)34, M. 121 and M.12835.

In this context one can also mention the discoveries from Nitra‑Zobor (M. 15)36 and Vel’kom 
Grobe (M. 77, M. 3/48) dated to the ninth‑tenth century37. In Nitra‑Lupka, in the necropolis dated to 

4 Dostál 1966, 29.
5 Točik 1992, 26.
6 Točik 1992, 26sq.
7 Točik 1992, 28.
8 Točik 1992, 28.
9 Točik 1992, 47.
10 Točik 1992, 30.
11 Točik 1992, 32.
12 Točik 1992, 47.
13 Točik 1992, 44.
14 Točik 1992, 35sq.
15 Točik 1992, 47.
16 Točik 1992, 30sq.
17 Točik 1992, 48.
18 Točik 1992, 29.
19 Točik 1992, 37.
20 Točik 1992, 43.
21 Točik 1992, 43sq.
22 Točik 1992, 29.
23 Točik 1992, 31.
24 Točik 1992, 33.
25 Točik 1992, 36sq.
26 Točik 1992, 39.
27 Točik 1992, 40.
28 Točik 1992, 41.
29 Točik 1992, 41sq.
30 Točik 1992, 48.
31 Točik 1992, 49.
32 Točik 1992, 49sq.
33 Točik 1992, 51.
34 Točik 1992, 51sq.
35 Točik 1992, 52sq.
36 Hanuliak 2004, 272; Chropovský 1978, 101.
37 Chropovský 1957, 197.
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the middle of the ninth century, such offerings consist of between one (M. 18, M. 19, M. 27, M. 31, 
M. 53) and three eggs (M. 51). M. 87 (young female) included hair rings, one knife, and the remains of 
three eggs deposited on the left side of the body, 10 cm away from the perineum38.

In Čakajovce, egg offerings were mainly placed in children’s tombs, in the following anatomical 
areas: near the right temporal and occipital bone (M. 349, M. 725), under the right leg (M. 94), and on 
the outside of the lower limbs (M. 411, M. 447, and M. 635)39.

Egg offerings were placed in the tombs of juv. (M. 94)40, inf. III/girls 7–14 years of age (M. 34941, 
M. 411/horiz. A42, M. 635/horiz. C43, M. 725/horiz. C44) that had as inventory pottery vessels (1–3 
pieces), knives, earrings, bucket, beads, shapes I–II, 12, 4 and finger ring. In M. 447/female, mat. I 
(horiz. A), the egg offerings features in relation to a pottery vessel, earrings, and a bucket of which the 
iron fittings have been preserved45. 

The frequency of egg offerings in children’s tombs, and more rarely in adults’ tombs, is also noted 
in horizon III of the necropolis in Malé Kosihy46. Egg offerings consisted of a single egg (M. 30, M. 43, 
M. 200, M. 505, M. 509), two (M. 41), and three (M. 42), placed on the grave.

The number of eggs and the place of deposition varied: 
a. on the inside of the right arm, in the armpit area, the remains of two eggs (M. 41 /inf. II, horiz. 

III; Pl. 1/2)47;
b. in the area of the left armpit – one egg, while two other eggs were placed to the left and to the 

right of the pelvic bone (M. 42 /inf. II, horiz. III; Pl. 1/3)48;
c. right of the elbow, by the articulation, on the outside, shells from one egg (M. 43/F? mat., horiz. 

III; Pl. 1/4)49; 
d. on the right, outer side of the shank, in the articulation area with the tarsus bones, remains 

from one egg (M. 30 / F. ad., horiz. III; Pl. 1/1), in association with shapes 4, I–II, 36, beads and one 
circular fragment from a perforated silver plate50; 

e. between the shanks (M. 200/inf. II, horiz. III; Pl. 1/5) – in combination with beads and one coin 
Eudes, Toulouse/887–898/left of the mandible51; 

f. in the articulation area between the right humerus and the forearm, on the inside (M. 505 /inf. 
II; Pl. 1/6)52; 

g. in the articulation area between the left humerus and the forearm, on the inside (M. 509 /inf. 
II, horiz. III; Pl. 1/7) – in combination with two rings I–II53.

In the tenth‑century necropolis in Tekovský Hrádok/M. 3 the egg offering was placed in a pottery 
vessel deposited by the left lower limb54.

In Ptuj/M. 387 egg remains were deposited on the inner part of the left femur55 and between the 
shank bones (M. 385/female), in association with shapes 12, I–II, 10 and 1 b Giesler (Pl. I/8)56.

Some voices in the specialized literature have suggested the hypothesis that the habit under 
analysis is usually encountered in a single tomb of a necropolis and more rarely during the eleventh 

38 Chropovský 1962, 194.
39 Rejholcová 1995, 18.
40 Rejholcová 1995, 11.
41 Rejholcová 1995, 37.
42 Rejholcová 1995, 44.
43 Rejholcová 1995, 70sq.
44 Rejholcová 1995, 79sq.
45 Rejholcová 1995, 48.
46 Hanuliak 1994, 65sq, 118sq, 127, 137.
47 Hanuliak 1994, 118, Pl. VI‑D.
48 Hanuliak 1994, 118, Pl. VI‑E.
49 Hanuliak 1994, 119, Pl. VII‑B.
50 Hanuliak 1994, 118, Pl. V‑B.
51 Hanuliak 1994, 127, Pl. XLII‑C.
52 Hanuliak 1994, 137, Pl. XCIV‑A.
53 Hanuliak 1994, 137, Pl. XCIII‑F.
54 Nevizánsky‑Kujovský 1991, 553, 556.
55 Korošec 1999, 27, Pl. 40/1.
56 Tušek 1981, 17; Korošec 1999, 27, 131, Pl. 39/13.



186    ◆    Aurel Dragotă

century. Eggs feature in “middle class” necropolises, in the area of the articulations and genitals, in 
children’s tombs with predilection57.

In Alba Iulia‑ Izvorul Împăratului archaeologists have noted the presence of egg offerings in some of 
the tenth‑century tombs, but one does not know the exact anatomical position in which they were depos‑
ited58. During researched performed on this site in 2014 I have identified egg offerings in the following 
anatomical positions: left of the pelvis (M. 2), by the left humerus (M. 9) and between the shanks (M. 4)59.

In another necropolis from Alba Iulia – Str. Brînduşei, egg remains were identified in different 
positions. In M. 15 (adult), the egg offering was deposited inside a pottery vessel60, while in M. 17 
three eggs were deposited in the area of the left lower limb61. In other tombs (M. 155/female, M. 175) 
the egg offering was deposited by the right lower limb. The funerary inventory consisted of a Kecel 
buckle, an iron knife, rings 13, and one pottery vessel by the right lower limb62.

The presence of egg offerings was noted in several tombs dated to the second half of the tenth 
century, in the necropolis of Pîclişa‑ La Izvoare. M. 25 (girl) had, as funerary inventory, one collar 1 a, 
beads and rings 13 Giesler, and egg shells deposited by the right lower limb. In another tomb (M. 30/
girl?) that included as funerary inventory one necklace 1 a and rings 13 Giesler, the egg offering was 
near a pottery vessel deposited between the lower limbs. Other egg remains have been identified in M. 
30 (woman) in the area of the left armpit and by the left shank, in the proximity of a pottery vessel. 
The inventory of this tomb consisted of a loom weight, a silver pendant, and rings 13 Giesler63. 

In the necropolis in Letkés‑Téglaégető II/M. 40 (girl) egg remains were deposited near the legs. 
The tomb’s funerary inventory consisted of one finger ring, shape 4, and a spiral twisted plate item64. 

In Letkés‑Téglaégető I/M. 21 (girl, 5–8 years of age) egg remains were identified on the inside of 
the left arm65. In M. 66 (girl, 8–12 years of age), the offering was deposited outside of the right ankle. 
The funerary inventory consisted of two temple rings and two finger rings made of semicircular plate 
with open dimension66. 

Egg offerings were noted in several situations in the necropolis from Majs (17% tombs belonging 
to females, 22 % to males, and 61 % to children), while the anatomical positions in which they were 
deposited varied: behind the skull, on the chest, by the legs, pelvis, and thorax67. 

a. egg fragments deposited left of the pelvis, in association to a denarius issued by Andrew I (M. 
224/ male mat.)68; egg remains in the area of the pelvis, in combination with hair rings with one 
S‑shaped end (M. 286/fem. ad.)69; 

b. in the area of the chest (M. 654)70; right of the chest, hen egg shells (M. 481/inf. II71); 
c. in the area of the right femur, egg shells (M. 67 /inf. I72; M. 474/inf. I) in combination with 

beads, finger ring, and a denarius issued by Andrew I73. 
d. by the left lower limb, shell remains from one or two eggs (M. 6 /fem. ad. mat.; M. 42/inf. II)74; 

egg shell remains near the bones of the right leg (M. 65 /masc. ad. mat) 75; (goose ?) egg shells in the 
area of the limbs, in association with a pottery vessel (M. 513/b. mat.)76; bird egg offerings and one 

57 Tettamanti 1975, 109.
58 Blăjan 2002, 33; Blăjan 2007, 5 sqq.
59 Dragotă et al. 2014.
60 Drâmbărean et al. 1998 a, 4.
61 Drâmbărean et al. 1998 a, 4; Drâmbărean et alii 1998 b, 188sq; Dragotă et al. 2009, 83.
62 Dragotă et al. 2009, 62sq, 83.
63 Dragotă et al. 2013, 147.
64 Bakay 1978, 101, Pl. XLIX/1–2.
65 Bakay 1978, 67.
66 Bakay 1978, 84, Fig. 92/5.
67 Kiss 1983, 159.
68 Kiss 1983, 91.
69 Kiss 1983, 95.
70 Kiss 1983, 120.
71 Kiss 1983, 107.
72 Kiss 1983, 81.
73 Kiss 1983, 107, T. 40.
74 Kiss 1983, 79.
75 Kiss 1983, 81.
76 Kiss 1983, 110.



Eggs as Offerings in Tenth-Eleventh Century Necropolises     ◆    187

pottery vessel were deposited near the lower limb (?) (M. 573/inf. I.)77; goose (?) egg remains were 
identified by the lower limb (M. 72 /inf. I)78; to the left side of the leg, remains from three eggs (M. 
735/inf. I79); inside the right femur (M. 112/male, mat.80);

e. between the shanks (M. 11 female, sen.)81; near the shank bones (?), two hen eggs in combina‑
tion with bronze bracelets (M. 592/inf. I)82.

f. deposition consisting of egg remains in the area of the right humerus (M. 28 /inf. I; M. 790/inf. 
I); egg shells by the left humerus (M. 33/inf. II; M. 53 /fem. ad.)83; near the left arm (M. 781/inf. I84); 
three egg shells on the inside, in the area of the right clavicle (M. 828/fem. ad.85);

g. egg remains by the middle of the tibia (?) (M 29 /masc. sen.)86; pottery vessel and egg offering 
by the left tibia (M. 487/b. mat.)87; two hen egg shell fragments near the right peroneus (M. 328 /
fem. sen.88); 

h. egg shell fragments behind the skull (M. 58 /inf. I)89; egg remains left of the skull (M. 55 /fem. 
Mat90; M. 484/fem. ad. mat.)91; egg remains were identified on the right side of the skull (M. 799/
male mat.92; M. 168/male sen.93); hen egg remains under the skull (M. 359 /inf. I94); 

Egg offerings were also noted in Majs in M. 36 (inf. I), M. 104 (fem. mat.)95, M. 13 (inf. I)96, and 
M. 234 (inf. I)97. 

In Szegvár‑ Oromdűlő/M. 562 (child, 8–9 years of age), hen egg shells were identified by the right 
arm98 while in Szob‑Kiserdő/M. 10 (male, 55–70 years of age, blood type B) the deposition was made 
near the lower limbs, in association to a coin issued by Berengar II99. 

In Szeged‑Kiskundorozsma/M. 701 (child, 3–4 years of age), the egg fragments were placed on the 
right side of the body, on the outside, between the pelvic area and the margin of the pit100. A different 
situation was noted in M. 720 (inf. II, 8–10 years of age), where the egg remains were identified in the 
area of the left shoulder101.

In the cemetery in Homokmégy‑Székes/M. 108 (female?), dated between the middle of the tenth 
century and the beginning of the eleventh century, the egg offering was deposited on the left side of 
the skull. The egg was perceived as symbolizing death and the waiting for resurrection, but also the 
embryonic state of life and rebirth102.

In Püspökladany‑Eperjesvölgy egg offerings were identified in five tombs: on the right side of the 
chest (M. 79/child; M. 168 /male, 32–37 years of age), under and above the left clavicle (M. 196/child, 
4 years of age; M. 202/child, 3 years of age), and by the left forearm (M. 450)103.

77 Kiss 1983, 115.
78 Kiss 1983, 82.
79 Kiss 1983, 126.
80 Kiss 1983, 84.
81 Kiss 1983, 77.
82 Kiss 1983, 116.
83 Kiss 1983, 80.
84 Kiss 1983, 129.
85 Kiss 1983, 132.
86 Kiss 1983, 78.
87 Kiss 1983, 108.
88 Kiss 1983, 98
89 Kiss 1983, 80sq.
90 Kiss 1983, 80.
91 Kiss 1983, 108.
92 Kiss 1983, 130.
93 Kiss 1983, 88.
94 Kiss 1983, 100.
95 Kiss 1983, 83sq.
96 Kiss 1983, 86.
97 Kiss 1983, 92.
98 Bende, Lörinczy 1997, 217.
99 Bakay 1978, 14.
100 Lőrinczy, Türk 2011, 425, 429sq, Fig. 28/5.
101 Lőrinczy, Türk 2011, 425sq, Fig. 29/7.
102 Gallina 1998, 90sq, 93. Fig. 7.
103 Nepper 2002, 161, 215, 193.
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Egg offerings also feature in other tenth‑eleventh century cemeteries: Deszk D104, Debrecen‑
Jósza Klastrompart/M. 26 (child)105, Ellend‑Szilfai dűlő/M. 115106, Esztergom,107 Hajdúszoboszló‑
Arkoshalom/M. 31 (child, 4–5 years of age), M. 217 (male, 48–56 years of age)108, Harta109, Kál‑Legelő/M. 
46110, Kiszombor B111, Nagydorog112, Nagymágocs /M. 8113, Penc‑Tuszkulán/M. III (child)114, Rád115, 
Rusovce/Oroszvár116, Sárrétudvari‑Őrhalom/M. 3 (male)117 and Tiszalök118.

In tenth‑century necropolises, egg offerings were deposited in the following anatomical positions: 
a. by the left lower limb/articulation area between shank and foot, on the outside, or in the area of 

the metatarsus bones; on the left lateral malleolus and above the pelvis, on the right side;
b. by the left lower leg/on the outside and near the articulation between the femur and the shank 

bones; near the phalanges of the left lower limb;
c. in the area of the left shank, near a pottery vessel;
d. above the pelvis, on the left side/right side on the inside;
e. more rarely, in the area of the skull;
f. inside a pottery vessel;
g. in the area of the armpit, left and right of the body;
h. between the shanks; 
If in certain cases the egg offering was envisaged as a food‑related appendix, I do not exclude the 

possibility that it was in fact a habit related to the beginning of a new life, in connection to the gender 
of the deceased, so that the deposition was placed on the left side in the case of women and on the 
right side in the case of men.

Another observation envisages the tombs of children, where the deposition was placed right and 
left of the armpit, above the pelvis, on the left and on the right, in the articulation area of the humerus 
with the ulna and the radius/on the inside, on the lateral malleolus, and between the shanks.

In general, egg offerings feature between one and three times in one necropolis, rarely more often 
(Majs). The habit of depositing egg offerings is more often encountered during the second half of the 
tenth century and until towards the middle of the eleventh century.

Dragotă Aurel
“Lucian Blaga” University of Sibiu
Sibiu, ROU
aurel.dragota@ulbsibiu.ro

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Bakay 1978 K. Bakay, Honfoglalás – és államalapítás – kori temetők az Ipoly mentén. StudCom 6, 
1978.

Bende, Lörinczy 1997 L. Bende, L. Lőrinczy, A Szegvár-Oromdűlői 10.–11. temető/Das Gräberfeld von Szegvár-
Oromdűlő aus dem 10. bis 11. Jahrhundert. MFMÉ‑StudArch III, 1997, 201–285.

Blăjan 2002 M. Blăjan, Alba Iulia, jud. Alba. Punct: Izvorul Împăratului. Cod sit: 1026.13. 
Campania 2001. CCA XXXVI, 2002, 33.

104 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 31.
105 Nepper 2002, 38.
106 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 34; Dombay 1961, p. 154.
107 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 35.
108 Nepper 2002, 104, 64, 91sq.
109 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 39.
110 Füredi 2003, 333, Fig. 4.
111 Fehér, Éry. Kralovánszky 1962, 48.
112 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 55.
113 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 56.
114 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 61; Patay 1957, 63.
115 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 63.
116 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 64sq.
117 Nepper 2002, 391.
118 Fehér, Éry, Kralovánszky 1962, 79sq.



Eggs as Offerings in Tenth-Eleventh Century Necropolises     ◆    189

Blăjan 2007 M. Blăjan, Alba Iulia, jud. Alba. Punct: Izvorul Împăratului. Cod sit: 1026.13. Campania 
2006. Autorizaţie de cercetare sistematică nr. 5/2006. CCA XLI, 2007, 54–57.

Chobanov 2009 T. Chobanov, Proto-Bulgarian Burial Rituals with Eggs. Eureka. In honorem Ludmilae 
Donchevae‑Petkovae. Sofia 2009, 301–305.

Chropovský 1957 B. Chropovský, Slovanské pohrebisko z. 9. st. vo Vel'kom Grobe. SlovArch V–1, 1957, 
174–239.

Chropovský 1962 B. Chropovský, Pohrebisko z 9.–10. storočia v Nitre pod Zoborom/Gräberfeld aus dem 
9.–10. Jahrhundert in Nitra am Fuß des Zobor. SlovArch XXVI–1, 1978, 99–126.

Chropovský 1978

Dombay 1960 

B. Chropovský, Pohrebisko z 9.–10. storočia v Nitre pod Zoborom/Gräberfeld aus dem 
9.–10. Jahrhundert in Nitra am Fuß des Zobor. SlovArch XXVI–1, 1978, 99–126.
J. Dombay, Árpád-kori temetők Baranyában I. /Friedhöfe aus der Arpaden-Zeit im 
Komitat Baranya I. JPMÉ 5, 1961, 135–158.

Dostál 1966 B. Dostál, Slovanská pohřebiště ze střední doby hradištní na Moravě, Československá 
akademie věd. Praha 1966.

Dragotă et al. 2009 A. Dragotă, Aspecte de multiculturalitate spirituală. Rit şi ritual funerar în Transilvania 
şi Europa centrală şi de sud-est (secolele IX–XI). Alba Iulia 2006.

Dragotă et al. 2013

Dragotă et al. 2014 

A. Dragotă, V. Deleanu, Gabriel‑Tiberiu Rustoiu, Matei Drîmbărean, G. Tomegea, 
Anca Matiş, Iuliana Cindrea, Robert Molnar, Marius Vîrtic, Damaris Mailat, Alina‑
Eleonora Bâscă, Victor Cîmpean, Robert Andrei Pop, Dalina‑Marinela Puşcaş, 
Alexandru Brad, Petru‑Aurel Boca, Mihai‑Adrian Firoiu, Ovidiu‑Georgian Rizea, 
Iulian Praţa, Dana Bărbos, Alba Iulia, Jud. Alba. Punct: Pâclişa- “La Izvoare”. Cod sit: 
1062.01. Autorizaţie de cercetare preventivă nr. 150/2012, Campania 2012. CCA a‑ 
XLVII‑a Sesiune Naţională de Rapoarte Arheologice, Craiova, 27 – 30 May 2013, 147.
Aurel Dragotă, Gabriel Tiberiu Rustoiu, Matei Drîmbărean, Valentin Deleanu, Boca 
Petru, Oprișan Nicoleta, Mărginean Horia, Cîmpean Victor, Mailat Damaris, Sima 
Mihai‑Alexandru, Schönthaler Alexandru Iosif Nicolae, Runcan Bogdan, Ghirbomean 
Raluca Elena, Lungu Sabina Teodora, Tudor Evi Ieronim, Nobil Ioana Livia, Almajanu 
Andreea, Merca Diana Alexandra, Dumitru Roxana Daniela, Alba Iulia, jud. Alba. 
Punct: Izvorul Împăratului. COD RAN: 1026.10. Autorizație de cercetare preventivă 
Nr. 148/2014 eliberată de MCC. Campania 2014. Raport preliminar (mss.). 

Drâmbărean et al. 1998 a M. Drâmbărean, N. Rodean, A. Gligor, Alba Iulia – Str. Brînduşei. CCA XXXIII, 1998, 
3sq.

Drâmbărean et al. 1998 b M. Drâmbărean, N. Rodean, A. Gligor, V. Moga, D. Anghel, O nouă necropolă medieval 
timpurie descoperită la Alba Iulia. Apulum XXXV, 1998, 187–205.

Fehér et al. 1962

Füredi 2003

G. Fehér, K. Éry, A. Kralovánszky, A Közep-Duna-Medence Magyar honfoglalás-és kora 
Árpád-kori sírleletei. Régészeti Tanulmányok II. Budapest 1962. 
Á. Füredi, Honfoglalás kori temető Kálon/Cemetery in Kál from the age of the Hungarian 
conquest. BMMK 24–25/2003, 331–351.

Gallina 1998 Z. Gallina, 10–11. századi temető –és szarmata településrészlet Homokmégy-Székesen 
(Bács-Kiskun megye)/ Cemetery fragment from the 10th–11th centuries and Sarmatian 
settlement at Homokmégy-Székes (Bács-Kiskun County). Régészeti Kutatások 
Magyarországon/Archaeological Investigations in Hungary 1998, 87–105.

Hanuliak 1994 M. Hanuliak, Malé Kosihy. Pohrebisko z 10. – 11. storočia. Materialia Archaeologica 
Slovaca, Tomus XII, Nitra 1994.

Kiss 1983 A. Kiss, Baranya megye X-XI. századi sírleletei./Grabfunde aus dem 10 und 11 
Jahrhundert im komitat Baranya (Ungarn). Budapest 1983.

Korošec 1999 P. Korošec, Nekropola na Ptujskem Gradu/Das Gräberfeld an dem schloßberg von Ptuj. 
Pokrajinski Muzej Ptuj 1999.

Lőrinczy‑Tűrk 2011 G. Lőrinczy, A. Türk, 10. századi temető Szeged- Kiskundorozsma, Hosszúhátról. Újabb 
adatok a Maros-Torkolat Duna-Tisza közi oldalának 10. századi településtörténetéhez /
Gräberfeld des 10. Jh. in Szeged- Kiskundorozsma, Hoszúhát. Ergebnisse zur siedlungsge-
schichte des 10. Jh. der region zwischen Donau und Theiß gegenüber der Maros-Mündung. 
MFMÉ‑Studia Archaeologica XII, 2011, p. 419–479.

Nepper 2002 M. Ibolya Nepper, Hajdú-Bihar megye 10–11. szazádi sírleletei, I–II. Budapest‑
Debrecen 2002.



190    ◆    Aurel Dragotă

Nevizánsky‑
Kujovský 1991

Patay 1957

G. Nevizánsky, R. Kujovský, Kostrové pohrebisko z privej polovice 10. storočia v 
Tekovskom Hrádku/Körpergräberfeld aus der ersten Hälfte des 10. Jahrhunderts in 
Tekovský Hrádok. ArchRozhl XLIII–4, 1991, 552–561.
P. Patay, Adatok a Nógrádi dombvídek X.–XI. századi településtörténetéhez/ Contribution 
a l’histoire du peuplement aux Xe et XIe siècles de la region de collines de Nógrád. AÉ 84, 
1957, 58–66.

Rejholcová 1995 M. Rejholcová, Pohrebisko v Čakajovciach (9.–12. storočie). Katalóg Archeologický 
ústav Slovenskej akadémie vied. Nitra 1995. 

Rejholcová 1995 M. Rejholcová, Das Gräberfeld von Čakajovce (9.–12. Jahrhundert). Analys. 
Archäologisches Institut der Slowakischen Akademie der Wissenschaften in Nitra. 
Nitra‑Budapest 1995.

Tettamanti 1975 S. Tettamanti, Temetkezési szokások a  ×  – XI. sz. – ban a Kárpát – medencében./
Begräbnissitten im 10 – 11. Jh. im Karpatenbecken. StudCom 3, 1975, 79 – 123.

Točik 1992 A. Točik, Materialy k dejinám južného Slovenska v 7.–14. Storoči. ŠtudZvesti 28/1992, 
5–250.

Tušek 1981 I. Tušek, Zaščitno izkopavanje na Turnirskem Prostoru na Ptujskem Gradu v letu 1978/
Schutzgrabung auf dem Turnierplatz auf der burg zu Ptuj im Jahr 1978. ArhVest XXXII, 
1981, 13–20.



Eggs as Off erings in Tenth-Eleventh Century Necropolises     ◆    191

Plate 1. Positions in which egg off erings have been deposited: 1: Malé Kosihy/M. 30 (taken from Hanuliak 1994); 2: 
Malé Kosihy/M. 41 (taken from Hanuliak 1994); 3: Malé Kosihy/M. 42 (taken from Hanuliak 1994); 4: Malé Kosihy/M. 

43 (taken from Hanuliak 1994); 5: Malé Kosihy/M. 200 (taken from Hanuliak 1994); 6: Malé Kosihy/M. 505 (taken 
from Hanuliak 1994); 7: Malé Kosihy/M. 509 (taken from Hanuliak 1994); 8: Ptuj/M. 385 (taken from Korošec 1999).
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