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Building materials and the constructional 
sequence of the burial mound Gomila in Jalžabet

Saša Kovačević

Rescue excavation of the burial mound 1 - Gomila in Jalžabet was carried out between 2017 and 2021. The project was 
financed by the Ministry of Culture and Media of the Republic of Croatia. Inside one of the largest burial monuments 
from the Eastern Hallstatt culture, researchers uncovered a complex burial chamber constructed from wood, stone, 
clay, and charcoal, situated in the center of a massive stone crepidoma. To the east, a ceremonial passage-dromos was 
discovered. Inside the burial chamber, a layer of cremated bones was placed simply on the chamber’s floor, which was 
paved with split stone tiles and lined with wood. Above this layer, several stratigraphic layers associated with a rest 
from the cremation pyre were identified. These layers contained abundant burned material, along with some artifacts 
that had survived the fire, indicating a specific burial rite. Additionally, a significant quantity of archaeologically sterile 
charcoal was deposited on the exterior walls of both the burial chamber and the dromos. This paper focuses particularly 
on analyzing the construction sequence of the monument and the materials employed in its building.

Keywords: Jalžabet (Northwest Croatia), Early Iron Age, Eastern Hallstatt culture, princely burial mound, building 
techniques and materials, burial rite
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Introduction

Following the Second World War, research into the 
Early Iron Age in the continental part of Croatia 
began in the basin of the Plitvica and Bednja 
Rivers, encompassing areas of the present-day 

Jalžabet and Martijanec municipalities, East of Varaždin 
(Fig. 1A). In recent years, the Institute of Archaeology 
in Zagreb has conducted archaeological research and 
interdisciplinary studies in the region.* The Early Iron 
Age landscape comprises several distinct zones. The first 
zone stretches along the flatlands adjacent to the Plitvica 
River, which runs parallel to the Drava River. The second 
zone lies several hundred meters further south, on the 

second terrace of the Drava River, near the southern 
edge of the river valley. The third zone is situated in the 
hilly hinterland, with sites atop the prominent peaks 
of the hills further to the south. Well-known sites and 
monuments within the micro-region include the burial 
mound at Martijanec – Gamulica and Gamula, the 
Jalžabet – Bistričak necropolis with Gomila and burial 
mound 2, the Jalžabet-Carev Jarek settlement, the late 
Hallstatt settlement at Zbelava – Pod Lipom, as well as 
settlements at Zbelavčak I–III. Additionally, there are 
multi-layered settlements at Šemovec – Šarnjak, Sigetec, 
and Sv. Petar Ludbreški (Fig. 1B). 

* This paper was created within the project Synergy of Diversity: Ar-
cheology of Landscape and Technological Traditions in Continental 

and Adriatic Croatia (SirAkt), funded by the European Union-Next-
GenerationEU.
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These archaeological sites are published or analyzed 
in various studies (e.g., Vinski-Gasparini 1961, 1978, 
1987; Šimek 1989, 1998, 2001, 2004, 2004a; Teržan 
1990; Registar 1997; Kovačević & Kalafatić 2022). The 
region encompassing the Pltivica and Bednja Rivers 
basin, between Zbelava on the western end and Sv. 
Petar Ludbreški on the East is approximately 20 km 
long and up to 8 km wide. During the Early Iron Age, 
the area belonged to the Eastern Hallstatt culture with 
pronounced similarities to other sites within the same 
circle of the Hallstatt Culture in today’s Northeast 
Slovenia, Southeast Austria, and Transdanubia1. More 
detailed research in this micro-region south of the Drava 
could provide a valuable cross-section of settlement 
patterns and burial customs from the end of the Late 
Bronze Age to the Roman Empire. To the list of previously 
mentioned sites, we are adding the recently confirmed 
and investigated (2023, 2024) large settlement of the 
Eastern Hallstatt culture at Martijanec - Kazinščak 
(Kovačević 2023). In the third zone, on the highest 
point of the Kalnik northwest mountain slopes, lies the 
prehistoric hillfort Slanje - Stari Gradec (2023, 2024). 

Thanks to the project “Monumental Landscapes of the 
Early Iron Age of the Danube Region” (Iron-Age-Danube 
Interreg DTP, 2017-2019), co-financed by the EU2, and 
the rescue archaeological research of burial mound 
1 – Gomila in Jalžabet (2017–2021), financed by the 
Ministry of Culture and Media of the Republic of Croatia, 
the foundations of further research have been laid in the 
basin of the Plitvice and Bednja Rivers. As part of the 
Iron-Age-Danube Interreg DTP project, a comprehensive 
LIDAR survey of the entire region was conducted. This 
served as a base for subsequent targeted geophysical 
and archaeological investigations in both Jalžabet 
and Martijanec. We would like to express our special 
thanks to the Municipalities of Martijanec and Jalžabet 
for recognizing the significance of their valuable 
prehistoric archaeological heritage and for co-financing 
our research over the past few years. Following the 
rescue archaeological excavation of Gomila in Jalžabet 
in 2021, and in parallel with our ongoing research in 
the region, the phase of presentation and construction 
of the “Jalžabet – Gomila Tourist Presentation Center,” 
undertaken by Varaždin County, has commenced.

1  See, among others, together with quoted literature: Gabrovec 1964-
1965, 1987; Vejvoda & Mirnik 1971; Dobiat 1980; Vinski-Gasparini 
1987; Patek 1993; Teržan 1990, 1998, 2019; Egg 1996, 2019; Metzner-
Nebelscick 2002; Gutjahr & Mandl 2004; Dular & Tecco Hvala 2007; 
Egg & Kramer 2013, 2016, 2019; Stegman-Rajtar 2014; Szabó & 
Fekete 2015; Szabó & Horvath 2015; Fekete & Szabo 2017; Gutjahr 
et al. 2018; Soós 2020. 

Figure 1. A: The geographic position of Jalžabet; B: The Early Iron Age sites in the micro-region (made by S. Kovačević).

2  »Monumental Landscapes of the Early Iron Age of the Danube 
Region” or the Iron-Age-Danube project was implemented under the 
Danube Transnational Programme (DTP), funded by the European 
Regional Development Fund (ERDF: 2169200, DTP-1-1-248-2.2). The 
Institute of Archaeology participated as a project partner 6 (PP6) 
with research on the Early Iron Age landscape in Jalžabet. The project 
implementation time was 01.01.2017 - 30.09.2019. (Kovačević 2019, 
2020a).
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Geography

Jalžabet is situated in the southwestern part of the 
Pannonian Plain, south of the Drava and Plitvica Rivers, 
and east of Varaždin in central Croatia. The Drava River, 
one of the major rivers in Central Europe, originates 
at an elevation of 1,192 meters above sea level on the 
Italian-Austrian border, specifically in the Puster Valley 
(Pusterthal) in South Tyrol, Italy. From its source, the 
river flows through a deeply incised basin, cutting a path 
through the landscape as it moves eastward towards 
Slovenia and Croatia. Its journey passes through the city 
of Maribor in Slovenia, where it traverses a deeply carved 
valley, and continues through the Drava Plain (Borovac 
2002). Near Ormož, approximately 35 kilometers 
northwest of Martijanec, the Drava enters the open 
lowland region known as Podravina. Here, the river bed 
widens considerably, measuring between 140 and 370 
meters across, with depths ranging from 4 to 7 meters, 
creating a dynamic environment that has historically 
supported diverse ecosystems, human settlements and 
facilitated movement and trade (Kurtek 1966; Crkvenčić 
et al. 1974; Crnički 1983). The lowland area along the 
Drava River, where Martijanec and Jalžabet are located, 
gradually ascends toward the northern slopes of the 
Varaždinske Toplice hills. Further south, in an east-west 
orientation from Novi Marof in the west to Koprivnica 
in the east, lies Kalnik Mountain, which rises to 643 
meters. To the west of Jalžabet are the final slopes of 

Ivanščica, the highest peak in Hrvatsko Zagorje, reaching 
1,059 meters. On clear days, upstream along the 
Drava, the distant Pohorje Mountains above Maribor in 
Slovenia are visible, while across the river to the north, 
the landscape of southern Hungary can be seen. The 
region is interconnected by numerous smaller and larger 
watercourses, most notably the Plitvica and Bednja 
Rivers, both right tributaries of the Drava (Kovačević & 
Kalafatić 2022, with cited literature). The Early Iron Age 
cemetery in Jalžabet is named after one of the nearby 
watercourses - the stream Bistričak. Bistričak divides the 
burial ground on the east side from the settlement of 
Carev Jarek on the west side (Fig. 4).

Researching the early Iron Age in the 
Jalžabet – Martijanec region

Today, on the southern edge of the Drava River valley, 
two large burial mounds are visible. One is located in 
Jalžabet, and the other is in Martijanec, approximately 
5 kilometers east of Jalžabet (Fig. 2). After World War 
II, scientific research into the Early Iron Age in northern 
Croatia began notably in this region, marked by the 
excavation of the Gamulica burial mound in Martijanec 
in 1957. (Fig. 3A). This mound contained a quadratic 
burial chamber constructed from wood and stone and is 

Figure 2. The 
position of two 
large burial 
mounds, in 
Jalžabet and 
Martijanec, on 
a 19th-century 
map (Europe in 
the 19th century. 
The Third Military 
Survey, www.
maps.arcanum.
com, accessed 
02/05/2024).
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attributed to the developed phase of the Early Iron Age 
– Ha C2 (Vinski-Gasparini 1961, 1978, 1987; Gabrovec 
1964–1965; Teržan 1990; Matijaško 2013-2014). In 
1989, an archaeological team from the Varaždin City 
Museum investigated the flattened burial mound 2 in 
Jalžabet, which dates to the Ha D1 phase (Šimek 1998, 
2001) (Fig. 3B). The excavation revealed a quadratic 
burial chamber constructed from wood and stone, with 
a dromos facing east, located on a paved plateau. During 
a rescue excavation in 1997, conducted along the route 

of a forthcoming highway between Zagreb and Goričan, 
the Ha D3 settlement Zbelava-Pod Lipom was uncovered 
approximately 5 km northwest of Jalžabet (Kovačević 
2007, 2008; Kovačević & Kalafatić 2022). In recent years, 
following the discovery of a robbery, the Institute of 
Archaeology in Zagreb conducted a rescue excavation of 
the Gomila in Jalžabet – a gigantic burial mound featuring 
a monumental burial chamber and dromos containing 
deposited cremated remains (2017–2021). Both burial 
mounds from Jalžabet are contemporaneous and can be 

Figure 3. A: Rectangular burial 
chamber made of wood and 
stones, Martijanec – Gamulica 
(after Vinski-Gasparini 1961); 
B: Rectangular burial chamber 
made of wood and stone with 
dromos, burial mound 1 in 
Jalžabet (after Šimek 1998).
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dated to the middle of the 6th century BC, towards the 
end of the Ha D1 phase (Kovačević 2019, 2019a, 2020). 
The closest analogies for Gomila in Jalžabet are found 
in Regöly, Strupka-Magyar Birtok (HU), and Wildon (AT) 
(Fig. 5B). Unfortunately, both of these burial mounds 
were damaged and/or only partially excavated.

However, they belong to the same period as Gomila and 
exhibit pronounced similarities in movable finds – such 
as gold objects, decorated bone or antler artifacts, and 
metal items – as well as in monument construction, 
including the use of charcoal in the building sequence. 
Further similarities are evident with the Princess of Stična 
grave (SLO), the princely burial mound at Kleinklein-
Kröllkogel (AT), and, to some extent, Hochdorf (DE) (Biel 
1985; Gabrovec 1987; Gabrovec & Teržan 2008; Egg & 
Kramer 2013). From the late Hallstatt period in central 
Croatia, there are relatively few analogies. Notably, we 
should mention a burial featuring an equestrian grave 
and a helmet from Sv. Križ, dating to the end of the 6th 
century BC (Cvitković & Škoberne 2003; Cvitković 2011). 
All Early Iron Age burial mounds researched in the 
Podravina and Međimurje contained cremation burials 
and can be attributed to the Eastern Hallstatt culture. 
In both Early Iron Age burial mounds from Jalžabet, we 

observe clear influences from earlier local traditions of 
the Podravina and Međimurje regions, particularly in 
burial customs and the layout of the burial monuments, 
such as cremation rites, quadratic burial chambers, and 
pottery. At the same time, there are new elements and 
advancements, including bi-metal scale armor, “exotic” 
luxury goods, and the addition of a dromos in burial 
construction. While princely burial mounds containing 
cremated remains and high-status finds represent only 
a part of the broader Early Iron Age archaeological 
landscape, recent research has expanded to include 
settlements and other potential burial sites. The 
restoration of numerous finds from Gomila is currently 
underway, alongside interdisciplinary analyses of all 
excavated remains (Kovačević et al. 2021; Kovačević 
& Golubić 2020; Kovačević et al. 2023). Among the 
significant recent discoveries in the region are those 
made during small-scale excavations of Early Iron Age 
settlements, such as at Jalžabet’s Carev Jarek (2017, 
2023), the large settlement at Martijanec (2023, 2024), 
at Kazinščak (Kovačević 2023), and the recent discovery 
of a fortified hilltop settlement at Slanje – Stari Gradec 
(2023, 2024).

Figure 4. A: Early Iron 
Age settlement Carev 
Jarek; B: Gomila in 
Bistričak cemetery in 
Jalžabet (photo by K. 
Šobat).
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Figure 5. A: Burial mound 1 – Gomila with the position of the circular ditch in Jalžabet; B:  the closest cultural and chronological analogies for the 
finds from the burial mound Gomila in Jalžabet (source: https://www.google.com/maps, edited by S. Kovačević).
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Construction of the burial mound Gomila 
in Jalžabet

Even by today’s standards, the size of the Gomila is of 
exceptional dimensions. It measures approximately 
65 meters in diameter and reaches up to 8 meters in 
height, with an estimated original height of around 11 
meters. It was surrounded by a circular ditch, 100 meters 
in diameter, 15 meters wide, and up to 2 meters deep 
(Fig. 5A). The chamber with dromos was constructed of 
wood, stone, and clay (Fig. 6, 7). Before the construction 
of the burial chamber, the plateau was leveled and 
covered with remains of still unidentified plants. The 
burial chamber had a square layout measuring 11.5 by 
11.5 meters and stood approximately 1.6 meters high. 
The dromos, oriented directly east, was 2.5 meters wide, 

with its floor and walls lined with wood. The chamber 
itself was constructed from locally sourced wood, 
various types of stones, clay, and charcoal.

The construction of the burial chamber was executed 
in a distinctive manner, through careful planning and 
coordination. On the leveled and cleared plateau, 
the area designated for the chamber was paved with 
split sandstone tiles. Subsequently, the structure’s 
framework was assembled. The framework of the burial 
chamber comprised multiple layers of walls, creating an 
impression of several nested chambers within a larger 
burial chamber, similar to a “babushka doll.” Thin stakes, 

Figure 6. A: west profile of 
the trench with a plateau on 
which Gomila was built (red 
arrow) and visible layers 
constructing the mound; B: 
cross-section of the south 
wall of the burial chamber 
(in robbers’ trench) with a 
thick layer of charcoal (SU 
087) on the outside of the 
wall and cremated layer 
with bones on the floor of 
the burial chamber (SU 102) 
(photo: S. Kovačević/IARH).
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densely arranged and driven deep into the ground, 
formed the outermost line of the walls.3 Two walls 
constructed from thick wooden planks reinforced with 
abundant stones and charcoal used as fill material in the 
interspace between the two, built the inner structure or 
core of the burial chamber walls. The second wooden wall 
served as the interior surface of the chamber itself. As 
previously noted, the entire floor of the burial chamber 
was paved with split sandstone slabs. After erecting the 
walls, the floor was further covered with wood and a 
thin layer of yellow sand. At the center of the chamber, 
a 5 by 5 meter wooden frame, supported by horizontal 
beams on the floor and vertical posts, held up a flat 
roof made of wooden beams. The exterior walls of the 
burial chamber and dromos were further reinforced by a 
50-centimeter-high layer of smaller stones covered with 
clay. Including this support structure of the outer walls, 
the size of the burial chamber measures approximately 
14.5 by 15 meters. At this step of construction, the 
outer walls of the burial chamber were covered with a 
substantial amount of archaeologically sterile charcoal 
and encased in the crepidoma. The burial chamber was 
positioned at the center of a stone crepidoma, which 
was encircled by a perimeter ring of large broken stone 
slabs. The crepidoma supported the massive structure of 
the burial chamber, similar to those observed in Scythian 
burials in the Black Sea region (e.g., Mozolevskiy & Polin 
2005:79, Fig. 9; Bidzilja & Polin 2012: 53, Fig. 27, 33). 
At this stage of construction, it appeared as though 

the burial chamber was sunken into or buried within 
the crepidoma; however, in reality, the construction 
sequence was reversed. After the interment of the 
burned remains, the entrance of the burial chamber 
was sealed with a massive wall constructed from large 
stones bound with clay, and the dromos was at its full 
height, filled with large stone slabs. Following this, 
a burial mound was built over the tomb. The burial 
mound consisted of alternating layers of sandy yellow 
soil and dense gray clayey soil, which originated from 
the large circular ditch surrounding Gomila (Fig. 6). 
Excavations on the slopes of the circular ditch revealed 
several postholes. On the north side, near the ditch, 
geophysical surveys suggest the presence of some form 
of structure—possibly an entrance to the monumental 
complex—indicating its potential role as a focal point 
in the ritual landscape following the completion of the 
burial mound. This hypothesis awaits confirmation 
through future excavations, but it is already considered a 
plausible interpretation based on the analysis by Susanne 
Stegmann-Rajtár of the damaged burial mound in Regöly 
(kom. Tolna, Hungary), by far the closest analogy to the 
Gomila in Jalžabet (Stegmann- Rajtár 2014)4.

The extensive use of diverse materials, particularly stones 
and wood, is remarkable. The sheer size of the Gomila 
in Jalžabet further underscores this achievement (Fig. 
7). During the construction of burial mound 1 - Gomila 
and burial mound 2 in Jalžabet, substantial quantities of 

Figure 7. A: Rectangular burial chamber with dromos at the end of excavation, Jalžabet burial mound 1- Gomila (digital documentation M. Mađerić); 
B: an ideal digital 3D reconstruction of the burial chamber beneath Gomila (made by M. Mađerić).

3  Similar can be observed in Regöly (Szabó & Fekete 2019: 290, fig. 
2b).

4  For extensive literature regarding the late Hallstatt period, see also 
Soós 2020.
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sandstone, limestone, pebbles, wood, and soil were used. 
In both cases, the wooden frame of the burial chamber 
was placed on a prepared, leveled plateau, which was 
covered with plants. The construction process likely 
required not only extensive human effort and detailed 
knowledge of the natural environment as a source of 
building materials but also advanced organizational 
skills and highly efficient logistics. It is highly likely that 
a designated organizer, such as an architect, engineer, 
or foreman, oversaw the entire burial process. Since the 
ground on which Gomila was erected consists mostly of 
loess, sandy soil, together with a substantial amount of 
timber, every piece of stone found during the excavation 
would have had to be purposefully transported to the 
construction site for building the burial chamber. The 
discovery of a catfish fossil within one of the sandstone 
slabs helped us determine the age and, at the same time, 
the likely position of deposits of different types of stones 
used by Gomila’s builders. Large quantities of stone 
were probably quarried nearby, in the hilly hinterland to 
the south, where Late Miocene sandstone deposits are 
close to the surface (Fig. 8). 

The construction of the burial chamber could be 
precisely reconstructed (Fig. 7B). The use of wood 
and archaeologically sterile wood charcoal in the 
construction of the burial chamber and dromos played 
a significant role. Although the exact reason remains 
unclear, it appears the use of charcoal has been an 
important aspect of the monument’s construction 
sequence and/or the associated burial rite. Since 
charcoal possesses little to no structural properties, we 
might interpret it as an additional buffer zone between 
the realm of the dead and the living. The builders were 
quite selective in their choice of wood, predominantly 
using oak, often from large tree trunks, even when the 
wood was infected with bark beetles or partially rotten5. 
Concerning movable artifacts, the layer of charcoal 
applied to the exterior walls of the burial chamber 
and dromos was completely archaeologically sterile, 
allowing us to rule out its connection to a funeral pyre in 
the strict sense of the word. Field research indicates that 
there were at least two incineration events associated 
with the Gomila burial. The first involved a funeral pyre 
used for burning animals, grain, pieces of weaponry, 
horse equipment, and other archaeologically confirmed 
finds from the burial chamber. The second was likely 
used separately for burning a large quantity of wood or 
charcoal production, as evidenced by archaeologically 
sterile layers on the outside walls of the chamber and 
the dromos. The use of archaeologically sterile charcoal 
has been documented in Early Iron Age burial mounds 
such as Regöly–Strupka–Magyar, where charcoal was 
found in positions similar to those at Jalžabet (Szabó 
2015: 294, Fig. 3). At another site similar to Jalžabet, 
Wildon-Grafenkogel (Gutjahr et al. 2018: 70), sterile 

Figure 8. The catfish fossil from the Late Pontian period encased in 
the sandstone found in the burial chamber in Jalžabet (analysis, 
determination, and photograph by D. Japundžić/Croatian Natural 
History Museum).

5  Several dozen charcoal samples from various locations outside the 
walls of the burial chamber were analyzed in detail at the Faculty 
of Forestry and Wood Technology under the supervision of Ernest 
Goršić. The preliminary analysis of the animal bones was conducted 
by Siniša Radović from the Institute for Quaternary Palaeontology and 
Geology of CASA, and Mario Novak from the Institute of Anthropology 
in Zagreb. The carbonized macrofossils from the Gomila burial 
chamber were examined by Renata Šoštarić and Mirjam Kožul from 
the Division of Botany, Department of Biology, Faculty of Science in 
Zagreb. Dražen Japundžić from the Natural History Museum in Zagreb 
assisted in determining the provenance of the stones found at Gomila 
and in gaining a better understanding of the natural environment in 
the Plitvice and Bednja River basins during the past. RAMAN and 
FTIR spectroscopy and pigment analyses of the finds from Jalžabet 
were performed by Marko Kralj and Marin Petrović from the 
Institute of Physics in Zagreb, Marko Škrabić from the Department of 
Physics, Biophysics, and Medical Physics at the School of Medicine, 
University of Zagreb, along with the team of Marina Van Bos from 
The Royal Institute for Cultural Heritage- Koninklijk Instituut voor 
het Kunstpatrimonium Brussels. We are deeply grateful to the entire 
interdisciplinary team for their valuable contributions.
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charcoal in the form of a 20 cm thick layer was placed 
atop a gravel layer on the roof of the burial chamber. 
Charcoal in a funerary context has also been found at 
other Early Iron Age sites in Croatia. For example, in 
burial mound 26 at Budinjak, a “burnt wooden ring” was 
identified around the grave (Škoberne 1999: Fig. 15), 
while in burial mound I at Kaptol-Čemernica, a quadratic 
ditch or enclosure filled with charcoal was uncovered 
during excavation (Vejvoda-Mirnik 1971: 188). In these 
contexts, as at Jalžabet, the presence of charcoal cannot 
be solely attributed to construction elements of the 
burials. The use of charcoal, usually on the exterior of 
burial structures, may serve an apotropaic function, 
maybe related to cleansing through fire. However, this 
hypothesis requires further research for confirmation.

Cremation burial rite in Gomila

During the rescue excavation, traces of the funeral pyre 
weren’t found beneath the Gomila. Huge quantities of 
food and other finds were probably burnt on the pyre, 
somewhere in the vicinity. On the pyre, a large number 
of metal objects made of iron and bronze were burned 

with the deceased, as well as parts of animals (horse, 
cattle, ship/goat, etc.), and a substantial number of 
crops and plants (wheat, barley, spelt, oat, lentil, etc.). 
The huge amount of wood (predominantly oak), was 
purposefully burned and turned into coal somewhere 
near. The interdisciplinary analyses of huge amounts of 
cremated bones are far from finished.  We still haven’t 
confirmed human remains yet. Among movable finds, 
we can recognize parts of bi-metal scale armor, iron 
spearheads, arrow tips, parts of lavish horse equipment, 
bronze vessels, and other finds melted or deformed by 
the fire. After the pyre was extinguished, burned bones 
were carefully selected and placed on the floor of the 
burial chamber, along the south wall. Other layers from 
the pyre were then collected and placed above the 
burnt bones. But, among the cremated bones, and even 
more in the layers from the pyre above the bones, we 
have found objects not touched by the fire. Pieces of 
ceramic vessels, gold objects, amber and bone beads, 
and antler plaques ornamented with incisions and black 
and red paint (Kovačević & Golubić 2020; Kovačević et 
al. 2021; Kovačević et al. 2023). We can presume pieces 
of pottery, like cups, bowls, and pots, were purposely 
broken during the burial rite and put on the pyre at the 

Figure 9. The project proposal of the future Archaeological Park Gomila in Jalzabet (G. Rako and Radionica arhitekture, financed by Varaždin County).
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end of the cremation process, as not a single complete 
ceramic or metal vessel was found during the excavation. 
In the valuable items like amber and gold ornaments, we 
can probably see parting gifts of high-status individuals 
partaking in the funeral ceremony. Antler plaque inlays 
richly decorated with incisions and red and black paint 
probably belonged to pieces of furniture, maybe to the 
funeral bed on which the body of the deceased was 
carried to the pyre. The furniture was probably violently 
smashed and, together with gold and amber jewelry, 
placed on the cremated remains after cremation was 
finished and the pyre was extinguished, but before the 
cremated remains were interred in the burial chamber.

Conclusion

Finds from Gomila in Jalžabet are of supra-regional 
importance, illustrating extensive contacts across 
different regions of the known world during the early 
part of the Late Hallstatt period. Goods, ideas, and 
customs discovered in Jalžabet can be traced across 
regions from the Baltic to the Black Sea. The entire 
construction sequence at Gomila was closely intertwined 
with specific burial rituals, reflecting a sophisticated 
combination of human effort, organizational expertise, 
detailed environmental knowledge, and resource 
management. Evidence suggests that the construction of 
burial monuments was executed within a relatively short 
timeframe, involving the burning of large quantities of 
food on pyres and the inclusion of high-status objects 
made from amber, gold, bronze, and iron. These findings 

portray a society that was well-organized, wealthy, 
and stratified. The individual after whose cremation 
Gomila was built had to belong to the top of society and 
embodied social, economic as well as religious power. 
The circular ditch with some substructures uncovered 
by geophysics and confirmed by targeted excavation 
reveals the role of the Gomila as a permanent, 
commemorative focal point in a landscape, probably 
even long after the funeral was finished. This was a spot 
that permanently connected the world of the living and 
the world of the ancestors. The burial monument itself, 
the beliefs it represented, and the rituals performed 
there established social connective tissue; it built and 
rejuvenated a sense of communal identity. At the same 
time, it is a monument for eternity, an impressive marker 
in the landscape, projecting an image of the community 
that built it as strong, united, and powerful. 

Following the rescue excavation of Gomila in Jalžabet, 
Varaždin County has undertaken the task of presenting 
this burial monument to the public. Important steps 
toward establishing the Presentation Center Gomila in 
Jalžabet have already been taken (Fig. 9). As of 2024, 
the project is in the process of obtaining the location 
permit, a preliminary architectural design has been 
developed, and the land has been purchased from 
private owners. As the completion of the archaeological-
tourist center in Jalžabet draws closer, the findings 
from the archaeological research and interdisciplinary 
analyses are expected to be effectively integrated into 
a new tourist attraction, thereby enhancing the cultural 
and economic vitality of the local community.
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