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Proroci, apostolové, misionari versus kupec Samo

Slavomil Vencl

, Miij otec byl Aramejec bloudici bez domova, sestoupil do

Egypta a s hrstkou lidi tam pobyval jako host. Tam se stal

velikym, zdatnym a pocetnym ndrodem.”
Deuteronomium 26, 5!

Diky pisemné zpraveé archeologové védi, Ze fransky kupec Samo (mezi Slovany ptisobil v obdobi 623-
658; cf. Lutovsky - Profantovd 1995; Charvdt 2002; Kldapsté 2002; Profantovd 2011) ptivazel Slovantim zboZi,
ale zfejmé pasoval i ideje, které pak spole¢né vyuzili se zaznamenanym déjinotvornym nasledkem.
Pouze §tastnou nahodou uchovana tfedni korespondence mezi knizetem Rastislavem, Rimem a Byzanci
z roku 862 doklada, ze ke Slovan@im nasich zemi pfinaseli kiestanstvi misionati z Itdlie a Bavorska jiz
pied misii sv. Konstantina Filosofa (826/827 Soluii - 869 Rim) a Metodgje (813/815 Soluii - 885 na
Moravé; cf. Koutil ed. 2014): protoze vsak prvni misionafi nejméné od sklonku 8. stoleti pfichdzeli neor-
ganizované a jejich aktivity nezanechaly casové presné zaraditelné hmotné korelaty nebo pisemné
zpravy, zlstavaji bezejmennymi a nedolozitelnymi, nebot putovali nejspis jen s poutnickou holi a ko-
Zenym pytlem pifes rameno, v némz snad nesli i liturgické texty; nendlezeli-li vSak k siti fixnich kamen-
nych instituci, schopnych uchovévat pisemnymi prameny jejich ¢iny a udalosti pro budoucnost, pak
z hlediska dnesni forenzni védy neexistuji a také pohan Samo ztstava hlavné kupcem.

Vsichni si ovsem uvédomujeme, Ze prameny archeologie, etnologie, historie i dalsich disciplin do-
kumentuji nékdejsi realitu netplné, nerovnomérné az asymetricky nebo mimobézné, takze neztidka
nekompatibilné: kazdy soubor pramenti zminénych disciplin ¢ini nékteré aspekty reality nebo vyjimecné
udélosti ndpadnéjsimi, jiné stranky kazdodennosti zaznamenava naopak kuse a nahodné, dalsi vsak
jako dobové samoziejmé nebo z hlediska tcelu pisemnosti nedtlezité zcela pomiji, pfipadné i acelové
potlacuje, takze prameny vcelku produkuji zpravidla nesouroda az rozporna svédectvi o tychz nebo
odlisnych aspektech minulosti. Konfrontace dat jednotlivych véd (resp. dil¢ich soudd, zkreslenych per-
spektivou pohledti z rtiznych ahld a podrobenych specifickym typtm postdepoziéni selekce) pak vy-
volavaji celkové dojmy podobné obrazim kiivych zrcadel v bludistich nebo sumarizacim pomijivych
(rychle se ménicich) momentélnich poznatkt, mozaikovité skladanych z dil¢ich, ¢aste¢nych, a proto ne-
spojitych az rozpornych vypovédi.

Napt. etnologie se t€si vyhodam, které pfinasi tiplnost pozorovani dynamiky zivych kultur, nicméné
bezdécné uprednostriuje nékteré z nejnapadnéjsich a nejpfitazlivejsich aspektt a struktur lidského cho-
vani a védomi (pfibuzenské vztahy, myty, nabozenstvi, motivy, pfipravy a prabéh zvykt, obtadt
a slavnosti, tance, zpév a hudbu, intenzivni zrakové i sluchové vjemy, dale ndpadné, ale pomijivé prvky
hmotné kultury jako malovani téla, ozdoby z pefi apod.). Pro archeologii pfedstavuje etnologie - zaby-
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vajici se rovnéz lokalné zna¢né diferencovanymi, relativné strukturalné jednodussimi predpriimyslovymi
spole¢nostmi - nejblizsi obor, poskytujici pfebohaty rejstiik inspirativnich moznosti pro nalézani po-
tencidlnich alternativ a zdrojti pro falsifikaci/ provéfovani interpreta¢nich pokusti, budovanych na ne-
aplnych zbytcich po hmotnych redliich, pro hledani piehlizenych aspekti a nenapadnych detaili
v hmotnych poztstatcich. (Pro etnologii samotnou vSak pravé tyto oblasti nendlezeji k centralnim problé-
mtim, takZe jejich dokumentace byva pravem - ale k zalosti archeologie - jako kulturné méné dalezita
neztidka odbyvana az opomijena.) Zivé kultury p¥inaseji moznost podstatné aplnéjsiho poznéani chovani
lidi, jejich motivaci, uchovavaji naslednost a dynamiku déjd, ¢imz zp¥istupiiuji souvislosti. Absence
presnéjsi chronologie etnologickych dat patfi naproti tomu ke slabinam prament toho oboru, naopak

! Motto, obsahujici tradovany popis vzniku jednoho nédroda a kultury, vykazuje i logickym zkratem mezi vétami svou
jednostrannost. Jednotlivé discipliny od antropologie, pravéké archeologie, biblistiky, filologie po historii se s problémem
vypotadavaji kazda po svém, aniz by ovéem byly schopny biblicky vyrok spole¢né popfit, natoz prokazat.
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ovSem planetarni rozsifeni, resp. rozptyl etnologickych dat pfindsi argumenty pro existenci nezpo-
chybnitelnych pfipadt nezavislého paralelniho vzniku blizce p¥ibuznych az shodnych jevd, tj. jejich
konvergence.

Naproti tomu archeologie vznikla z potteby pfistupu k poznani neliterarnich mrtvych kultur, coz
obor u¢inilo statickym, némym, hluchym, barvoslepym, amputovanym vzhledem k vétsiné nematerialnich
jevil - sumarné obor v mnoha ohledech téZce invalidni a postizeny nevykofenitelnymi sklony jednak
upinat pozornost pfedev$im na ndpadné a hmotné, navic i proti rozpadu a reutilizaci zvlasté odolné ar-
tefakty a situace, jednak se stejné neodolatelnou tendenci interpretovat dochovana torza minulosti jako
celky a ignorovat vse, co se hmotné a kvantitativné dost vyrazné nedochovalo. Pod tlakem svych vétsinou
silné postdepozi¢né redukovanych prament proto archeologie operuje pfedevsim s produkci téch vy-
robct, jejichz ¢innost zanechdva napadny, objemny a rozpadu i reutilizaci odolny odpad (tedy vnima
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spiSe napt. hrnéife nebo kovolitce a kovare nez sbérace, rybare, pastevce nebo kosikare, vyrobce kozenych
nebo dfevénych potieb apod.), takZe , pfirozené” vénuje nepomérné vice pozornosti ¢astéji dochovanym
jevim hmotného svéta, tedy artefaktim nez stopdm po chovani lidi, pfic¢emz z vyse uvedenych dtvoda
chronicky selhava pii hledani a chapani souvislosti, po¢atk®, motivaci a pficin dé&jti dlouhého trvani,
natoz u jednorazovych udalosti. Archeologické prameny sice nelzou, ale velmi tspésné zamlcuji, a jejich
interpretaci trvale ohroZzuje materialni ekvifinalita naprosto odlisnych nebo jen vzdalené pfibuznych
déjti i moznost konvergentniho vzniku podobnych pozistatkti. Archeologicky obraz proto zlistava jen
bezbarvym a ¢asteénym stinem zkoumané minulosti, pokfiveny nejen postdepozi¢ni redukci (tzv. ar-
cheologizaci zivé kultury), ale i nasi vlastni kulturné specifickou racionalizaci, ignoraci stop nemateridl-
niho; navic jsme soucasnou vychovou vedeni k nepochopent role posvatného (napt. Vencl 2007, 35).

Historie zavisi primdrné na existenci pisma v prostiedi stratifikovanych spole¢nosti a pismo zpocatku
slouzilo hlavné administrativnim a fiskalnim potfebam vladnoucich vrstev, takze pisemné prameny
preferuji hlediska mocnych, sekundérné odvisi i na inteligenci, integrité, ptivodu, vychove, vzdélani
a dal$ich vlastnostech autort zapisd, na jejich schopnostech vidét nebo zamlcovat, svéd¢it i kriticky in-
terpretovat, a terciarné na vuli, resp. pozdéjsich okolnostech prameny uchovat nebo skartovat, na ne-
$tastnych nahodach, povodnich, pozarech, na $kodach vzniklych vélkami, vpady, diskontinuitou oby-
vatelstva atd. Nejstarsi pisemné zpravy tak obsahové predstavuji ekvivalenty stfepdl a fragmentt
archeologickych pramenti. Historie nicméné uchopuje odraz dynamiky v udélostech, doloZenych v ¢a-
sovém sledu (coz je archeologii odepfeno, opira-li se o dnes nejlepsi dostupna - tzv. exaktni - intervalova
data pfili§ hrubého zrna na drovni datovéani ,,od Husédka do Husa”).

Antropologie, biblistika a vSechny dalsi pfibuzné obory maji rovnéz své specifickd silna a slaba
jesté ndpadnéji projevuje v oblasti véd piirodnich.

Archeologie jakozto relativné neddvno ze sbératelstvi vyrostly obor rovnéz zvétsuje rozsah a hlavné
hloubku svych z&mt od pocate¢niho sledovani morfologické variability typt hmotnych pozistatkt
z chronologického a prostorového hlediska (surovin, artefaktd, vyrobnich technologii, estetickych pro-
jevti atd.), kdy prednostné operovala s pojmy vyroby a spotieby, tedy uvazovala pfedevsim ekonomicky.
Archeologickou perspektivu v poslednich desetiletich zasadné proménily poznatky jednak letecké,
resp. dalkové archeologie, podmotské vyzkumy, piistupy nedestruktivniho vyzkumu (Kuna a kol. 2004;
Kuna ed. 2007), jednak poznani mikrodat, resp. mikrostruktur (napt. Vencl 2007 s lit.). Aplikace analytic-
kych metod piirodnich véd sebou vnesla do archeologie striktni poZadavky forenznich piistupt.

Z thlu svédectvi pozistatkt se archeologicky projevuji napf. prospektofi, obchodnici, mobilni fe-
meslni specialisté apod., takze se prostorové odlehly vyskyt cizorodych prvkt v pramenech archeologie
vysvétluje bud’ osobni mobilitou specialistt, pfipadné osadniki, nebo avahami o sousedské, resp. feté-
zové sméné, o rtizné motivovanych darech, platbach, zoldu, loupezich, p¥ipadné o najezdech, valecnych
tazenich atd.

V oblasti interpretace vede v soucasnosti intenzivné rozvijena spoluprace humanitnich véd s védami
pfirodnimi k exponencidlnimu rtstu analytickych vysledkd forenznich metod (jejichz namnoze jesté
kratkd praxe ovsem obcas vede az k prekotnym zméndm nazort, nasledkem sérii chvatnych korekei
cerstvych dil¢ich poznatkd, vyplyvajicich z podfizeni badani strategii grantového systému), které vsak
nelze uplatnit v materialné nedolozenych oblastech lidského chovani. Uzké specializace se v analytické
tazi badani jevi jako naprosto nezbytnd, ovSem v syntetické, interpretacni fazi ptichazi tspéch v mite,
v jaké jsou specialisté schopni kompetentné presdhnout hranice vlastni specializace.

Své pfesvédceni, ze nam archeologiim nezbyva nez interpretani moznosti dale hledat i v rdmci
humanitnich véd, opiram o vlastni pokus vyuziti svédectvi textdl Starého zdkona (Bible 1979) pro stfe-
doevropsky pravék (vyrok V. Podborského /2006, 224 a 75 sq./, Ze monoteistické zZidovské naboZzenstvi
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nelze zahrnout do sféry evropského pravéku, neodporuje faktu, ze Mojzisovy knihy zaroven piedstavuji
bohaty zdroj informaci o polyteistickych forméach nabozenstvi ¢etnych tamnich ptéivodnich populaci).
Jakkoli jde o texty odlehlé nejen prostorové, ale i ptivodem z prosttedi pfimych kontaktd se starovékymi
civilizacemi, 1ze takovy pokus zd@vodnovat jen obecnym pozorovanim, ze z pokrocilejSich prostiedi
pronikaji do okoli nejen artefakty, kopiruji se technologické a vojenské novinky, ale bezdé¢né se Sifi
(jako pyly na hmyzu) a prosakuji také prvky chovani, mysleni, kultu, médy, konzumu aj. Vérohodnou
oporu pro vyuZiti starozakonnich textti pro interpretace nalezovych konfiguraci sttedoevropského pra-
véku vidim ve faktu, ze (1) se jejich aplikaci podaftilo vytvofit hypotézu, tedy nikoli poukazat na ojedi-
nélou, a proto moznd jen nahodnou shodu, ale nalézt systémové vysvétleni pro dosud ekonomickymi
pfistupy netspésné interpretované jednotlivé vlastnosti a rysy tfidy pravékych objektti s obsahem po-
stizenym extrémné vysokym zarem. Konkrétné v ptipadu zlabovitych zahloubeni z mladsi a pozdni
doby bronzové z jihozapadnich Cech a Bavorska tomu nasvédéuje a. jednotna astronomicka orientace
zlabti, naznacujici jejich vztah k nadpozemskym jeviim; b. jejich fazeni do linii odpovida periodicité
kultovniho chovéni; c. variabilitu obsahu objekti vysvétluje pfikaz Mojzisovych knih, Ze kazdy ma
obétovat z toho, co produkuje; d. vyskyt neopracovanych a z¢asti ohném zasazenych kamenti v objektech
1ze vysvétlit ztotoznénim s pozistatky oltafd zapalnych obéti, nebot kameny nesmély byt podle piikazu
Hospodina znesvéceny dlatem; e. absence vypaleni stén zlabti dokazuje, Ze byly hloubeny pro ulozeni
poztstatkt po zapalnych obétech, f. nalezy sérii jam s poztstatky zapalnych obéti veetné obétnich
oltart ve stiedni Evropé dokladaji archeologicky existenci kategorie ekvivalentd biblickych posvatnych
mist, totiz obétist na vyvysenych polohdach (cf. Vencl 2016a); a také v tsudku (2), Ze se ideje, normy
i technologické poznatky (nejen kultivary) napt. z Predniho vychodu do stfedni Evropy $ifily prostfed-
nictvim pfichozich cizincti, které archeologie nélepkuje jednostranné jako obchodniky, prospektory,
kovolitce apod., protoze misionafi, apostolové, proroci, poutnici, bezdomovci, eremité, uprchlici nebo
osadnici, podnikavi mladsi synové, zajatci, dobrodruzi, vyzvédaci a vsichni ostatni - dilem bezdé¢ni,
dilem védomi - ideovi opylovaci, resp. pfenaseci nehmotnych ideji, norem a kulti, mytdi, pfedstav
o vesmiru atd. forenzné neexistuji, pokud sebou spolu s hodnotami s nehmotnymi nésledky (tfeba
schopnosti 1é¢it) nenesou i nékterou z funkci uzitkovych s ndpadnymi hmotnymi nasledky (schopnosti
zavadét technologické novinky, vyrébét, obchodovat, pfipadné ptinést pytel se setbou a pfivést chovna
zvifata spolu s genera¢nimi zkusSenostmi a védomostmi o jeji kultivaci a vyuZiti).

Pojmy jako , kupec” nebo , prospektor” predstavuji tedy jen jednorozmérné ndlepky, nereflektujici in-
formace o charismatu nositele, o jeho intelektu, kognitivnich a symbolickych, normotvornych, rétorickych,
taktickych, strategickych, organizacnich aj. schopnostech, o jeho charakteru, v1ili, sile, odolnosti, taktu,
disslednosti, ovsem spolu se stéstim prichoziho jedince na fadu neovlivnitelnych okolnosti od klimatu
po okamzik, kdy v domdcim spolecenstvi vyvstane palc¢iva potieba feseni urcité situace, resp. problému,
jenz je prichozi schopen na zakladé védomosti odjinud Gspésné vytesit: zjevna uzite¢nost jeho rad a jed-
nani pak nasobi divéru a nadéji, které , kupce” mohou ucinit hlavou kmenového svazu: Sdmo bezpo-
chyby imponoval nejen osobni state¢nosti a velitelskymi schopnostmi (a vojenskou silou svého profesio-
nalniho doprovodu), organizaci odporu proti Avarm i Frankdm, ale se zna¢nou pravdépodobnosti
i nadhledem a védomostmi (nap#. znalosti téry, byl-li tento pohan, ptichozi z pokiténé zeme, Zidem),
které mu umoznily vladnout po vice nez tfi desetileti.

Lidské osobnosti 1ze obrazné pfirovnat ke mnohosténu; jen ty méné podafené byvaji ploché, kdezto
ty kvalitnéjsi s odstupem vzdalené sméfuji k briliantu géniti: vétsinu lidi (,znamych”) kolem sebe po-
uzivame jen funkené, tedy jednostranné, leskne se ndm na nich jen jedna, po ¢ase nejvys dvé tfi plosky
jejich existence. Jak dtikladné tedy zndme své znamé?

Confiteor: Nezndmd, ale nemald cast archeologickijch pramenii ziistane nejspis nepochopitelnd (resp. mylné
interpretovand) a cdst z nich ziistdvd zatim nepochopend pro ignorovani informact o oblastech, cinnostech a chovant,
které hmotné poziistatky neprodukuji, ale jsou do jisté miry dohledatelné prostrednictvim residui, resp. ekvivalenti
v riiznyjch mimoarcheologickych pramenech. Moje vlastni interpreta¢ni pokusy, az k nesrozumitelnosti izo-
lované odstupy v ¢asu i tematickou rtiznorodosti, spocivaly dilem na realiich (neolitické brousené
nastroje /Vencl 1960/ jsem funkéné interpretoval pomoci srovnéni stop opottebeni neolitickych ostii
s tesafskym naradim svého otce, interpretace pravékého vojenstvi je narazena na kopyto svédectvi
predevsim antickych autort /Vencl 1984a,b/, identifikace zapalnych obéti zavisi na srovnani jednotlivych
vlastnosti archeologickych poztistatki s vyroky Pentateuchu /Vencl 2016a/), dilem se opiraly o myslen-
kové pokusy (pretrzity vyskyt hmotnych doklad® pfedmétii kazdodenni potfeby jsem demonstroval
na ptikladu hiebene /Vencl 1981 a 1983/, existenci tfid organickych slozek pravékého inventare jsem
odvozoval z poc¢etnych residui jejich pojmenovani v jazyce a z tak vzacnych hmotnych informaci/nalez,
Ze se obecné povazuji za pouhé kuriozity: cf. napt. nekeramické nddoby: Vencl 1979 a 1994, odév a obuv:
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Vencl 2012/, problém interpretace ptidorysti obydli /Vencl 1968 a 1971/ nebo dokladti cerkvi /Vencl
2004/ na promeénlivosti podob téhoZz pozistatku v zavislosti na hloubce jeho stavebniho zasahu do pod-
lozi, sekundarné na mife intenzity postdepozi¢nich procesti zachovani a tercidrné na kvalité archeo-
logického vyzkumu; kone¢né pokus o interpretaci antropofagie /Vencl 2016b/ demonstruje interpretacni
meze pro variabilitu archeologickych pramenti samotnych, pro diskrepance mezi prameny archeolo-
gickymi, etnografickymi i historickymi, i pro limity forenznich analyz). Moje interpreta¢ni pokusy
obecné provazi snaha o poznavani souvislosti, respekt k vypovidacim schopnostem vzacnych infor-
maci/nélezt a Gsili o transkulturni pfistup, tedy o sledovani déjti dlouhého trvani napfi¢ kulturami, re-
giony a obdobimi. Zkratka: snazil jsem se upozornit na nékteré ze stop po unikajici vétsiné hmotné kul-
tury a na nehmotné jevy a déje s tim souvisejici.

Vsechny interpreta¢ni p¥istupy v oblasti humanitnich véd ovSem spojuje a zaroven zpochybnuje
fakt, ze lezi mimo hlavni proud soucasné forenzni védy, nepfinaseji totiz jistotu, ale pouze v budoucnosti
testovatelnou miru pravdépodobnosti.?
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jejiho potnorového vyprazdnéni umisténo oddéleni pravéké a slovanské archeologie Filosofické fakulty UK, jsem od
podzimu 1954 takika kazdodenné mijel dvefe s dvourdadkovym napisem Semindr kiestanské archeologie Josef Cibulka.
Marné jsem po nich zddostivé pokukoval, ale nikdy se neotevtely, nikdo do nich nevchazel, ani z nich nevychazel. Ne-
vsiml jsem si, ve kterém roce mého studia napis ze dvefi zmizel a ja pak mohl uz nerusené pokracovat v excerpci Stali-
novych spisti, Dé&jin VKS(b) a ruského prekladu ¢inského protéjsku Rudého préva (snad Ren-min-ri-bao?).
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Prophets, apostles, missionaries versus the merchant Samo

Thanks to written accounts, archaeologists know that the Frankish merchant Samo (who was active among the
Slavs from 623 to 658 AD) not only brought goods to the Slavs, but probably also smuggled ideas which they
later jointly used with the recorded history-making result. The official correspondence between duke Rastislav,
Rome and Byzantium which has survived just due to a lucky coincidence proves that missionaries from Italy
and Bavaria brought Christianity to the Slavs in our territory even before the mission of St. Constantine the
Philosopher (826/827 Thessaloniki - 869 Rome) and Methodius (813/815 Thessaloniki - 885 in Moravia). How-
ever, since the first missionaries, from the late 8" century onwards, arrived without proper organization and
their activities did not leave behind any precisely classifiable material correlates or written records, they remain
nameless and undocumented. Such missionaries perhaps travelled with just a pilgrim's staff and a leather sack
over the shoulder, which might have contained liturgical texts; but if they did not belong to a network of stable
stone institutions able to preserve their deeds and events for posterity through the means of written sources,
they do not exist from the viewpoint of today's forensic science and the pagan Samo therefore remains predom-
inantly a merchant.

However, we all realize that the sources of archaeology, ethnology, history and other disciplines only do-
cument the past reality incompletely, unevenly to asymmetrically or in a skew way, so often incompatibly:
every set of sources of the aforementioned disciplines makes some aspects of reality or an extraordinary event
more remarkable, but on the other hand, it records other aspects of everyday life just briefly and randomly, and
other things, too common for the contemporaries or irrelevant for the purpose of the documents are completely
omitted or intentionally suppressed, so sources as a whole usually produce heterogeneous or contradictory tes-
timonies about the same or different aspects of the past. Confrontations of data from the individual sciences (or
more precisely partial judgements distorted by the perspective of differing viewpoints, and subjected to specific
types of post-depositional selection) then create general impressions similar to images in deformed mirrors in
mazes or summaries of transient (i.e. swiftly changing) momentary findings, put together in the fashion of a
mosaic from partial, incomplete and therefore unrelated or even contradictory testimonies.

For instance, ethnology enjoys the advantages connected with the completeness of its observation of the
dynamics of living cultures, however, it inadvertently prefers some of the most striking and attractive structures
of human behaviour and consciousness (family relations, myths, religions, motives, preparations for and the
course of folk customs, rituals and celebrations, dances, singing and music, intense visual and audio sensations,
as well as distinct but transient customs such as body painting, decorations made from feathers, etc.). Ethnology
is the closest discipline to archaeology, for it focuses on locally differentiated and relatively structurally simpler
preindustrial societies. It provides a rich repertoire of inspirational possibilities for finding potential alternatives
and sources of falsification/ verification of interpretation attempts, building on incomplete remains of material
real items, for the identification of overlooked aspects and unremarkable details in the material record. (For
ethnology itself, however, these areas do not represent central problems, so their documentation is rightfully -
but unfortunately for archaeology - often downplayed or omitted as culturally less important). Living cultures
bring us the possibility to obtain substantially more complex knowledge of people's behaviour and their moti-
vation, they preserve the sequence and dynamics of actions, whereas they make associations accessible. On the
contrary, the absence of a more precise chronology of ethnological data is one of the drawbacks of this scholarly
discipline in the eyes of the archaeologist, but the global distribution or array of ethnological data brings argu-
ments for the existence of unquestionable cases of independent parallel emergence of closely related or even
identical phenomena, i.e. their convergence.

In contrast, archaeology arose due to the need to access the knowledge of non-literary dead cultures, which
has made the discipline static, mute, deaf, colour-blind, and amputated with regard to the majority of non-
material phenomena - summarily, the discipline is strongly handicapped and disabled in many respects, and
inclined to focus on unusual and material artefacts and situations which are usually strongly resistant to de-
composition and reuse. There is also the irresistible tendency to interpret the surviving remains of the past as
wholes and ignore everything which has not survived materially or quantitatively sufficiently intact. That is
why archaeology, under the pressure of its usually heavily post-depositionally reduced sources, especially
deals with the output of such makers whose activities leave conspicuous, bulky waste which is resistant to de-
composition and reuse (thus, it rather notices a potter, a founder or a blacksmith than a gatherer, a fisherman, a
herder or a basket maker, a maker of leather or wooden utensils, etc.), so it 'naturally' pays much more attention
to more frequently preserved phenomena of the material world - potsherds and artefacts are more important
than human behaviour, whereas it fails, for the aforementioned reasons, while trying to identify and understand
the connections, beginnings, motivations and causes for long-lasting phenomena, let alone one-time events. Al-
though the archaeological record does not lie, it successfully conceals a lot, and its interpretation permanently
endangers the material equifinality of absolutely different or distantly related actions and the possibility of con-
vergent origin of similar remains. The archaeological picture therefore remains just a colourless and incomplete
shadow of the investigated past which is distorted not only by post-depositional reduction (i.e. the archaeolo-
gization of a living culture) but also by our own culturally specific rationalization, ignorance of traces of the im-
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material; in addition, our contemporary education makes us misunderstand the role of the sacred (e.g. Vencl
2007, 35).

History primarily depends on the existence of writing in the environment of stratified societies and writing
originally mainly served the administrative and fiscal needs of the ruling classes, so written sources support the
viewpoint of the powerful, and secondarily also depend on the intelligence, integrity, origin, education, and
other qualities of the authors of the entries, on their ability to see or conceal, testify and critically interpret, and
on the endeavour to preserve the sources which is also influenced by later circumstances - they might have
been kept or discarded, damaged during unlucky incidents, floods, fires, wars, incursions, population disconti-
nuity, etc. The contents of the earliest accounts therefore represent equivalents to potsherds and fragments
from archaeological sources. However, history manages to seize the reflection of event dynamics documented
in a chronological sequence (which archaeology cannot do, if it works with the best currently available - i.e.
exact - interval data with too broad a span).

Anthropology, biblical studies and all other related disciplines also have their specific weak and strong
points, despite the fact that the fields of vision of all these disciplines are gradually and unexpectedly expanding
which is currently most obvious in the field of natural sciences.

Archaeology, as a relatively new field of science, which developed from collecting antiquities, is also ex-
panding its range and especially the depth of its interests, from the initial observation of morphological variability
in different types of material remains from the chronological and spatial viewpoint (raw materials, artefacts,
manufacturing technologies, esthetic displays, etc.) when it preferably used terms associated with production
and consumption, so its main focus was on economy. The archaeological perspective has been significantly
transformed over the recent decades by the findings of aerial, or remote archaeology, underwater surveys,
methods of non-destructive survey (Kuna et al. 2004, Kuna, ed., 2007), as well as the knowledge of microdata, or
microstructures (e.g. Vencl 2007 with further literature). The application of analytical methods of natural sciences
has resulted in the incorporation of strict requirements of forensic approaches into archaeology.

From the viewpoint of testimony of material remains, it is, for example, prospectors, merchants, itinerant
craftsmen-specialists who are archaeologically visible, so the spatially remote presence of foreign elements in
the archaeological record is either explained by the personal mobility of specialists or possibly settlers, or by
speculations about neighbourly, or chain exchange, about gifts motivated by various reasons, payments, soldier's
pay, thefts, or armed incursions, military campaigns, etc.

In the sphere of interpretation, further developing co-operation between humanities and natural sciences
has led to an exponential growth in the analytic results of forensic methods (whose often all too short tradition
sometimes leads to precipitous changes in opinions, as a result of series of impetuous corrections of fresh
partial findings, stemming from the subjugation of scientific research to the strategies of the grant system),
which, however, cannot be applied in materially undocumented spheres of human behaviour. A narrow spe-
cialization seems to be absolutely necessary in the analytical phase of research, however, in the synthetic, inter-
pretation phase, success is guaranteed depending on the degree to which a specialist is ready qualified to cross
the frontiers of his own field.

My belief that archaeologists have no other choice than to keep looking for interpretation possibilities
within humanities is based on my own attempts to use the testimony of Old Testament texts (Bible 1979) for
central European prehistory (the statement by V. Podborsky 2006, 224 and 75 sq. that the monotheist Jewish re-
ligion cannot be included into the context of European prehistory does not contradict the fact that the Books of
Moses represent an abundant source of information on polytheistic forms of religion practiced by numerous in-
digenous local populations). Although these texts are distant not only spatially but also due the fact that they
originated from an environment with direct contacts to ancient civilizations, such an attempt can be justified
just by the general observation that more advanced environments radiate into their surroundings not only arte-
facts and technological or military innovations, but elements of behaviour, thinking, cult, fashion, consumption,
etc. are unintentionally distributed too (similarly to pollen on insects). I find a reliable support for the use of
Old Testament texts while interpreting various excavation configurations in sources for central European pre-
history in the fact that (1) its application helped create a hypothesis, i.e. not only to point out an isolated and
therefore perhaps just accidental concordance, but to find a systematic explanation for the individual qualities
and features of a type of archaeological feature whose contents were exposed to extremely high heat and for
which all the explanation attempts which were motivated by economic thinking have failed. Namely, in the
case of trough-shaped sunken features dating from the Late and Final Bronze Age in southwest Bohemia and
Bavaria, this may be indicated by a. the identical astronomical orientation of the features, indicating their
relation to supernatural phenomena; b. their arrangement in lines corresponds with the periodicity of cultic be-
haviour; c. the variability of content of the features can be explained by the commands in the books of Moses
that everybody is supposed to sacrifice some of what he produces; d. the occurrence of unworked and partly
singed stones in the features can be explained by their identification with the remains of altars for fire offerings,
because the stones could not be desecrated by a chisel according to Yahwe's command; e. the absence of signs
of firing on the walls of the trough-shaped features proves that they were dug for the purpose of depositing re-
mains of fire offerings, f. the discoveries of several series of pits containing remains of fire offerings including
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offering altars in central Europe archaeologically prove the existence of a category of equivalents of biblical
sacred places, i.e. sacrificial grounds in elevated locations: cf. Vencl 2016a); and also in the opinion (2) that ideas,
standards and technological knowledge (not just cultivars) e.g. from the Near East spread to central Europe
through newly arriving foreigners who are branded by archaeology as merchants, prospectors, founders, etc.,
because missionaries, apostles, prophets, pilgrims, vagabonds, hermits, refugees or settlers, enterprising younger
sons, captives, adventurers, spies, and all others - partly unintentional, partly intentional - carriers of intellectual
pollen or messengers bringing non-material ideas, standards and cults, myths, and concepts of the Universe
etc., do not forensically exist unless they, together with values with non-material consequences (e.g. the ability
to heal), also bring utility functions with apparent material consequences (abilities to introduce technological
innovations, manufacture and trade, or possibly carry a bag with seeds and bring breeding animals together
with generational experience and knowledge of their cultivation and use).

Terms such as 'merchant' or "‘prospector' thus represent only one-dimensional labels which do not reflect in-
formation about the bearer's charisma or intellect, his cognitive, symbolic, standard-setting, rhetorical, tactical,
strategical, organizational, and similar skills, about his character, willingness, strength, resilience, tactfulness,
and consistency, however, together with the arriving individual's luck concerning a number of uninfluenceable
circumstances, from climate to the moment when the local community has to handle certain situations or
problems which the newcomer is able to solve successfully with the help of his outside expertise: the apparent
usefulness of his advice and acts then multiplies the trust and hope which might have made a 'merchant' the
leader of a tribal formation: Samo without doubt not only impressed with his personal bravery, leadership
skills (and the military strength of his professional retinue) and the organization of resistance against both
Avars and Franks, but highly probably also with his detached view and wisdom (e.g. knowledge of the Tora, if
this pagan, coming from a Christian country, was a Jew), which all allowed him to rule for more than three
decades.

Confiteor: An unknown but significant part of archaeological sources will probably remain incomprehensible (e.g.
wrongly interpreted) and part of it is still being misunderstood due to ignoring information on spheres, activities and be-
haviour which the material remains do not reveal, but which can be to a certain extent identified with the help of residues
or their equivalents in various sources from out of archaeology. My own interpretation attempts which are separated
by time and thematic diversity were partly based on real items (I interpreted Neolithic ground stone implements
/ Vencl 1960/ functionally through a comparison of the wear on Neolithic blades with the carpentry tools of my
late father, the interpretation of prehistoric warfare is mainly based on the testimony of ancient authors / Vencl
1984a, b/, the identification of fire offerings depends on the comparison of the individual qualities of archaeo-
logical remains and statements in the Pentateuch / Vencl 2016a/), and partly built on mental speculations (the
interrupted occurrence of material evidence for objects of everyday use was demonstrated on the example of
the comb /Vencl 1981 and 1983/, the existence of classes of organic components in the prehistoric inventory
was deduced both from numerous residues of their names in the spoken language and so rare material infor-
mation/finds that they are generally considered to be curiosities: cf. for example non-ceramic vessels: Vencl
1979 and 1994, clothes and shoes: Vencl 2012), the problem of interpretation of floor plans of dwellings / Vencl
1968 and 1971/ or the evidence for wooden churches / Vencl 2004/ depends on the changeability of forms of the
same remains with regard to the depth of their foundations in the subsoil, secondarily on the level of intensity
of post-depositional processes and thirdly on the quality of archaeological excavation; and finally, the attempt
to interpret anthropophagy / Vencl 2016b/ demonstrates the interpretation constraints for the variability of ar-
chaeological sources themselves, for discrepancies between archaeological, ethnographic and historical sources
as well as for the limits of forensic analyses). My interpretation attempts are generally accompanied by an effort
to learn the contexts, to respect the reporting ability of rare information/finds and to apply a transcultural ap-
proach, i.e. to track long-lasting phenomena across cultures, regions and time.

All interpretation approaches in the sphere of humanities are connected and at the same time also challenged
by the fact that they lie outside the main current of modern forensic science, as they do not provide certainty,
but just a degree of probability which might be tested in the future.

(English by Jan Machula)
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