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Fig. IV.34. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). Pottery finds 
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Fig. IV.36. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). Pottery finds 
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Fig. IV.38. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). StK cremation 
burial site. Pottery finds from feature 24: 1-2; fea-
ture 34: 1; feature 39: 1-2.

Fig. IV.39. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). StK cremation 
burial site. Pottery finds from feature 27: 1-2; fea-
ture 43: 1-3; feature 40: 1-3; feature 47: 1.

Fig. IV.40. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). StK cremation 
burial site. Pottery finds from feature 35: 1; feature 
36: 2-3; feature 46: 1-2.

Fig. IV.41. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). StK cremation 
burial site. Pottery finds from feature 48: 1-5.

Fig. IV.42. Horoměřice-Chotol 2003 (living area). StK cremation 
burial site. Pottery finds from feature 89: 1-6.

Fig. IV.43. 1: Horoměřice – sand quarry 1974. Feature II with pro-
files; 2: Horoměřice – Chotol 1984. Distribution 
of features. After Nový – Řídký – Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.44. 1: Horoměřice – RD - family house (Mr. Bečka). Fea-
ture 1 with profiles; 2: Horoměřice 2003 (electric 
cable). Evidence of profiles in features 1 – 3. After 
Nový – Řídký – Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.45. 1: Horoměřice–Chotol 1984. Finds from feature 2; 2: 
Horoměřice–Chotol 1984. Finds from feature 2. 
After Nový – Řídký – Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.46. 1: Horoměřice–Chotol 1984. Finds from feature 2; 2: 
Horoměřice–Chotol 1984. Finds from feature 3. 
After Nový – Řídký – Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.47. 1: Horoměřice-Chotol 1984. Finds from feature 4; 2: 
Horoměřice-Chotol 1984. Finds from feature 4: 1, 
feature 5: 2-12. After Nový – Řídký – Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.48. 1: Horoměřice–Chotol 1984. Finds from  feature 5: 
1-18; 2: Horoměřice–Chotol 1984. Finds from fea-
ture 5: 1 – 14; feature 6: 18 – 19; feature 8: 15, 17, 
22; feature 9: 16, 20, 21, 23. After Nový – Řídký – 
Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.49. 1: Horoměřice–RD - family house (Mr. Bečka). Finds 
from  feature 1: 1-10; 2: Horoměřice–sand quar-
ry. NZ 2299/67 (S. Vencl). After Nový – Řídký – 
Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.50. 1: Horoměřice–sand quarry 1974. Finds from feature 
II: 1 – 12; Horoměřice– sand quarry 1974. Finds 
from feature II: 1 – 9, 11; 2: finds from vicinity of 
feature II – collection from whole site: 10, 12 – 17. 
After Nový – Řídký – Šulová 2005.

Fig. IV.51. 1: Late Neolithic settlement area in Horoměřice; 2: Late 
Neolithic settlement area in Bylany and Miskovice 
near Kutná Hora (after Zápotocká 1987; 2005). 
Models of chronological and spatial changes. 

Fig. IV.52. 1: Settlement area in Kněževes and Kněžívka (Prague 
West). Archaeological excavations and field sur-
veys in the cadastre. 1) Čermák’s mill; 2) road 
Praha – Slaný; 3) industrial premises 1998; 4) 
Kněžívka 1998; 2: The excavation area in Kněžívka 
1998. White features – later than the Neolithic or 
not dated. Grey features – the Neolithic. Features 
marked by hatching– LnK. Black features– StK. 
After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.53. 1: Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features by volumes. 
White features– less than 3 m³. Grey features– 3-6 
m³. Black features–more than 6 m³. Only larger 
features are given numbers; 2: Kněžívka 1998. 
Numbered features- potential Neolithic storage 
pits. Black features – storage pits. Grey features – 
probable storage pits. White features – less prob-
able storage pits. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.54. 1: Kněžívka 1998. Types of infilling in Neolithic fea-
tures based on Fig. IV.63: 1-4. White features 
– type 1; Features marked by hatching – type 2; 
grey features -– type 3; black features– type 4; 2: 
Kněžívka 1998. Frequency of Neolithic pottery in 
features by the median (median is 7 pieces). White 
features – 1-6 pieces; features marked by hatching 
– 7-27 pieces; black features – more than 28. After 
Řídký – Smejtek 2007. 

Fig. IV.55. 1: Kněžívka 1998. Density of pottery re-joins per 1 m³ 
(median 2,91); 2: Kněžívka 1998. Frequency of 
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pottery with stroked ornaments in StK features 
(median 3). After Řídký – Smejtek 2007. 

Fig. IV.56. 1: Kněžívka 1998. Early stage of StK in the site. White 
features – the Neolithic. Features marked by 
hatching –not determinable StK. Black features - 
StK II, StK III and StK II/III; 2: Kněžívka 1998. 
Later stage of StK in the site. White features – the 
Neolithic. Features marked by hatching – non-
specified StK. Black features – StK IV. After Řídký 
– Smejtek 2007. 

Fig. IV.57. Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features 3, 7-9, 11-13. After 
Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.58. Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features 14, 16, 19, 20, 22, 24-
27, 29, 30. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.59. Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features 34, 35, 42, 43, 44, 47, 
52, 53, 55, 56. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.60. Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features 58, 61, 63, 64, 67-69, 
71, 73, 75. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.61. Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features 83-86, 92, 93, 99, 
100. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.62. Kněžívka 1998. Neolithic features 121-124, 128, 129. 
After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.63. Kněžívka 1998. 1: Neolithic features from Kněžívka: 
shape types of ground-plans (a), profiles (b), bot-
toms (c) and types of infilling (d). 2: Determinable 
pottery vessel shapes from the StK period. After 
Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.64. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 7: 1-7; feature 8: 
8-20. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.65. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 8: 1-5; feature 11: 
6-10; feature 12: 11-15; feature 13: 16-19. After 
Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.66. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 13: 1; feature 19: 
2-3; feature 22: 4-8; feature 25: 9-11, 14; feature 26: 
12; feature 27: 13, 15-16; feature 29: 17-19. After 
Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.67. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 30: 1-5; feature 34: 
6-8; feature 40: 9-11; feature 42: 12-15; feature 44: 
16-18; feature 52: 19-20. After Řídký – Smejtek 
2007.

Fig. IV.68. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 55: 1-2; feature 58: 
3-7; feature 59: 8; feature 61: 9-13; feature 65: 14-
15; feature 66: 16-21. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.69. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 67: 1-14; feature 
69: 15; feature 70: 16-21; feature 83: 22-25. After 
Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.70. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 85: 1-8; feature 86: 
9-11; feature 88: 12; feature 92: 13; feature 95: 14-
17; feature 98: 18-19; feature 99: 20-21; feature 
100: 22-25. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007. 

Fig. IV.71. Kněžívka 1998. Finds from feature 100: 1; feature 109: 
2; feature 110: 4; feature 111: 3; feature 118: 9-10; 
feature 119: 5, 7-8; feature 120: 11; feature 121: 12-
14; feature 122: 15; feature 128: 18; feature 129: 16-
17. After Řídký – Smejtek 2007.

Fig. IV.72. 1: Roztoky. Sites with finds from the Neolithic. Detail 
from a map 12-241. 1) electrical substation 1980-
1985; 2) castle; 3) Roztoky bypass 2006; 2: The 
excavation area in Roztoky – měnírna (electrical 
substation) 1980 - 1985. White features – later 
than the Neolithic or not dated. Grey features – 
the Neolithic. Based on Kuna a kol. 1991.

Fig. IV.73. 1: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 
1985. Numbers for different types of infilling: 1) 
1. brown/ black-brown homogeneous; 2. naturally 
layered, i.e. at the bottom is the infilling lighter 
mixed with loess, above it darker homogene-

ous infilling; homogeneous brown/ black-brown, 
loess or mixed landslides along the profiles-walls; 
4. as in 3 but mixed with distinct dark charcoal 
or daub inter-layers at the bottom; 5. distinct dark 
charcoal or daub layers at the bottom, the rest is 
homogeneous brown/ black-brown; 6. distinct 
dark charcoal or daub layers at the bottom, the 
rest brown with loess particles, or with loess in-
ter-layers; 7. non-homogeneous brown, i.e. brown 
with loess particles, distinct loess inter-layers; 8. 
non-homogeneous brown, i.e. brown with loess 
or black grains; 9. non-homogeneous brown, 
naturally layered or loess landslides at the bottom 
(as in 2 and 3) 0. non- determined, all features 
in depth lower than 30 cm incorporated in here; 
2) profile types: 1. oblique; 2. vertical ; 3. oblique 
combined with vertical; 4. conical; 5. conical com-
bined with vertical or oblique; 3) bottom types: 1. 
flattened; 2. unevenly flattened; 3.flattened or un-
evenly flattened with postholes; 4. uneven; 5. ba-
sin shaped; 6. V-shaped. After Kuna 1991, obr. 5.; 
2: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 
– 1985. Ground-plan of house II. After Kuna 1991, 
obr. 3.; 3: Determinable pottery vessel shapes from 
the StK period. 

Fig. IV.74. 1: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 
1985. Dating of Neolithic features after Kuna 
1991, tab. 2; 2: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical sub-
station) 1980 – 1985. Chronological classification 
of StK features after Kuna 1991, tab. 2.

Fig. IV.75. 1: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 
1985. Intact Neolithic features by volumes (m³); 
2: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 
– 1985. Intact StK features by volume (m³). Based 
on Kuna a kol. 1991.

Fig. IV.76. 1: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 
1985. Neolithic features in the area by their pre-
sumed primary function; 2: Roztoky – měnírna 
(electrical substation) 1980 – 1985. Presumed so 
called storage features in the area, based on the 
chronological classification of J. Rulf. After Rulf 
1991.

Fig. IV.77. 1: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 
1985. Frequency of StK pottery re-joins in fea-
tures by the median (median = 16) 2: Roztoky – 
měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 1985. Den-
sity of StK pottery re-joins per 1 m³ by the median 
(median = 15,95). Based on Kuna a kol. 1991.

Fig. IV.78. 1: Roztoky – měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 
1985. Frequency of pottery with stroked orna-
ments in StK features (median = 4) 2: Roztoky 
– měnírna (electrical substation) 1980 – 1985. 
Groups of Neolithic storage features. Each group 
consists of adjacent features. Based on Kuna a kol. 
1991. 

Fig. IV.79. 1: Černý Vůl. Sites with finds from the Neolithic. De-
tail from a map 12-241. The numbers in the fig-
ure correspond with the numbers in the chap-
ter 2: Černý Vůl. Detail from a  cadastral map. 
1) Krolmus half 19th century; 2) Stocký 1914; 3) 
Stocký 1914, Kudrnáč 1949; 4) Zápotocká, Sankot, 
Vojtěchovská 1975-77. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápo-
tocká 2009.

Fig. IV.80. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Excavation areas A  - D. Leg-
end: White features – later than the Neolithic or 
not analyzed; black features – the Neolithic, non-
determinable; blue features– LnK; green features– 
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StK; yellow features – LnK and StK features mixed; 
red lines – the premises of Neolithic houses. After 
Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009. 

Fig. IV.81. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. 1: Neolithic features from Černý 
Vůl: shape types of ground-plans (a), profiles (b), 
bottoms (c) and types of infilling (d). 2: Determi-
nable pottery vessel shapes from the StK period. 
Based on Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.82. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. In black - storage features in the 
excavated areas. In grey -. probable storage fea-
tures. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.83. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Features 6 – 11, 14, 17 - 19, 21 
– 23, 26, 30. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.84. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Features 33, 36, 39 – 43, 45, 48, 
50, 61, 67, 70, 75, 76. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápo-
tocká 2009.

Fig. IV.85. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Features 77 – 79, 83, 85, 91, 92, 
100, 102 – 105. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 
2009.

Fig. IV.86. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Features 107 – 108. After Řídký 
– Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.87. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 10: 1 
– 5. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.88. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 10: 
1 – 11; Feature 13: 12 – 15. After Řídký – Stolz – 
Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.89. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 13: 
1 – 7, 9; Feature 17: 8, 10 – 14. After Řídký – Stolz 
– Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.90. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 17: 1 
– 11. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.91. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 18: 
1 – 8; Feature 19: 9 – 10. After Řídký – Stolz – Zá-
potocká 2009.

Fig. IV.92. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 21: 
1 – 8; feature 22: 9 – 11; feature 23: 12; feature 26: 
13 – 16. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.93. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 26: 1 
– 4; feature 30: 5; feature 51: 6 – 10; feature 77: 11 
– 14. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.94. Černý Vůl 1975-1977. Pottery finds from feature 77: 
1 – 3; feature 79: 4; feature 100: 5 - 6; feature 106: 
7 – 12; feature 26: 13 – 14; feature 51: 15 – 16. After 
Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.95. Černý Vůl 1914. Pottery finds from pit I: 1 - 22; pit II: 
23 – 48. After Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.

Fig. IV.96. Černý Vůl 1914. Pottery finds from  pit II: 1. After 
Řídký – Stolz – Zápotocká 2009.


