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IPRAVEK"IKRESBYIV&IASKYNIIDOMICA!

ALENA <EF€.KOVe

Keywords:Slovak Republik, district Ro*€ava, prehistoric rock artsCeadiocarbon dating, charcoal traces, Eneolithic,
Neolithic, Bekk culture, Mesolithic, prehistoric rituals.

AbstractiPrehistoric drawings in the Domica Cav®nly very little data is available in central Europe abouistoeh

wall (rock) art and information on its absolute data is alsotad®n the territory of Slovakia, prehistoric images, signs or
charcoal traces have been found primarily in the Domica, WrdodsPraslen Caves. #e best-known are the geometrical
drawings from Domica in the Slovak Karst area in easternigldgkence of settlement, primarily in the Neolithic, comes
from Domica, mainly belonging to the Bekk culture. Drawingsfawerd in the Posv$tn! chodi§¢Sacred Corridor) in the

back of the Cave, where there are an exceptional number of t¢taresabr lines, most frequently made by smearing of
torches. #e existing absolute charcoal data of the cave comesilture layers, but in 2006 and 2016 radiocarbon data was
obtained directly from the walls of the Cave. #e data con%emfdthge of certain charcoal traces and also the permanent
use of the back part of the Cave over a long prehistoric period.

Zo!strednej!Eur'py!je!zn(mychlibalve)mi!m(lo!*dajov!o&pravekom!n(stennkathesn,!umen-!alch.baj*!ajlinform(cie!
o&ich!absol*tnych!d(tach/!Na!*zem-!3eskej!republiky!salvie! o&prehistorigstiitk! resp/! znakoch!v&jaskyniach! B.4-!
sk(la'almo6no!Mlade4/!Z&B.4-!sk(ly!+Habr8vka9!Moravsk.'kras9!3esk(!republika,! pd &l bxisl S! datovania! +:!:20!
rokov!;!50!BPO!GrA<2=55=>!:&?05!;!:0!BPO!GrA<?0@F@>!:&F=0!;!110! BPBGiAc) £108)! 2085voboda/van der
Plicht 200¥5voboda 2019'ktorT!odhalili9!6e!abstrakinT!geometrickT!vzory!v&podobe!mrie6ky!+obr/!1,!s*1z&eneolitu/!
V&D'me!mUtvych&alajlinalWal[-ch!miestach!v&Mlade4sk.ch!jaskyniach!sa!mdfialyiawer.ch9lav[ak!nedatova<
n.ch9lokrovo!sfarben.ch!jednoduch.ch!4iarla&znadiek!+@biv2 20892005/ Znaky'alotery!fakl-9!zatia)!nepotvrdenTho!
veku9lbolilobjavenT!aj!vlin.ch!jaskyniach!MoravskTho!krasu/

Obr/!1/'GeometrickT!kresby!v!bo4nej'kaverne!Jubnejlodbo4ky9!jasky\a!B.4-!Sk(la!+Habr8dtaKids®é3esk(Irepublika,9'eneolit/!]otoQ!]ranti[ek!
Engel/

lig/'1/'Geometricalldrawinglin!thellaterallcavern!oflthe!Southern!Prong9!B.4-1Sk(la! Cave!+Halor@viadtarst9! Czech!Republic,9!Eneolithic/!
Photograph!by!]ranti[ek!Engel/
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Obr. 2. Jednoduch# okrov# zna$ky, Mlade$sk# jaskyne pri Litovli, ?esk( republikeCiped2@03 .
Hig. 2. Simple ochre signs, Mlade$ laves near Litovel, Izech Republic *accor@ihgtd003.

Jaskyea Domica

Na !zem" Slovenska sa pravek# obrazce, znaky alebo zna$ky na%li predov%egtki&an\Faskica, Ardovsk( a'Praslen.

Sn() najzn(mej%ie s! geometrick# kresby z'jaskyne Domica *GPS: x = - 322 253,56, y = -1'263523,66 respN 48¢28A401
Lat., 20628A30i E Long; n. v. 339 m; katastr(Ine !zemie obce Ke$ovo, okr. Ro+/ava, JZ SlevasniskShick( planina,

N(rodn( pr'rodn( rezerv(cia Domick# %krapy, N(rodn( pr'rodn( pamiatka, obr. 37.

Jasky/a Domica je s!$as<ou slovensko-ma)arsk#ho jaskynn#ho syst#mwaRdBaadla *obr. 47, ktor& dosahuje
celkov! d>+ku 25 868 m. Jeho slovensk( $as< ?ertova diera + Domica meria B&B82005Bella et al. 20Q0Ga!l/
Gruber 2014. Domica je zn(ma predov%etk&m dokladmi os"dlenia v' n&dlita 1932 1933a 1933b; 1933&isner
1933 B!rta 19571965 Lichardus 1968974 . N(lezy neolitickej bukovohorskej kult!ry prestavuj! najcharakticisej%ie
os"dlenie V'jaskyni a'reprezentuj! viac ako 85@ celkov#ho n(lezov#ho fockardus 1968437.

Vstupn! $as< jaskyne Domica *naz&van! aj Star( Domica7 poznali Cudia odtingfyaki 1801 sa o'nej zmie-

/uje Ladislav B. BartholomaeideKrajn#k 1929 ichardus 1968 alkovi$ 2014 Rozsiahlej%iu $as< jaskyne v%ak objavil

Obr. 3. Domica, katastr(Ine 'zemie obce Ke$ovo. Poloha jaskyne, v&rez z mapy v mierke 1 : 10 000.

Hig. 3. Domica, cadastral land of the municipality of Ke$ovo. Position of the cave, section fromth anspalé of 1 : 10 000.

16



Obr.1?.IMapaljaskyne!Domica!nalslovenskom!0zem-!aljej! za&ilGruber 2014 ostavili!T.!Balciar,!W.1Xa&l,!P.!Xa -k,!P.IXruber,V.1Y"th!s!pou it-m!
podkladov!A.!DroppulalJaskyniarskej!skupiny!Baradla+.

Zig.!?.IMap!ofDomicallavelin!Slovakialandits!detéBsi$l/Gruber 201 4%edited!by!T.!Balciar,!W.!Xa&l,!P.IXa -k,!P.!Xruber,!V.!Y'thlwith!the!aid!of!
background!documents!from!A.!Droppaland!the!Speleological!Xroup!Baradla+.

a 13.lokt"bra!1926!re#picient!$nan%nej!str& e!J.!Majko!s!kolegami!J.!Pochyl'm,!Vaj&KdatkomBenicks 1936#113;!
laplovi"/Benicke 193%.!

V)roku!1929!polobhliadkeljaskyne!J.!Eisnerom,\éPdikom!a) B.!Krajn-kom!sa!Krajn-k!zmie/uje,! e!siisovskej!
jaskynilsO!na!mnoh’'ch!miestach!nielen!jednoducladikale!ajlur¥it4'uhlom!na#kraband!zhluky!%&artajm!mas!pochyb8
nosti,! elidelo)v'tvor!%loveka?!Obhliadka!malati@a!pr-pravu!v'skumuKrajn#k 1926.!

‘lenovial*Slovenskej!Ligy2!v)HosOsove! *dne#n&! DIh&! Ves+!a)v) Ple#ivci! spola&dkbhvietarovalil v)tom! %ase!
v) jaskyni! Domica! objaven0! bukovohorsk0! keramiku! do! Vlastivedn4ho! nW)BeatislaveKraskovsk$ 1933 Dnes!sal!
nach&dzalv)zbierkach!SNM8Archeologick4ho!mOzea.

Samotn4lkresby!vyp&tralll<.!/decembralroku!1931!spr&vcaljaskyne!Vojtech!Bemicke!1943-1944priltakmer!
ka dodennom!skOman-!jaskyne!pod=a!pl&nu!Paloncyho!z)rokuPe8nty 1933!Naltomto!pl&ne!v#ak!bolilzakreslen4!
iba'hlavn4!chodby,!t...Ipreto!bolo!tedaltrebalchodi5!poljaskynildéitatsomljuldokonale!nepoznal.!Bolo!to!nevyhnut8
n4li)solzrete=om!nalcelkov'lkomunika%n' pl&n!jaskyne,!ktor'! som!si! medkEgdoat-m! spr-stup/ovac-ch! pr&c!ur%is...2!
*Benicke 1943-1944727+.Kresby!v)Domicilpatrialmedzilprv4!zisten4!kresby!v)strednej!Eur"pdliciérelcis 19687 2+.!
Stali!'salin#pir&ciou'k)zorganizovaniu!medzin&rodnej!spolupr&ce!na!zistenielichlabsolOtneho!datovania.!

Zameranie jaskyne
Prv4lzameranie!jaskyne!a)nal/u'nadvCzujOcich!chodieb!poch&dza!z)roku!193>!oglddPHI@3. |MaFarsk'objavite=!
Hubert!Kessler,ktor'!v)3>.Irokoch!spolupracoval!s)Vojtechom!Benick'm,W}@82!uskuto%nilla)zaznamenallprepojenie!
Domice!a)Baradly!zo!strany!Baradgficke 1934.!Gal#ie!mapovania!zrealizovali!Droppalv)roku! 19édhmuth 2018!
alDroppa,!Jak&llallhovan!v)roku!198?8ppa 1972, !priYeomlvych&dzalilz)trigonometrick'ch!bodov!%.196?1a)%.!96<!osade!
n'ch!v)bl-zkostilteraj#ieho!vchodu!do!jaskyne!Domical*obr.!<+.!Prieskumom!a)mapoapr-klad!Meandrovej!chodby!
salzaoberali!'Bella!a)HolOb&d®1+!alchodieb!zalNebezpe%n'm!d"mom!v)syst4me!Domice! HocHzOd! *St&le!v#ak!
ch'balpodrobnej#ielzameranie!PosvCtnej!chodby!a)jejlbo%n'ch!%ast-,'kde!salna#lilkresby!a)stopy!po!uh=och.!

Poloha kresieb v jaskyni

U !prilv'skumn'ch! pr&cach!:eskoslovensk4ho! Qt&tneho!archeologick4tadsta! zistilo,! el os-dlenie! Domice!mo no!
rozdeli5! na! dve! %oa®ishm 1932 Prv&! %as5! od! vchodu!a !do! vzdialenosti! asi! 3>>!m! bola! vyhraden&! denndmu! ivo
tu!a) predstavovala!vlastne! skuto%n4! obydlia! %loveka! v) neoktedduda hor#ie! pr-stupn&! %as5!a !do! vzdialenosti! asi!
6>>!m!od!vchodu,!bola!venovan&!indmu!0%elu,!mo no!duchovn4dmu,!ritu&lonmiN'$BRhma!v)rokoch!1932!+11933!
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Obr. 5. Zameranie jaskyne Domica A. Droppom a A. Chovanom v roku 1964 s poulit'm bodov E. Paloncyir¢ppd#D7pR
Fig. 5. Surveying of the Domica Cave by A. Droppa and A. Chovanec in 1964 with the aid of E. Paloncy's points (abcopgpiad 872
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Obr. 6. Os"dlenie jaskyne Domica v obdob" neolitu. $ierna + are%l os"dlenia, bodkovan% + plochy ots&tannéha piiestory dostupn* v +ase
bukovohorskej kult/ry (pod#hichardus 1974

Fig. 6. Settlement of the Domica Cave during the Neolithic. Black + settlement area, dotted + areasibninipasited, - places accessible at the
time of the BOkk culture (according tichardus 1974

\\»

18



Sien teras

Obr. 7. Mapa Posv8tnej chodby jaskyne Domica, "'sla +

miesta odberu vzoriek uh3ov na datovanie@ 20 + vzorky
GrA-B211=a OZT BOB (= C20 E 90 FP), 29 + vzorka OZT BO=
(> =70 E 100 FP), B2 + vzorka OxA-BB10> (6 279 E B9 FP).
Kresba a gralka@ Jgor Falciar.

Qig. 7. Map of th8acred Corridoof Domica Rave, numbers

+ places were samples of carbon were taken for dating@ 20
+ samples GrA-B211= and OZT BOB (=,C20 E 90 FP), 29 +
sample OZT BO= (>,=70 E 100 FP), B2 + sample OxA-BB10>
(6,279 E B9 FP). Drawing and graphics@ Jgor Falciar.

odhalil v!Domici intenz"vne neolitick# os"dlenie
vicelkovej d$%ke asi 700 metr@hérdus 1968
1969. Hr&bka kult&rnej vrstvy od vstupnej ‘asti
smerom k!najvzdialenej*'m priestorom kol"*e od
60 = 100 cm a% po 2 dthMm 1933bLichardus
1968 1969.

Hlavn# os"dlenie v!tzv. prednej 'asti jas-
kyne bolo koncentrovan# vo Vstupnej chodbe,
v!Predsieni a!v!Sieni jeden+stich plame/ov (obr.
6). Tieto priestory s& takmer kompletne preb+-
dan#. Ve3k+ pozornos4 bola venovan+ aj vSskumu
Posv8tnej chodby a oblasti bl"zko kresieb, ktor#
vlastne patria do zadn5ch oblasitlardus 1968
1969.

Kreshy vytvoren# uh3om sa nach+dzaj& na
v+pencovej stene jaskyne v!n"zkej, prvej z+pad-
ne orientovanej, bo'nej chodbe * v5klenku v8'-
*ej tzv. Posv8tnej chodby (obr. 7), ktor5 &sti &z-
kym kom"nom do!D:mu myst#ri"R'hm 1933a
1933b; 1933denick" 1943-44 ichardus 1968
Nie ve3mi *irok+, puklinovit+ Posv8tn+ chodba
vlastne sp+ja tento D:m s!<al*'m ve3k5m priesto-
rom, Sie/ou ter+s. Vchod z!D:mu myst#ri" do Po-
sv8tnej chodby je skuto'ne magick5. Pod3a svojho
obrovsk#ho, er:ziou vody brilantne vymodelova-
n#ho, neuverite3ne anatomicky realistick#ho tvaru
(v5*ka asi = m), sa naz5va aj *Lono matky Zeme?
(obr. >). Men*ie tlono® sa nach+dza tie% z opa'nej
strany, medzi Posv8tnou chodbou a Sie/ou ter+s.

Pod3a archeologick5ch prieskumBih(n
1933a1933b; 1933tichardus 196&ola Posv8t-
n+ chodba kedysi d+vno v!neolite na obidvoch
koncoch ohrani‘en+ kolovsmi jamkami, ‘o bud"
dojem &pln#ho uzavretia ohradou, dvierkami, pr'-
padne jednoduchou drevenou kon*trukciou (obr.
9). Zd+ sa, %e jedine tu sa na sten+ch nach+dza
sple4 ‘iernych 'iar (obr. 10); nieko3ko uh3ov5ch
st?p je aj v!zadnej oblasti jaskyne, v!'asti Palmo-
v5 h+j. Na niektor5ch miestach vidno jednoduch#
iary, na in5ch cel# zhluky, pr'padne asymetrick#
kombin+cie 'iar alebo opakovanie jednoduch5ch

Obr. >. Vchod do Posv8tnej chodby z D:mu myst#ri" (Lono
matky Zeme?),v5*ka asi = m. Qoto@ Qranti*ek Ungel.

Qig. >. Untrance into Sacred Rorridor from the Mystery
Dome (*We Xomb of Mother Uarth?) height of around = m.
Photograph by Qranti*ek Ungel.
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Obr. 9. Kolov! jamky z obidvoch str'n na okrajoch Posv#tnej chodby (jhici&adus 1968 zrejme pozostatky jednoduchej drevenej kon%itrukcie.

Fig. 9. Holes le& by stakes from both sides on the edgesSaictied Corridgiaccording td_ichardus 1963 probably the remnants of a simple
wooden structure.

sli.lll

vzorov. S' sp*soben! uh$om, ktor+ zrejme naj-astej%ie poch"dza z/otierania srim@eokiismolnlc) alebo fakie$, aby sa
zv+%ila ich svietivokBajn'k 1929B"hm 1933a, 1933Benick# 1943-4B%rta 1965Lichardus 1968 U4 v/roku 5929 ich
%it"tny konzerv'tor J. Eisner navrhol ochra6ova3, preto4e dokazuj' prlitomreka vaskyni v neolit@$rta 196570).

Relatevne datovanie kresieb
Predpoklad" sa, 4e kresby poch"dzaj' z/neolitu a pravdepodobne patoadiukske]j kult're 8"hm 19321933a1933¢

Lichardus 19681973, pretode ich charakter, vzory a/celkov! v+tvarn! rie%enie je podobn! ako v+zitdhale aj in+ch
predmetov, ktor! zrejme vytvorili $udia 4ij'ci v/tom istom obdobl.

Kresby,lich anal“gie a interpret#cia

Tri evidentne intencion”lne obrazce s' v/podstatstseden! tesne ved$a seba na jednom mieste (pbN&Eh"dzaj' sa
na vertik"Inej jaskynnej stene tesne nad zemou, %ke+asi 80 cm, tak4e neolitick" kult'rna vrstvarje/let <2 cm pod
'rovbou kresieb (ichardus 19681974. Stopy uh$ov+ch -iar sa nevyskytuj' pod 'rov6ou fizkej vrstvy. Lichardus
(1968 1974 kresby ozna-il ako A, B a/C a/uviedol gj ich ragme

Vzdialenos3 obrazca Alod ostatn+ch dvoch je 2Qicha(dus 1968.974. Pri poh$ade spredu sa kresby B a/C na=
ch"dzaj' tesne ved$a seba napravo od A, pri-om s' asi 0/50 cm ni4%ie. Tesne pod keesbhayflklej%ej ploche zhluk
v+raznej%lch uh$ov+ch st*p, ktor+ je v%ak zrejme sp*soben+ sk*r n"hodmt+fakdéene4 z"merne. >al%ie podobn!
otery s' nid%ie, v/priblidnej vzdialenosti 20 cm aj pod kresbhami A/a/B.

Samotn! kresby sa nach"dzaj' na rovnej%21ch ploch"ch tesne nad prlrodn+mi pradiiimbakioby ich zospodu
ohrani-ovali a/obrazce ich presahuj' iba m"lo. Ich -iary niekedy nekon-ia v/jedbode, ale sa kri4uj'. S' nakreslen!
na 4ltohnedej stene ohoren+m drevom (uh$d@thra 19321933a 1933b. Vrstva uh$ov'ho, -ierneho farbiva je ve$mi
tenk", zd" sa, 4e vznikla neopakovane, akoby boli kresby vytvoren! na jederriaVieaga neobnovovali. Oproti preclzne
vytvoren+m ozdob"m na keramike budia dojem n"-rtov, mo4no ak+chsi zna-iek (znakov?).

Kresba A

Kresbu A (v+%ka 52< mm, %1rka 98 mm) predstavuje takmer %tvorcovit+ 'tvar (obr. 52@ A) so z"klad6ou na mierne krat%ej
strane. Tento %tvorec je z/troch str'n, okrem spodnej strany, ohrani-emi.-ldoan" -iara je k$ukat" (k$ukatka) so %btyr=
mi ostr+mi vrcholmi, z/ktor+ch dva vn'torn! maj' takmer rovnak' %1rkatia$ -0 %1rka obidvoch okrajov+ch je oproti
vn'torn+m takmer polovi-n". Bo-n! -iary %tvorca s' rovn! a/rovnobe4iNa spodnej -asti %tvorec ohrani-uje prlrodn"
puklina, takmer rovnobe4n" s/hornou k$ukatkou, iba na $avej strane zv+raznen" aj uh$om.
Dtvorec je pribli4ne v/strede rozdelen+ -iarou roedobu s/hornou k$ukatkou, ktor" zdanlivo rozde8eije
obrazec na horn' a doIn' polovicu. Na stred tejto riasa v/hornej -asti nap“ja hrub%ia kolm" rovn"aiaedosahuj'ca
horn' k$ukatku. Asi v/jej hornej tretine ju pretltem%ia -iara tak, 4e to pripomlna kr14. Zd"alay kk"kladni (resp.

od z"kladne) tohto *krl4a? pri poh$ade spredu swadir&/okrajov+m vrcholom k$ukatky na$avo dve %@ndpravo
tri navz"jom rovnobe4n! -iary.
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Obr. 10. Uhlov" stopy, #iary, zhluky #iar, otery smoln$c alebo fakie! v¥%Posv&tnej chodbe.i'EktBngednt

Fig. 10. Carbon traces, lines, clusters of lines, abrasions from tinder lights or torches in the Sacred Corridor. Plydtognsifgk EEngel.
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Obr.133.1Jasky;a!Domica,!/Ke&ovo,!Slovensk*!kras,!Slovensk(!republika0,!'geometrick1!kresbyhdtdbé&irejstitnej!chodby, !neolit! ?! Foto<!
Franti‘ek!Engel.

Fig.!33.!IDomicalcave,!/Ke&ovo,!Slovak!karst,!Slovak!RepublicO,!geometricalldrawings!in!the!lateral!corridoeldiGbaigactNeolithic?!
Photograph!by!Franti‘ek!Engel.

Obr.!132.IN(&rty!kresieb!Al/v*'kal327!mm,!'#rka!95!mm0,!B!/maxim(Ina!'#rka!326!mm,!maxim(Ina!d4$ka!338!mm0!/pod)a!Lichardus!397:0!a!C!
/maxim(Ina!'#rka!326!mm,!maxim(Inald4$ka!338!mmo0, kresba!Kuba'ta!/pod)a!Mac(k!39580.

Fig.!32.!Sketches!ofldrawings!Al/height!327!mm,!width!95!mm0,!B!/maximum!width!326!mm,!maximum!length!338!mmO0!/according!to!Lichardus!
397:0land!C!/maximum!width!326!mm,!maximum!length!338!mma0,!drawing!by!Kuba'ta!/according!to!Mac(k!39580.

V dolnej! polovine! obrazca! od! p"ty! kr#$a! smeruj%e&iug! 'ikmo! po! oboch!stran(ch!k proti)ahl*m!spodn*m!
rohom!'tvorca.!+av(!je!rovnejiala takmer!skuto&mel&#!v Javom!rohu,!zatia)!&o!prav(!&iaralje!hiaiskar!lkonk(vna,!
a kon&#!'napojen#m!salvo!v*'ke!asi!dolnej! tretitprango! okrajov%! &iaru!'tvorca.!Z najhlb'ej! &astiloHydnkavityO!
vych(dzal!&iara!smeruj%cal!dole!ved)a'bo&nlholobrazialsmerom!k okraju!tvorenlho!puklinou.!Prikdiolmo!nal
Jav%!rovnej'iul&iarulsmeruj%!trilrovnobe$nl!&iargkaldruhej!straneltie$!kon&ialv dolnej!pukNfietky!tieto!&iary!
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sa v!pr'rodnej pukline lomia opa#n$m sme-
rom alpotom e%te p&r centimetrov pokra#uj'.
Kr"(, ktor$ mo(no vznikol nepresnos-
Jou n&#rtu, m*(e by) verziou tvaru p"smena
T!+ichardus 1968 Je umiestnen$ v!strede
kresby uprostred r*znych rovn$ch, rovnobe(-
n$ch a!aj lomen$ch #iar, a! hore ohrani#en$
kOukatkou. Zd& sa, (e T + zrejme schematick&
Oudské& postava sa vicelkovom kontexte nach&-
dza v!akomsi pr'rodnom prostred”, ktor$m
m*(e by) aj jaskyla, pr'padne vrchyichar-
dus 1968 Farka! 1990 Pr&ve kombin&cia
r*znych #iar evokuje nepravidelnosti jaskyn-
n4ho a'horsk4ho prostredia. Mo(no predpo-
klada), (e tu ide o ur#it$ ddjiehardus 1968
Analogick4 mot"vy sa nach&dzaj' pre-
dov%etk$m na bukovohorskej keramiXéarm
1932 Kraskovsk# 933 B#rta 1957Lichardus
1968 19721974 $ilka 1986, kde tvoria jednu
z! variant %irok$ch mo(nost" v$zdoby najm5
keramiky. Tzv. T vzor sa vyskytuje vir&mci jej
kompoz"cie naltrojuholn"kovit$ch ploch&ch na
n&dobé&ch alebo ako mot"v na plastik&ch, resp.
idoloch tichardus 19681974. Konkrdtnym
pr'kladom m*(e by) v$zdoba n&doby AP 8679
zo zhierky SNM-Archeologickdho M'zea
v!Bratislave +obr. 63; 6:< Ktaskovsk# 1933
Eisner 1933 ichardus 1974 Patr" ku klasic-
kej bukovohorskej keramike, stupel Bi-+
chardus 1974 V$zdoba na tenkostennej pol-
guOovitej miske +priemer 'stia 6=>!+ 6=8!mm,
najvs#%" rozmer 6:2 £ 6:: mm, priemer dna
:31xl:>Imm/ je vytvoren& vrypmi pravdepo-
dobne hrebelom, pri#tom ryhy s' vyplnen4
svetlookrov$m farbivom. Telo n&doby je roz-
delen4 %tyrmi veOk$mi meandrovit$mi vinov-
kami na %tyri #asti, ktord maj' v!podstate tvar
%tyroch veOk$ch trojuholn"kov so z&kladlami
na okraji n&doby a!vrcholmi smerom ku dnu.
V!strede ka(d4ho trojuholn“ka vedie rovno-
be(ne s!'okrajom kOukat& #iara, v!strede ktorej
je vyrytd T olv$%ke asi 67 mm. Od p5ty T'k!vr-
cholu ka(d4ho z! trojuholn"kov smerom ku
dnu ved' rovn4 alebo!vinovkovit4 dve navz&-
jom rovnobe(n4 #iary. Na miske s' v(dy opro-
ti sebe dvojice rovnak4ho tvaru. V%etky plochy
okrem miesta okolo T s' vyplnen4 mnoho-
n&sobn$mi rovnobe(n$mi #iarami, pritom
niektor4 z!nich sa navz&om napé&jaj' lomene.
Tieto #iary = I"nie vytvorend ryt"'m dop?1laj'
meandrovit$ vzor %tyroch veOk$ch vinoviéhor. 63. N&doba AP 8679, neolit, line&rna keramika, bukovohorsk& kultra, stupel B,

Priestor bez vzoru za T mé& tvar viacuholn"k%UaSky”e Domica +Ke#ovo, Slovensk$ kras, Slovensko/, zo zbierky Slovensk4ho n&rodn4ho
bm'zea + Archeologick4ho m'zea, priemer 'stia 6=> + 6=8 mm, priemer dna :3 + :> mm,

r vl oblasti smerom k! okraju n
<o $ o Obfﬁt e N E,lju oo ;}/ohOad z troch najzachovalej%"ch str&n. Foto< Franti%ek Engel.
zu(uje a! kon#" kOukatkou s!tromi vrcholmi.

SI veOk d dob b hi Fig. 63. Vessel AP 8679, Neolithic, linear pot&@kk culture, B degree, from Domica Cave
- veUkou pravaepodo nos)ou y monio ¢ ettovo, Slovak Karst, Slovak Republic/, from the toafiexd the Slovak National Museum

o!'sch4mu postavy +T/ v!pr'rodnom priestor@useum of Archaeology, diameter of the mouth 66=& mm, diameter of the bottom :3
na za#iatku alebo na konci nejakej cesty.  + :> mm, view from the three best preserved sidestoghaph by Franti%ek Engel.
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Obr/ 14/ Kresba D (rozmery asi 1< x 1< cm*, zrejme novovek$ ozna)enie lokality/ Foto: Franti"ek Engel/
Fig/ 14/ Drawing D (dimensions approx/ 1< x 1< cm*, probably a modern marking of the site/ Photograph by Fraeiti"ek Eng

Kresba B
Kresba B (v!"ka 126 mm, "#rka stredov$ho obd%&nika 42 mm, "#rka s'bo)n!mi frukami® 112 mm* ejeglpodast+va
z'troch obd%&nikov!ch -tvarov, a to z've.k$ho centr+ineho obd%&mika men"#ch, ktor$ sa symetricky nap+jaj- na
centr+Iny po stran+ch (obr/ 12: B*/ Najv0)"# obd%&nik stoj# na krat"ej strane a'obslvadapi® nap+jaj- viprvej "tvr3
tine trocha zo"ikmene/ Vo vn-tri bo)n!ch obd%&nikov ved- dve )iaryobe&n$ s'dlh"#mi stranami/ Centr+iny obd%&nik
je vyplnen! “ikm!mi [#niami, ktor$ sa v'strede kri&uj-; pribli&ne p05 z.ava zdofaavaddore a'zasa opa)ne "es5 sprava
zdola £ do.ava hore/ Kon)ia'pribli&ne v hornej tretine, v podstateymodigravideln!mi polobl-kmi, nad ktor!mi zost+3
va nevyplnen! (takmer )ist!* priestor/ Medzi obl-kmi )iasto)ne pokra)uje jedr)ar a'kolmo na 7u, na spojenie obl-kov
v'strede, sa nap+ja nieko.kocentimetrov+ 8al"ia )iara/ Nad pravim obd%&nikom s- nejasn$ zwglky farbi

Celkovo sa kresba podob+ na postavu &mm(1933b bez hlavy/ Zd+ sa, akoby bola oble)en+ do odevu 0zdo3
ben$ho typick!mi vltvarn!mi geometrick!mi mot#vmi, ktor$ sa nach+dzaj- aj na kresbe A/

Vodorovn+ )iara medzi polobl-kmi spolu s'jej pripojen#m m9&e by5 parafr+z8mad#l a'v'’kone)nom d9sledku
sa antropomorfn+ sch$ma T v'malom priestore bez vzorov prel#na s'.udskou postavou/

Kresba C

Obrazec C (maxim+Ina "#rka 126 mm, maxim+Ina d%&ka 11< mm* m+ tvar rovnoramenn$ho trojutidia#kca,(ph8
Jom jeho krat"ia z+klad7a je oto)en+ ku kresbe B aramen+ sa nap+jaj- v'obtepm@le v'izaoblenom vrchole/ Kresba po3
zost+va z'najmenej troch s-strednl!ch trojuholn#tkov, ktor$ maj- )iamgiem jemne vinit$, a'niekedy sa nenap+jaj- najmO
na z+klad7u presne, ale sa pret#naj-/ Zd+ sa, &e v'najvn-tornej"om trdjuheljigra kolm+ na z+klad7u, ktor+'vlastne
kon)# v'malom )iernom trojuholn#ku/

Identick$ meandre sa nach+dzaj- na kultov!ch n+dob+ch gemerskej line+rnejkyetadai sa podobn$ obrazce
vyskytuj- v's-vislosti so zobrazen#m .udskej tv+re alebo cel$ho antropohmrim$i#vu l(ichardus 1968 Fragment
podobne vyzdobenej n+doby poch+dza aj priamo z'Domice/ Takmer abstraktn+igkerketsba C nemus# pripom#nab
len .udsk- tv+r (hlavu*, ale m9&e by5 aj lonom &eny/

Tesne pri vchode do bo)nej chodby s kresbami sa nach+dza e"te jedna, ktort@oo&tiaky ozna)is ako D (obr/
14*/ Spom#na sa v'ak jedine v podobe vyobrazenia od V/ Kuba"ty v publik+cii W@&FkZrejme ide iba o'novovek$
ozna)enie miesta kresieb/
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Obr.!115.!V%zdobals!mot'vom!T!almeandrami!na!neolitickej!line&rnej!bukovohorskej'algemerskej!(Tiszadlkddgkiddoch:!1,12,! 7!+ IDomica!
(B rta!195%,!8!+!Domical(ichardus!19725!+!Domica,!n&doba! AP!91 Kiéskovsk 11933;!Lichardus!19T4l+!Domical rta!1965,!<!+!Ardovské&!
jasky>al(ichardus!197419a,b,!?a,b!+!@ari*sk$!Micha &fiH! 198 kresby!K.INagyRaczky/Anders!2008L;a,b!+!Polg&r-Tikodlichardus! 1974
11a,b!+!Miskolc-FCtEh&4thardus!1974
Fig.!15.!Decoration!with!the!2T°Imotifland!meanders!on!Neolithicllinear'BGkk!and!Hemer!(Tiszadob)!potteriddhdddad!+!Domicd (ta! 1957),!
8!x!Domical(ichardus!19725!+!Domica,!vessel!AP!91 Kigskovsk 11933, Lichardus!19T4l+!Domical rta!1969,!<!+!Ardovsk&!Javelichardus!
1979,!19a,b,!?a,bl+!@ari*sk$!Micha &fiH! 1985 drawings!K.!NagyRaczky/Anders!20p8L;a,b!+!Polg&r-Tikodlichardus! 1974 11a,b!+!Miskolc-
FCtEh&Zl{chardus!1974

Kreshy asich t€Emy

Pod a'B"hmat{933!kresby!predstavuj#!geometrick$!lornamenty!rozvrhnut$!do!trochluzehtelvazcov.!Ich!z&kladn%m!
votvarn%m!prvkom!jelmeander!+!hlavn%!mot'v,'ktor%!*t%lovolséristsekpu! ornamentikou!na!bohat%ch!n&lezoch!
neolitickej'bukovohorskejla+gemerskej!line&rnej!(Tiszadob)!'keramiky!v+Domigitiabéiclljaskyniach!a+otvoren%ch!lo-
kalit&ch!(obr.!15).!Prelich!vysvetlenie!je!naljednej!strane!d/le0it%!kontext!a+celkov&=itn&czianht 'sc$nala+naldruhej!
strane!3gur&Ine!mot'vy'la+jednotlivé!symboly,'ktor$!sa!m/Ou'kombinovahize!poch&dzaj#!#lomky!keramiky!s+mot'-
vom!T,!kdelevidentne!namiesto!plastick$ho!nosala+vyryt%ch!o6'pr&veHuspitiain!tvarom!meandrov!a+6iar!zobrazuje!
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schematick 'mot"v!tv#rdlichardus 1974Av$ak!
nalkresbe!A,'hocilsalpodob#!nalv javina!%repoch,!
mot"v! T sk&r! pripom“na! postavu! a' %iary! okolo!
neho! pr'rodn*! prostredie.! Kresba! B! m&+e! sku-
to%ne!zobrazova/! +ensk0! postavu! a'kresba! C'jej!
konkr*tnej$iu! %as/! tela! (hlavu! £! tv#r! ?!lono?).!
Antropomorfn 'mot"v! T! sal objavuje! v' r&znom!
kontexte!(stavebn*!prvky,Imalbalnalsten#ch,!tvar!
plast"k!a'i.)! u+! od! epipaleolitu! napr.! viG3bekli!
Tepe,!4alejlvINevalil50ri,! Latmos! (Turecko),!ale!
aj! vimlad$om! eneolitickom! hassunsko-samarr-
skom!obdob"!v' oblasti! Prednej! 7zie! a' Anat8lie!
(Tekin 2005Schmidt 20Q6.ichter 200Y.

Obyvatelstvo!line#rnej!kultOry!v'stredne;!
Eur8pe,!ku!ktor*mu! patrili! aj! obyvatelial Domi-
ce,!saludr+alo!aj!v'4al$om! v voji! v' Podunajsku!
a'stalo!sa!jednou! zo! z#kladn ch! zlo+iek! v voja!
dne$nej! eur8pskej! kultOry! a' civiliz#ciBigkle/
Whittle 2013.!

Popul#cia! bukovohorskej! kultOry! patrila!
k'velkej'skupine!tvorcov!line#rnejlkeramiky,!kto-
r#!od!Ukrajiny!a'9ierneho!moralos"dlovalalv'$i-
rokom!p#selcel*!Podunajskola+!po!R n.!Mo!vnOt-
rokarpatskom! priestore! mo+no! sledova/! dvaijit !

v voj,!alto!vlpovod"! Dunaja! (mlad#!line#rna'ke-
ramika! sltypick m! tzv.! notov m! ornamentom!
al+eliezovsk#! skupina)! alv!Potis"! (v chodn#! li-
ne#rnal! keramika! almlad$ie! region#ine! skupiny!
slkeramikou!zdobenou!ryt"'m!almalovan'm).

Bukovohorsk#!keramika!patr"!k'v chod-
nej! oblasti,! sused"!s'v chodnou! %as/ou! na! Du-
najila'Tise,!v'bezprostrednej!bl"zkosti!Hegyalje,!
odkiallsa!dod#vallobsidi#n!ako!materi#l! nal n#-
stroje.!Mo+no!v4aka!tejto! $peci:ckej! polohe!sal
bukovohorsk#! keramika! vyvinula! do! najkraj$ej!
neolitickej! keramiky! v' strednej! Eur8pe,!s' pre-
kvapujOcou!technickou!dokonalos/ou,! zlo+itos-
/ou!a'mnohotv#rnos/ou!v zdobyBlhm 1933b;
Piatni"kov# 201D

Podobne temy v€inech jaskyniach
Stopy!poloteroch!fakiel!sa!na$lilvolviacer chljas-
kyniach!Slovensk*ho!krasu,!pri%om!v'Ardovskej!
alv'Silickej! 1adnici!boli'objaven*!aj!4al$ie!uhlov*!
n#%rty,! ktor*! pripom"najo! mot"vy! T! na! kresbe!
A'v' Domici.! Podla! niektor ch,! zatial! nepubli-
kovan ch,!absolOtnych!datovan"!s0!v$ak!o'nie%o!

mlad$ie.
Obr.!<6.1Zna%ky!s!mot"vom!Tlvislovensk chljaskyniach@!Al+!priepas/ovit#!chodbal! J.IB3hm!alJ.!Kunsk 'naslitv/a+$ie!prstup-
vlArdovskejljaskyni,'kresbal%.!Q!(pBHesz 1978B!+!bo%n v klenok!v! nej,! priepas/ovitej! chodbe! Ardovskej! jaskyne!

Archeologickom!d8me!pri!Vstupnej!priepasti,!Silick#!1adnica;!C!+!Archeologick !dﬁyri!velmi!schematick*!uhlov*!kresby!(%.!<!i!=),!
pri!prechode!do!sifSnu!Kufr,!Silick#!1adnica.!Woto@!A,!C!Wranti$ek!Engel;!B!t!Ja‘&aﬁy! 1znovu0bjavila!jaskyniar! Il BalciaB(hm

o a ~ 1932lLichardus 1968B#nesz 197Bbef'#kov#
ng.!<6.!S|gns!W|th!the!aT°!mot|f!m!SIovak!caves@!A!i!abys;-l|ke!corr|dor!|n.!Ard0\25d56!7, 2008[).! Z!Ardovskej!jaskyne! poch#dza! aj!
Cave,!drawing!no.!Q!(accordingdtihesz 1978B!+!sidelalcovelin!the!Archeological! .
Dome!by!the!Entrance!Chasm,!SiIick#!1adnica!Cave;!C!-!ArcheologicaI!Dome!neaﬂtﬂg!ment! antrOpomorfneJ! n#dOby! (Obr'! <>@! F)!
passagewaylinto!the!siphon!Kufr,Silick# 1adnica!Cave.!Photographiby!A, IC!Wrant$&R0Ot 'vom! Ttumiestnen m!naljejthrdlei¢har-
Engel;!B!+!Jaroslav!Stankovi%.!! dus 1968; 1974
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[rn<2435 | uhl%k vrstval Ke'ovo Sie™ 11 plame”ov,[ 6 8;8 0 75_ 7178<675 B"rta 1965\ Vogel, “aterholk
V 'asG 1964
KN<I.249 uhl%k Vrstvd 5;380178 7 288 < 6 25§ vzorka J. Lichardusa z rpku
19,7
Poz<2444 uhl% sintgf Eom S1 Panensk" chodbg5 758 0 38 6 648 < 6 468 [radzigski et al. 2887
doln" 'asG
Poz<2442 uhl% sintdr  Eom S2 Sie” odvahy, hoins 328 0 48 7338<7168 [radzigski et al. 2887
'‘asG
OxA<3318;| uhl%k vrstvd Eomica 32 PCQ < Z v*klengk6 279 0 39 o =ef"kov" nepubl.
pod kresbami
0ZT383 uhl%k oter | Eomica 28 PCQ < SV bo'n" 4528098 4,77 <5 4471 516fL  =ef"kov", Levchenko 2817,
< stena chodba in print
0ZT384 uhl%k oter | Eomica 29 PCQ < Z v*klenok, | ; 478 0 188 9 257 <9 657 9473 =ef"kov", Levchenko 2817,
< stena ved/a kresieb in print

Tab.1. Absol'tne d"ta z jaskyne Eomica. _ 4 128 0 75 BC, __ 5356 + 5 287 cal BC (93,2 w),
___Breuning 19;7 in [radzigski et al. 2887, PCQ + PosvWtn" chodba, V * v*chodn", Z + z"padn*, SV + severov*chodn" .

Tab.1. Absolute data from Eomica Cave. _4 128 0 75 BC, __ 5356 + 5 287 cal BC (93,2 w),
___Breuning 19;7 in [radzigski et al. 2887, PCQ + Sacred Corridor, V + east, Z + {est, SV + north<east

Na tzv. kresbe 3 (obr. 16: A) s! viacn"sobn#, aineribli$ne horizont"Ine 1%nie a&tesne nad Hini&tvare kro%o$a,
ktor* sa podob" na 1&T2 s&trocha presahuj!coukvkrtiu 'iarou (hlava?). Zvinen# 1%nie pripom%najhak prd%rodn#ho
prostredia, mo$no tok vody, pré%padne lo+ku a §lizevan! /udsk! postavu s&rozpa$en*mi rukami. Karwe C vek
kresby 3 je 2 735 0 48 BP (OZT 381), kalibrovak2v&s9 + 2 923 BP a&stredn" hodnota 2 ;27 BRo(hestnzov" + v'as<
n" hal-tatsk" doba) (=ef"kov">Levchenko 2817, imf).

V&Silickej /adnici si v-imol dvoch n"padnej-%ch jednoduch*ch kresieb jaskyniar J. Stankovi'.

Na obidvoch s! vyobrazenia v&tvare T2 Prv# sh'daa severov*chodne v&malom bo'nom v*klenku v&eiok
gickom d@me, bl%zko Vstupnej priepasti (obr..16e BRvertik"Inu mierne zvinen! ‘iaru dih-iu ak@ cm, ktor" pribli$ne
vé&strede kolmo pret%na v*razn! horizont"Inu 'iadD&&e asi 18 cm.

Eruh" kresba je umiestnen" severoz"padne, na opa'rianci Archeologick#ho d@mu, bl%zko prechodu@nousif
Kufr. Ide vlastne 0&T?2 vysok# asi 6,5 cm (obC)l&ed/a ktor#ho vidno zhluk viacer*ch ‘iar takmmevnobe$n*ch s 12
Fiary pripom%naj! schematick! /udsk! postavu (v*-&ea 15 cm). Na !zky takmer obdD$nikovit* trup s@adnou hlavou
sa nap'jaj! 'iary pripom%naj!ce horn# a doln# kdimg. V&tomto pr¥%pade by mohlo T2 predstavovali3 n&jtroj.

ABSOLHTNM EATOVANIA Z&KULTHRNYCQ VRSTIMV

Prve datovania

Na po'iatku pWGdesiatych rokov geol@govia v&&kdmidi stopy kult!rnych vrstiev v&podobe uhl%kKovamin'ci%, ktor#
sa objavili pri vzniku a&raste kvapmetisnek/Poubd 951 233<234). Takto nielen$e zisGovali vek kvdp/agkane'nom
dXsledku to prinieslo aj +al-ie inform"cie o&'as¥dlenia jaskyne. Tmav# vrstvi'ky vznikli v&priefgaiiovania dreva v&jas<
kyni a mX$u byG dobr*m indik"torom os%dlenia jaslopekom. V-imol si ich u$ Benick1936a 19).

[eol@govia sa opierali o&archeologick* v*skumavalaie bukovohorskej keramiky. Stanovili si pevod na sle<
dovanie rastu kvap/ov pribli$ne za posledn*ch 4r888v, ktor# delia s!'asnosG od posledn#ho obdébi@y bola Eomica
ob*van". Porovnan%m hr!bok tmav*ch vrstiev s&hrlbiatra zistili, $e sa 0s%dlenie Eomice za postedr388 rokov
opakovalo najmenej desaG kr"t v&celkovom rozn@&1z%;8 rokov. Qoci sa uk'zalo, $e rast kvap/eefmi nepravideln*,
preto$e z"vis% od lok"Inych zmien stekania, vyaaivpr!denia vzduchu at+., v&rXznych 'astiactyjasika zistilo, $e za
posledn*ch 4 588 rokov sinter nar"stol maxim'Ing o& na v*-ku a&kvaple 0&2 a$ 9 cm. Z&toho vy@didkal cm sintra
narastie pod/a rXznych okolnost% za 688 a$ x68%retre-nek/Pouba 195234).

Prv* absolltny chronologick* !daj z& Eomice (tab, kjor* poskytlo& konven'n# datovanie pomocou izatéfc
v&holandskom laborat@riu v [roningene, je 6 8;8 @okov BP, 4 128 0 75 rokov BC ([rn + 2 43B3ra 1965 66\Vogel/
Waterbolk 1964355\Gradzi!ski et al. 200742), resp. kalibrovan* vek 7178 + 6 758 cal BI)(¥zorka poch"dzala z&od<
krytej vrstvy stmelen*ch uhl%kov z&v*chodnejSastie jeden”stich plame”ov (priame pokra'ovanieugsiej chodby).
V&priebehu z"plav tu voda odplavila kult!rnu vrsspod mlad-ej sintrovej platne, ktor" sa poru-er@asiska vlastnou v'hou
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Rbr. 17. Szeleti?nsky listovit' hrot z Domice, dO;ka 108 mm, #<rka 37 mm,

prelomila apritom sa vrstva uhl'kov odkryla. Uhllky
zrejme poch"dzali z#drev!n, ktor$ sa v#tom %dsEsnaj
tej&ie pou'lvali na podpal: bukdgus silvatiga dub
(Quercus sp.div! "ere#$aPrunus sp, brilen Euony-
mus sp, re#etliakRhamnus saxatilisa%brezBétula
sp) (pod&a ur'enia E. KrippeRirta 1965 66).

Druh' *daj z%Domice 5 830 + 170 rokov (KN-
1.249), resp. 7 200 = 6 250 cal BP (+ 2/) pochudza
vzorky od J. Lichardusa (Breuning 1987, cit. pod&a:
Gradzi"ski et al. 200742).

K% u; spom<nan'm rldiokarb=nov'm datova-
niam mo;no priradi> dva *daje z%laborat=ria votiPozna
(tab. 1): Dom S1 (Poz-2444) 5 750 + 30 BP, "64€ 6
+ 6 460 cal BP (+ 2/) a Dom S2 (Poz-2 442) 6 3®0 +
BP, "o je 7 330 + 7 160 cal BP (+%2Adgi"ski et al.
2007. Na datovanie boli pou;it? dva asi 1 cm hrub?
k*sky sintra, v%opriereze s%"iernymi vrstvi'kanka/z
Dom S1 pochl!dzala z%dolnej "asti Panenskej chodby
a%yvzorka Dom S2 z%hornej "asti Siene odvahy.

Zvi#tnou kateg=riou s* U@A d!ta z<skan?

hr*bka 13 mm, pravdepodobne vyroben' z tmavo#ed?ho kremenn?ho porfruv Domici vCaka slovensko-po&skej spolupr!ci datova-

prim!rne n!lezisko z okolia Mi#kovca (pod&kita 1982).

n<m tmav'ch vrstvi'iek v% stalagmitoch zo z!padnej

Wig. 17. Szeletien leaf-shaped point from Domica, length 108 mm, width 37 Masti jaskyne Siene odvah@rédzi'ski et al. 2002
thickness 13 mm, probably made of dark grey quartz porphyry, primary depo‘ﬁ'teto vrstvi"ky mal'ch "ast<c uhl<ka s% aromatick'mi

from around Mi#kovec (according Birta 1982.

Rbr. 18. Jasky$a Domica, miesto 32, #<pka + miesto odberu uhl<ka na datoﬁin-

Woto: Wranti#ek Engel.

organick'mi zmesami sa vytvorili po"as spa&ovania
dreva v%jaskyni a%s* dokladom jej os<dleniadZ%pFvo
ne analyzovan'ch #iestich vzoriek poskytli tri nej-

#< v'sledok. Tmav? lamin!cie vo vzorke 7 s* mlad#ie
ako 24%000%+ 4 000 rokov (resp. 22 000 + 8 Y00 roko
a%star#ie ako 9 000 + 3 000 rokov (resp. 7 MWD+ 9
rokov). Tmav? lamin!cie vo vzorke 3 mF;u by> dokon-
ca star#tie ako 30 000 rokov. Gutori v#ak prizn!vej*
v%tom "ase nemali inform!cie 0% izotopovom zlo;en<
detritickej kontamin!cie v% spom<nan'ch sintrov'ch
nltekoch, "o mohlo spFsobi> skreslenie v'sledkov
a%zv'#i> smerodajn? odch'lky. Napriek tomu nevylu-
"uj* mo;nos> os<dlenia Domice e#te skFr ako vt@eoli

Pleistocenne n€lezy v Domici

V% roku 1932 sa v% Domici v% Majkovom (Hlavnom)
d=me pri stavbe mostu na#iel v% sekund!rnej polohe
v naplavenin!ch ju;n?ho pr<toku rieky Styx plo#ne
opracovan' szeleti?nsky listovit' hrot (dO;ka 1081m
#<rka 37 mm, hr*bka 13 mmQ obr. 17). Predpoklad! sa
;e bol vyroben' z%tmavo#ed?ho kremenn?ho porf'ru,
ktor?ho prim!rne nllezisko je z okolia Mi#kovca!f-

ta 1982. PFvodn! poloha mohla by> niekde v% pred-
n'ch priestoroch jaskyne, kde bolo mo;n? o"aklva>
s*dob? os<dleniBf#hm 1933aB!rta 1965, pravde-
podobne v%oblasti pFvodn?ho vchodu.

Dne#n’, umelo vyhOben' vstup do Domice je
vlastne upraven' pFvodn' vchod, ktor' existoval u;
v% pleistoc?ne a bol vyplnen' naplaven'mi #trkom
Otkou obsahujcou drobn* pFvodn* faunu. E#te
v% obdob< neolitu bol star' vchod *plne zanesen'

Wig. 18. Domica Xave, location 32, arrow + place where the sample of charc@éﬁ/(’\/%preds'em bol dokonca uzavret' mohutnou traver-

was taken for dating. Photograph by Wranti#ek Engel.
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iba hibok!m a"kolm!m kom#nom. Asi 7 m hlbok! kom#n $dtilpomerne n#zkeho priestoru, ktor! sa roz%iraveeékej
a"%irokej chodbB«¢hm 1933a, 1933bS$'asn! vchod Domice na"$rovni dna plytk*ho ztivpri $p-t# ju/nich vibe/kov
Silickej planiny prer+/a zasypan$ chodbu, ktor+ jergp@n!m pOvodn!m najstar%#m pleistoc*nnym vchodojaskyne,
le/iacej na $p-t# klty 464 a'taktie/ nazvanej DonBdead 1965 63). Aktu+ine oblasti (obr. 6) boli archeologickscgzne
preb+dan*Bshm 19321933a1933hB!rta 1957 Lichardus 19681969 1974, ch!ba presk$ma5 'as5 Predsiene, kde sa na8
ch+dzaj$ n+lezy pod kvap&ovou v!zdobou a"Vstupn®aheid+lezmi pod dne%n!m chodn#kbich@rdus 1969

Dnes je vavr#nov! list nezvestn!. V'roku 3942 ho v'Prahe zabavilo gestaptfmatkioc. R. Voj+'kovi, ktor! mal
urobi5 petrogra:ck$ anallzu n+stro{B!rta 1982)

Priamo z"pleistoc*nnych hlinit!ch a %trkov!ch n+nosov v'Suchej chatllastachodby smeruj$cej k'tzv. Priepasti
v"ni/%om poschod# Domice na konci Siene jeden+stich plame<ov poch+dzaj$ n+lezyny; & fejm- jaskynn*ho
medve=al(rsus spelaeua“na%iel sa aj $lomok zubu stredopleistoc*nneho slona asEiephas meridional{&ettner
1936 Blrta 1957. N+lezy bli/%ie analyzoval Josef Augusta, asistent paleontollgie na Karlovej utietretel936
72). Pod&a v%etk*ho poch+dzaj$ z"najstar%ieho pleistoc*nneho akumula'ntadasbdizskyni, ktor* nasledovalo po
erlznom %t+diu *APfoppa 197R Stratigra:cky v%ak paleolitick* vrstvy v'Domici neboli zatia& potvrden*.

Pri h&adan# paleolitick!ch vrstiev sond+/nymi pr+cami v'roku 39>9 spr+vca BtBaiclly H. Kessler narazil
v"Posv-tnej chodbe v'h?bke 2,2@ m na ‘iernu magnezitov$ strusku a"vykry#oteijzevec. Predpokladal, /e objavil
paleolitick* ohnisko, 'o v%ak M. Mottlov+ zisSovac#m viskumom v'roku 394@ nepbichdildus 19683C). M. Mott8
lov+ a"H. Kessler boli ma=arsk# b+datelia, ktor# v"priebehu druhej svetouskutmiili men%ie, viac8menej zis5ovacie
archeologick* vlskumy, z"ktor!ch neolitick! n+lezov! materi+| nebol evidovan! a"adikmuan! (Lichardus 1969

Datovanie veroku 2016

Pri pr#le/itosti datovania oterov a"znakov zo stien Domice, bol odobran!zikitgky priamo pod kresbami, asi 2@ cm
pod $rov<ou ter*nu v'bo'nej chodbe Posv-tnej chodby (obr. 7E miesto >2; obma@ia@/an! na Oddelen# r+diokarb18
nov*ho datovania AMS Univerzity v Oxforde. Konven#¥ vek vy%iel 6 279 G >9 BP (OxA8>>3@C), kalibrovan! vek I">16
+12@7 cal BF (9>,2L) (tab. 3).

Obr. 39. Jasky<a Domica, miesto 2@, %#pka + miesto odberu vzorky z uh&ov!ch stOp. QotoE Qranti%ek Tngel.
Qig. 39. Domica Fave, the location 2@, arrow + place where the sample of carbon traces was taken. Photot¥eghk Byg@kan
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ABSOL TNE!DATOVANIE!Z"KRESIEB,|UH#OV$CH!%IAR!A"OTER/!Z!FAKIE#!

Datovanie veroku 2006
Za&iatkom!m'jal2006!bolluskuto&nen(!prieskum!v”jaskyni'Domica,'ktor (!sa!zvedlizaka!spolupr'cilviacer(ch!in*ti-
t+ci.:ISpr'valslovensk(ch!jask(/,!Liptovsk(!Mikul*!1#udov.t!Ga'l,!lgor'Bacj'SNM-AM!Bratislaval1Zden4k!Farka*,!lgor!
Chomab5;!A 1%AV!Brno,!0dd4len.!paleolitula“paleoetnologie,!Doln.!V4stonice! 1Jib#dESIRIjksuniversiteit!Gronin-
gen!lJohannes!van!der!Plicht5!a"SNM-PM!Bratislava!1Alena!9ef&'kov'58!

Hlavn(m!cie<om!prieskumu!bolo!priame!datovanie'kresieb,!a"tedalodobratie! vheagitiamo!z"nich8!Zistilo!sa!
v*ak,!=elsaltam!nach'dzalpr.li*!tenk’lvrstvalfarbivalnalto,!aby!bolo!mo=n>!lodobkgezéich!po*kodeniala"navy*e,laby!
bolo!dostato&n>!mno=stvo!uh<a!na!datovanie8!

Bolo!potrebn>lvybra?!miesto!s!&o!najvy**.m!mo=n(m!obsahom!uhl.ka,!alteda!za&emeguiac!napr.klad!oter-
mi! z!fakie<8!Vzorka!bola! odobrat'! z" kumul'cie! uh<ov(ch! oterov! vo! v@ &*ej! sedreldciemtovanej! bo&nej! chodbe!
bl.zko!&asti!Posv@tnejlchodby!s"kresbamilnalbrehu!podzemnej'rie&ky!Styx!1 aiiBXIolordadi X 5'alodoslan'nalanal(zu!
do!Centralpre!v(skumlizotopov!prilUniverzite!Groningen!v!Holandsku8!

V(sledok!bol!celkom!ne&akan(,!a"to!konven@ayek! WW!3WO0!rokov![\O!BP! 1GrA-32wW K612 2007 sef€e-
kove et al. 20088! Tento!+daj!bol!kalibrovan(!na!Ww!2X0!+!WW!200!cal!BC!1[!W]5!pri!pou=it.!kal j&EI@N k Ok
lef€ekove et al. 200®alzodpovedal'neskor>mu!pleistoc>nu8!Napriek!prekvapeniu,!salteptinh=<tayal'v(sledkom!U”
_ldatovan.!1Gradzi'ski et al. 20 'ktor>!poch'dzali!z"in(ch!priestorov!jaskyne8

Pr.li*!ojedinel(!v(sledok!datovania! samozrejme!bolo! potrebn>! overi?8&Natiaao! Groningenu!sa!v'roku! 200X!
odoslalilvzorky!z'kresieb!a"z!uh<ov(ch!n'stenn(ch!oterov!z"jask(/!Sloveniékasu!Domica,!Ardovskej,!Praslenu,"z"Fia-
lovejla"v"roku!20WO0!znova!z"Domice8!V*etky!anal(zy!v*ak!boli'ne+spe*n>;!v"labbrepadésilo!vyextrahova?!dosta-
to&n>!mno=stvo!potrebn>ho!organick>ho!uhl.ka8!K"dosiahnutiu!v(sledkozdboliiprek'=kou!extr>mne!tenk>!vrstvy!
uhl.kalna!sten'ch8!

|
Datovanie veroku 2016
VIroku!20W\!sa! podarilo!nadviaza?!spolupr'cu! s!laborat riom! Australskvhal! pre!jadrov+!vedu! altechnol giu! 1the!
Australian!Nuclear!Science!and!Technology!Organisation!+!ANSTOD5, ktor>!sa!*peo@ldatovanie!extr>mne!mal(ch!
vzoriek!t!men*.ch!ako\Img8!Kone&ne!bolo!mo=n>!z.ska?!nieko<ko!v(sk€Hmxid evchenko 2017, in pi5&

Obr8!208!Jasky/alDomica,'miesto!2X,!*.pkal+!miesto!odberulvzorky!z!uh<ov(ch!stqp!+!&iar8!Foto:!Frahti*ek! Engel
Fig8!208!Domical!Cave,!the!location!2X,!arrow!t!place!where!the!lsample!oflcarbon!traces!+t!lines!+!was!taken8! Phuivgképhdjey&Fra
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Obr."21."Kresha"#udskej"postavy,'neolit,"baRa"na"paz-rik,"archeologicko<pr'rodovedn "rezerv cikl'lpatoieskie,"Ostrowiec"Hwiltokrzyski,"
Pot#tsko."Uoto:"Elena"Xef4 kov .

Uig."21."Drawing"of"a"human"*gure,"Neolithic,"Yint"mine,"Erchaeology"and"Natural"[istory"\eservation"of'Krzentmmkki©f@strowiec"
Hwiltokrzyski,"Poland."Photograph"by"Elena“Xef4 kov .

Z kladn!m"cie#om"bolo"predov$etk!m"znova'"zadatova%"vzorky"z&t!ch"ist!ch'skigstieRja&teda"aj"v'Domici,"
z&ktor!ch"sa"z'skali"d ta"v&roku"2006."

Pri" odbere"vzoriek" v& Domici" sa" op(%" vyskytol" star!" probl)m," a& to" pr'li$#mnkvistva." De*nit'vne" padlo”
rozhodnutie,"+e"nie"je"vhodn)"odobera%"vzorky"priamo"z&kresieb"s&oh#adondaeriiel pei$slo" vhodn) " naru$i%e”
ani"uh#ov)"stopy"bezprostredne”pod'nimi,"a&tak"po$kodi%"celkov-"n lezov*sliflietvzorky"sa"odobrali"z&bl'zkosti"
kresieb"B"a&C,"kde"sa"zdalo"by%"najviac"4ierneho"farbiva,"pri4dom"miesto"odberu"bolo"v&ich"bl'zkosti."

Vzorka" Domica" 20" poch dza"z"toho"ist)ho" miesta" ako"v"roku" 2006," a"to" z"akuntavtadi "wherov" 5obr." 7:"
miesto"20;"obr."198"vo"v(4%ej"severov!chodne"orientovanej'bo4nej"chodbe" bPday(fastithodby"s& kresbami."Bo<
hu+ia#"v!sledok"nepotvrdil"p=vodn)"vysok)"datovanie."Konvéi@wek"je">"?20"@"90"BP"50ZT"3038,"kalibrovan!"vek"
>&A77"+"?">>7"BP"a&stredn "hodnota"?"161"BP"5eneolit8"5tab."18.

Ev$ak'druh "vzorka"Domica"29"poch dza"z"miesta"asi"10"cm"napravo”od"kresieb"50br." 7dlmiexi8"a%o<
skytla"z"4asov)ho"h#adiska'"zauj'mavej$"v!sledok"5tab."18."Kérvamkie "A">70"@"100"BP"50ZT"30>8, " "kalibrovan!"vek'
9"2?7"+"9"6?7"BP"a&stredn "hodnota"9">73"BP"5mezolit8."Tento"v!sledok" potvrdaekétigisok!th " uh#ov!ch"st=p"
na“sten ch"jaskyne"a"tie+"nepretr+it)"vyu+'vanie"Posv(tnej'chodby"a"jej" @sAtWeptiebehu"dIh$ieho"prehistorick)ho”
obdobia.

Diskusia k datovaniu

Fventu Iny"vy$$"vek"kresieb"treba"prirodzene"posudzova%"opatrne. " Terpatigkyteibbaj-"na"vzory"neolitickej'bu<
kovohorskej"kult-ry"a"neolitick)"vrstvy"s-"v"ich"bl'zkosti"na"dosah.\Kpegimm'naj-"znaky"resp."v!zdobu"keramick!ch"
predmetov" patriacich"do" okruhu"neolitickej"kult-ry" Vingasic et al 198" Nemo+no"v$ak"vyl-4i%" prtomnos%" star$ej"
podobnej“vzorovejtrad'cie,"ktor "mohla“ovplyvni%"mlad$ie"kult-ry"a"pr'padwaoréiapr'klad”podobn "geometrick "
a"meandrovit "v!zdoba"sa"nach dza"na"mezolitickoGneolitick!ch"kamenn!ck"giéigtlepensk)ho"Viru"5Srbsk&&"
dovanovi! 2018."

V&jednej"z&chodieb"komplexu" pravek!ch"ban™ na" paz-rik" v&archeologicko<prép dexencii" Krzemionki"
Opatowskie,"bl'zko"miesta"Ostrowiec"Hwiltokrzyski"5Po#sko8"sa"nach dza"cofeshimatick ,"geometrick "kresba"#ud<
skej"postavy"tludzik"+"orant?"alebo"Wielka"Matka? "ktor "poch dza"z&nealittitagdzi"tzv."religidJzne"symboB/ el
2007'2014'Balcer 2018."Qe"nakreslen "zuho#naten!m"koncom"drevenej"triesky"5o0br."218"s& pomocaei'tk@mikiri

31



rovn ch!"iarlalstala!sa!logom!Krzemionok.!Jednou! z#interpret$ci%! kresby hedapmie rodiacej! &eny.! Zd$! salv'ak,! &e!
zdvojenie!n(hivzniklo!sk(rlopakovan%m!ich!n$"rtu.!Celkovolkresba!pripom%na!doesbig)t!zna"ky!nalnepr%stupnom!
mieste,!resp.!vyobrazenie!"loveka!v#nepr¥%stupnom!priestore!*jaskyni!alebgh#hel@) chodbe-,! pri"om!po/sk 'n$0
"rt'by!mohol!sk(rlvyobrazoval!mu&a!vzh/adom!na!pré%tomnosl!ipenisud ! PostdeaBiaial niektor)! neolitick)!skaln)!
rytiny!v#4dol%!Valcamonica!*Taliansko-,'kde!mo&no!navy'e! zahliadnul!tie&! ajeaoidtayiAnati 1994!Priuli 2002!
Cittadini 2004,'napr%klad!na!lokalitch!Naquane,!Nadro,!Luine.!

In 'pr%buzn 'geometrick !'vzor!*rytina-!vidiel!aj! na!magickom!azilienskom!kamenHet&it&P)rigord,! Fran0
cdzsko!HRoussot-Larroque 199N avy'e!existuje! podobnosl!dokonca!s!geometrickou! ornamentikoul\egtigmau:! na!
artefakte!Lova''*Mab5arsko-,!'nal6g4rkach!alozdobn chlpredmetoch!z!Mezinu!a'®é&Rkrajina!+Svoboda 201ta!na!
sten$ch!spodn)ho!poschodialKapovejjaskyne!*Rutkexdtthickij et al. 2013

Samotn),!ajlke5!ibalpribli&ne!salpodobajdce,!geometrick)!vzory,!napr!hrgtkostiach!z!Bilzingslebendeénia/
Weber 1986!pré%padne!nald4lomkoch!okru!z!jaskyne!Blonthesshilwood et al. 20Q%ravidelne!salopakujdce!rovno0
be&n)!"iary,!meandrovit)!'truktdry!alebo!u&%vanie!tzv.! zjednodu'en)holtiatschematizmu! s4! starobyl).! S4! zn$me!
prakticky!od!stredn)ho! paleolituldrblanchet 1998alv!podstate! pre&%vajd!do!s4"asnosti.! Pretrv$vaj4!vo!ve/mi!'irokom!
"asovomlintervale,!pri"om!nemusialby1!v&dy!'peci6ck)!pre!miestolalebo!"asov)!obdobie.

Posvetn€ chodba s kresbami + miesto pravekej spirituality?

Archeologick)! n$lezov)! okolnosti! sved"ia! o#tom,! &¢bbyvate/ov! Domice! mala! Posv7tn$! chodba! zvI$'taplam!
albola! nie"%m! mimoriadnyrB!hm 1933a.!8zka! 'trbinovit$! chodba! medzi! D9mom! myst)ri%! ag@iter$s! svoj%m!
nezvy"ajn mldtvarom!v#podobe!&ensk)ho!lonalbudilaéiu&!kedysild$vno!my'lienkov4lasoci$ciu! s4vidistkultom!
plodivej!sily!*"loveka,!Zeme-.! T4to!ldomnienku! patzuje! aj! uzavretie! Posv7tnej! chodby! z# obidvoch!lspigin! *obr.!
=-.INajm7!tuls4!zachovan)!na!sten$ch!po"etn)! oteiigtgtod! smoln%c!a#fakl%,!a#len!v#nej!s4!v fawepition$ine!
kresby.!Tietolzadn),!1a&'ie!pr%stupn)!priestory!jaiigliizrejme!nav'tevovan)libalob"as!a#tnepochybgalist41$ ' tnym!
4konom,!ktor)!m(&eme!ozna"illza!n$bo&en&K}irn 1932, 19338933, !resp.! patriace! k#d$vnej! forme! spirituality.!
Napriek!predstave,!&elvlastn !4"ella#tv znam'kresigtalze!nav&dy!utajen ,!v#s4"asnostilje!mo&n)!silatbit!aspo<!
pribli&n4!predstavu.

Obyvate/stvo, ktor)!&ilolv#Domici,patrilo'k#ve/kej,'kultdrne lve/mileysigine!popul$cide!s#line$rnoukeramikou!
v#Podunajsku! alvyhranen m!n$bo&ensk m!n$zorom,! s#ktor m!sa! sp$jali)i@eesk)! so'ky,! zrejme!idoly! a# n$dob0
ky!takmer!v&dy!v!&enskej! podobe.! Predpoklad$!sa,! &e!ob/uba! &ensk ch'amalle&ristick$! aj! pre! susedn)!kult4rne!
okruhy,!'najm7!prelv chodo$zijsk ,!saluv$dzalv!sdvislostils#bo&stvora!Matgm,!Ve/kou!matkou!ZemBHm 1933a,H
Lichardus 1968

Pod/alstar'%ch!n$zorov!v#neolite!malal&enalv znamn)!postavenie,!plyn4degitjaidimospod$rskejli#n$bo&en0
skej!funkcie.!Ne'lo!v'ak!o#matriarch$t,!ale!o#matriline$rnu!6li$ciu,!"o! sémisdiistenciou! pSrovejlrodiny!lakolin'tit4cie!
als#ur"ovan%m!pr%slu’'nosti'k#rodu!po!materskejpiéhoiisk" 1993

N$bo&ensk)!predstavy!stredoeur9pskych!neolitikov!vibrovali!medzilanimita#teizmom.!Zrejme!ne'lolo#klasicO
k !polyteizmus,'ale!sk(r'vznikalilpredstavy!o#akomsiluniverz$inom!materskormide&isrcovi! &ivota, !4rody,'plodnostil
a#tdobra.!Napriek!niektor m!s4"asn m!v hrad$m!k#matriarch$tu!v!neolifg!fRemi#tov$ Voo#&nov$-20éAalmohlalbyl,!
podobnelako!v#mlad'om!paleolite,!symbolom!tajomnej!nadprirodzenesijdérsk” 19938rodnosl!p(dy!salvia&e!so!
&enskou!plodnoslou;!&eny!saltak!st$vajd!zodpovedn)!zalhojnd!4rodu,! prem&Etpmmstva?!stvorenia.!lde!o#n$bo0
&ensk)!tajomstvo,!preto&e!vi$dne!vzniku! &ivota,!ob&ive! aEfattéil™095.! M(&eme!predpokladal,! &e!zadn)! priestory!
Domice!s4viselils#niektorou!formoultak)hoto!kultu.!V!s4vislosti!sikn@gde v#strednej!Eur9pelolojedinel la#v nimo'n !
objav'tichardus 1968K#ich!vysvetleniuln$m!m(&u!pom(clinielenlanal9gie!zo!&ivotals4"asn ch!populsbidékpr®do
rodov,!ale!ajlvedomostilo#funkcii!/udsk)ho!moagi€williams/Dowson 1988 99QLewis-Williams 20QLewis-Wil-
liams/Pearce 2008

Neolitick%!/udia! malilteda! ur"it ! systym!viery,ld$\Mormu! spirituality.! Pri! jej! praktikovan%! zrejnalf%vali!
podobne,'ako!salto!dialo!v#d$vnej'om!praveku, @liétuhej! strane!aj! v#s4"asnosti!najm7!u#préraubratiov, ' tzv.!
1zmenen !stavlvedomia?!Tento!druh!vedomialim!umogat! prenikn41!do!tzv.!*duchovn ch!r%@la#spdjflasil!sa-!
s!tin mitlbytoslami,!/duchmila#m>tvyrhetis-Williams 2002Pod/a'modelu,!ktor !vych$dza!z#po"etn ch!neuyfps
chologick chlv skumov,!prilnadob4dan%!stavu!tinyledomia®!salnalza"iatku!"loveku'objavuj4!predov'etkgeometO
rick)!tvary'*vinovky,'k/ukat)!meandre,!'pir$ly,!sdesdn)kruhy, ltrojuholn%kygwis-Williams/Dowson 1993; Lewis-Wil-
liams/Pearce 2008Je!mo&n),!&el!tieto!momenty!ovplyvnililgeomettidkkresieb!v#Domicila#miestolich!vytvorenia.

Pod/a!sympatickej! a#ve/milin'pirat%vnej! neuropsychologickej!te9rie! zobrazenie! §enikl! nemus%!by1!len!
symbolom!plodnosti! a#zrodeniag¢tvis-Williams/Pearce 2008/0t%vy!vulvy!v#mladopaleolitickom!umen%!odkazuj4!na!
plodnos1!istien!jask <@lv#zmysle!mo&nosti!priechodu!nimildo!in)ho!svetala#nie!plegnasim! pojat%.! T mto!sp(0
sobom!m(&e!byl!ch$pan)!aj!magick)!Lono! matky! Zemea!v#Domici.! Parafezesta! do!podsvetialalebo!do!in ch!
svetovd*duchovn ch!r%e'-Im(&e'byl!ajltemn la#nepr%stupn !priestor!jaskyne.
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Sevislosti a€veznam kresieb
Zd !sa,!"elcelkov#!kontext!geometrick#ch,takmer!abstraktn#ch!kresiebtadigty$Domicilnieljelvdbec!n hodn#. !Kres-
ba!Al(*&lovek!v$priestore?)!salnach dza!v$bo&nom!v#klenku! Posv'tnej! chodbyllbiiakigiesne! v$prieh+ade!/zkeho!
kom*na!smerom!z$DOmu!mystlri*!do!v#klenku!s!kresbami.!Ak!je!kresbalvo!v#kletdm ! dz$BOmu!julvidno!takmer!
v$strede!prieh+adu.!Ostatnl!dvelkresby!B!(*postaval!"eny?)!la$C!(1tv ra2llmsriigtilsebelalo$trochaldalejinapravolod!
kresby!A.!Vz jomn !bl*zkos5!kresieb!B!a$C!m%'"e!symbolizova5!obojstrann/!s/vislgebloesagabti,! prikom! zvl 6tna!
kresbha!C!6peci Inele6te!zd%raz7uje!v#znam!tejto!&astiltela.!

Takto!salvlastne!kruh,!&i!'sk%r!trojuholn*k!kresieb!uzatv ra.!Situ ciu!zazméimetkaesb ch!by!sme!mohlilv$du-
chu!neuropsychologickej! teOrie! vo! ve+mi$ zjednodu6enej! forme!interpretoviEN®iolen#! &lovek,! 6aman,'k7az)! sa!
prostredn*ctvom!*zmenenlha?livedomial(tranzu)'alvzdialen#ch,!nepr*stupnej6*cindmijasio/ne!(prechod,!tunel,!lono,!
spojenie)!chce!prenies52!salpren 6aldo!tinlho?svetal(inej!duchovnej!r*6e),!akghrabhmittslu6nl!obrady!svojho!n -
bo"enstval(spirituality,!kultu),!poradi5!sa!s$bytos5ami! (m8tvymi)!z!tohto!dvdta®! alzabezpe&i5! pre“itie! svojho! spolo-
&enstva.!

Spr vula$v#znam!kresieb!je!mo"nllroz6ifrovablibal5a"ko.!9iadnelvysvetlenielnemustithy8isprolposta&*libal
ichIn znak.

Zlver
V#tskum!uk zal,!"elvysokl!r diokarbOnovl!datovaniatmtez! Domice!nameranl!viminulosBKfcakova et al. 2QBfohlo!
by5!efektom!problimulextrlmne!malejlvzorky,'z!ksarégiko!upozornil'V.!Levchenko,!analyzovalalnevhodb ¥&#ko-
v#t/Levchenko 201L6Toto!zistenie!nielje!s*ce!potebuj/ce,'ale!anitdefce.!Nov#!/daj!z!Domice!zodpovedaj/ci'mezolitu!
dokazujelvysok#!vek!niektor#chluh+ov#ch!st%p!nalsten clejasiig/inepretr'itl!vyu"*vanie!Posv'tnej'chodby!aljej'bo&-
n#ch!&ast*!vipriebehu! dih6ieho! prehistorick1ho! obdidbissa,! "e!mezolitick1!datovanie! z!Domice! patr*NG&*m!r -
diokarbOnov#m!/dajom!zo!steny!jaskynelvistrednej!EerByidentne!prilrie6en*!datovanialje!'vhodnl!poid@dzoriek
Na!Slovensku!salibalv!oblasti!Slovensklholkrasu!nach dzalvy6e!ltigtalicsk#nimo&nos5!bolalv$celosvetovom!
meradlelvyjadren v$roku!;<<=lorganiz cioulUNESCO!zaraden*mljask#7!Slovensklho'a!Aggtelesiilbidkznamu!
Svetovlho!pr*rodnlho!dedi&styaké 200p!Slovensko!salzaradilo!nalprvl!miesto!vo!svete!lv$po&te!spr*stupnen#ch!jas
k#7'zap*san#chldo!svetovlholkult/rneholalpr*rodnlhol!dedi&stval(Jasounsbas@ck ,!Ochtinsk 'aragonitov ,!Domica,!
Dob6insk !+adov ,!Kr snohorsk ).!Z$jask#7!poch dzalmno"stvolarcheologick#chindk%aznych!obdob*,niektorl!z$pa-
leolitu,! naj&astej6ie! zIneolitu! a!doby! bronzovej! (Domica,! Jasovsk ,! Ardovsk ,! Ckigpaepas5! Mal !+adnica,! Oste7,!
M/rikov ,!Slaninov ,!at4.),!av6ak!v#skum!n stennlho!praveklho!umenialalebetm#th!st%p!po!&loveku!saltu!rob*libal
pr*le"itostne.
Vlpriebehu!minul#ch!desiatich!rokov!boli!preh+adanl!steny!volviacekjehigak!preva’ne!v!Slovenskom!krase,!
zlktor#ch!poch dzaj/!pravekl!archeologickl!n leBglla et al. 200ZMinim Inelv!desiatich!z!nich!salnach dzaj/!nalich!
zv'&6almenej!pr*stupnej6*ch!miestach!®zna&kys!alelajljednoduchl!&iary,!'n &topslebbdseroch!fakie+!(okrem!Do-
micelalArdovskejljaskyne!napr.!vljaskyniach!Silick !+adnica,!Praslen,!>*kovaldiera,!F@aidMdlites/sk ,!Drie7ovsk ,!
Mal !+adnica,!L*6&ialdierala!Slaninov ).!Skuto&nos5,!"e!mnohlljaskyne!neboli! das&rédosiapovanl,!m%"elby5! pre!
n slv#zvou.!lch!prieskum!preto!nemo”no!pova’ovab!zalskon&ent#.
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PREHISTORIC DRAWINGS IN DOMICA CAVE

ALENA <EF€.KOVe

Only very little data is available in central Europe about prehistoric wekl) (art and information on its absolute data is
also lacking. On the territory of Slovakia, prehistoric !gures, signs or @ldraces have been found primarily in the Do-
mica, Ardovsk" and#Praslen Caves. $e best-known are probably the geometmdabdriiom Domica (Ro%&ava, SW of
the Slovak Karst region; Fig. 3). $& Domica Cave is part of the Slovak-Hungavans@stem of Domica + Baradla (Fig.
4). Its Slovak part, 'ertova diera + Domica, measures 5,368 m. Domica is known prinratgyefddence of settlement
in the Neolithic. Finds of Neolithic B*kk culture represent more than 85+ ofdta Inds. $e drawings in Domica were
some of the Irst drawings found in central Europe and have become an inspicataganising international coopera-
tion in order to obtain their absolute dating.

Measuring of the Cave

he !rst measuring of the Cave dates from 1930, it was realised by, byyPald®32, the Hungarian discoverer Hubert
Kessler conducted and recorded the connection between Domica and Baradiaefidaradla side. Further mappings
were executed by Droppa in 1961 and Droppa, Jak"l and Chovan in 1964 (Fig. 5), bagedamnetric points no. 964
and 965 set near the present-day entrance to Domica Cave. Bella,#Hol/beiclamdith also dealt with its exploration
and mapping. However, there is still no more detailed survey Bbthetn€ chodbéSacred Corridor) and its lateral parts,
where drawings and traces of charcoal have been found.

Localisation of the drawings in the Cave
$e settlement of Domica can be divided into two [mr$e !rst part, from the entrance to a distanceasbund 300 m,
was reserved for daily life £ the living spacepafraon in the Neolithic. However, the back partrendi:cult to access,
up to a distance of around 600 m from the entrawes, devoted to a di<erent purpose - for ritualshaes of a spiritual
nature. Excavations in 1932 and 1933 revealedsivieNeolithic settlement along a total lengthrotiad 700 m. $e
thickness of the cultural level from the entrance pavards the most distance area ranges from 6@=«0to0 2 cm.
Drawings made with charcoal are found on the limestone wall at the back@dben a low, lateral corridor=
alcove, belonging to the larger, so-calRedvstn€ chodb&Sacred Corridor; Fig. 7), which ends in a narrow chimney into
the D!mu myst"ri#(Mystery Dome). $e Issured Sacred Corridor connects this cathedral with andéinge space, the
Sie$ ter€¢Hall of Terraces). $e entrance from the Mystery Dome into the Sacred Corridmoicalled théono matky
Zeme(Womb of Mother Earth; Fig. 8). A smaller 2Bwomb® can also be found apfiusite side, between the Holy Cor-
ridor and the Hall of Terraces. In the Neolithic, the Sacred Corridor was once lboatidreth ends by openings made
by stakes, which gives the impression of complete enclosure, perhaps by a sichghestvaoture (Fig. 9). It seems that
only here can be found on the walls a mass of black lines (Fig. 10) (seveted#adkre also in the back part of Domica
called HPalmov% h€Palm Grove). $ey have been made by charcoal, which seems to come froringrpéeh shards
(chips of wood) or torches to increase their luminous intensity.

Relative dating of the drawings

It is assumed that the drawings originate from the Neolithic and prplbebbng to the B*kk culture, since their nature,
patterns and overall artistic appearance are similar to the decorati@sssly and other objects which were probably
made by people living during the same period.

Drawings, their analogies and interpretation

$e three evidently intentional !gures A, B and C are positioned close to each othesingle place (Fig. 11). $ey are

found on a vertical Cave wall, just above ground, at a height of as@ucrd, so the Neolithic cultural layer is only 64 +

72#cm below the level of the drawings. Traces of charcoal lines do not appear under the level of the Neolithic layer.
$e distance of Igure A from the other two is 20 cm. Drawings B and C are found nezatctoother, to the right

of A, but around 10 cm lower. Just under drawing C there is a cluster of méeedroharcoal traces on a more con Cave

surface, which is probably caused by an accidental smearing from a torhkr Bumilar smearing traces are also under

drawings A and B.

Drawing A

Drawing A (height 127 mm, width 95 mm) has an almost square shape (Fig. 12> A) witloitsalsisgtly shorter side.
$is square is delimited by lines on three sides, apart from the bottom side. $erdpe is crooked (zigzag) with four
sharp peaks, of which the two inner ones have almost the same width, wieredst of both on the outside edges is al-
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most half of the inner ones. !e square is divided approximately in the middlelibpg @arallel to the upper zigzag, which
seems to divide the whole "gure into an upper and lower half. A thicker perpendicaight line joins the middle of this
line in its upper part, but does not reach the upper zigzag. A thinner line crossesuppeitshird, resembling a cross.
A cross, which perhaps resulted from an inaccurate sketch, may be a versiohagelef the letter T° It seems that the
aTo + probably a schematic human "gure, is situated in the overall contegiria kind of natural environment, which
might be a Cave or hills. le combination of various lines evokes the irreigtsirthe Cave and mountain environment.
Perhaps a narrative is taking place here. Analogous motifs can be fouhdandd#kk culture pottery, where they make
up one of the variants of a wide range of decorations. A speci'c example might/besél AP 8107 (from the collection
of the Slovak National Museum = Museum of Archaeology in Bratislava, Fig. 13, Figt b&ids)gs to the traditional
B#kk culture pottery, level B.

Drawing B
Drawing B (height 126 mm, width on the central rectangle 42 mm, the width with 2irdshm) consists, to put it
simply, of three rectangular shapes (Fig. 12: B). !e largest rectanglesstarttie shortest side, and both lateral sides join
it at a slight angle from both sides. Overall, the drawing resembles the "gurernfa wibhout a head. It appears to be
dressed in clothing decorated with typical artistic geometrical motifs which are also found orgdxawin

le horizontal line between the semi-circles, ,whesken into consideration together with its connectioan be
a paraphrase of the T-motif, and - in the end -spag the anthropomorphic diagram of the T in a drsphce without
patterns intersects the human "gure.

Drawing C

Figure C (maximum width 126 mm, maximum length 110 mm) has the shape of a isosceles triangle (Fig. 12: C), while its
shortest base is turned to drawing B and its sides join at a sharp angligh lautounded top. !e drawing consists of at

least three concentric triangles which have slightly wavy side lines and sometimg®itdidogether precisely, especially

at the base, but intersect.

Identical meanders can be found on vessels of Glarear pottery, where similar "gures occur in raatto the
depiction of the human face or a whole anthroponh@cpmotif. A fragment of a similarly decorated wtsomes from
Domica itself. le almost abstract geometrical drawigdoes not necessarily resemble only a humantiae€), but can
also be the loins of a woman.

Right by the entrance to the side corridor containilrawings, there is one more which can theoretibalijnarked
as D (Fig. 14). However, it is probably a moderrkingrof the site.

le drawings and their topics

le drawings apparently represent geometrical ornaments distributed indlalesed "gures. !eir basic artistic element
is the meander + the main motif which is related in terms of style to éheegécal ornamentation on the rich "nds of
Neolithic B#kk culture and Gemer (Tiszadob) pottery in Domica, as well as in @tes &nd sites (Fig. 15). Fragments of
pottery with a @T° motif originate from Domica and in this case whaseclear that instead of a three-dimensional nose
and engraved eyes, this 2T with a certain shape of meanders and lines desictethatic motif of a face. However on
drawing A, which resembles the scene on the fragments, the 2T° motif is more remiviiscégire, and the surroun-
ding lines remind the natural environment. Drawing B can truly depict a female "gure andgia more speci“c part
of its body (head * face?, loins?). le anthropomorphic 2T° motif appears in variousxiqbuilding elements, paintings
on walls, sculptures, etc.) from Epipaleolithic, e. g. G$bekli Tepe (Turkegjsin the younger Eneolithic Hassun-Sa-
marra Period in the area of Southwest Asia and Anatolia.

Similar themes in other Caves
le smearing traces from torches have been found in several Caves of the Skrgakdgion, with further charcoal
sketches resembling the 2T° motifs on drawing A in Domica having been discovaredvisk% Cave and in the Silick%
&adnica Cave. According to as yet unpublished absolute dating, however, they are a lédtle young

Four very schematic charcoal drawings (no. 1 teefinea chasm-like corridor with di'cult access the Ardovsk%
Cave. A fragment of an anthropomorphic vessel with’anotif placed on its neck (Fig. 15:7) also cofraa the Ardov-
sk% Cave. On so-called drawing 3 (Fig. 16: A),dteeraultiple wavy, approximately horizontal linesl gust above them
it is a sketch in the shape of a cross which rdesmal?T° with a slightly overlapping vertical linegd?). le wavy lines
resemble a sign of the natural environment, perbagiseam or boat and the T° a stylised human "guitle outstretched
arms. Conventional 14C age of drawing 3 is 2,735BR (OZT 301), calibrated age 2,759 + 2,923 Bhadidn value
2,827 BP (late Bronze + early Halstatt period) @lediv%;Levchenko 2017, in print).

In Silick% &adnica Cave there are two simple draldepjstions in the shape of a T° are on both spatied.
le "rst can be found to the north-east in a smalldg alcove in thércheologicke d€nfArchaeological Dome), near the
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Vstupne priepas€Entrance Chasm) (Fig. 16: B). e second drawindoisated to the north-west, at the opposite end of
the Archeologick! d"n{Archaeological Dome), near the passage to thediation (Fig. 16: C). In this case, the 3T° might
represent some kind of instrument.

ABSOLUTE DATING FROM CULTURAL LAYERS

First dating

At the beginning of the 1950s, geologists in Domica examined the traces of layers manifestedcarbon laminations
which appeared during the creation and growth of dropstones. Not onlyterehus able to ascertain the age of the
dropstones, but also the time when the Cave was settled. Darker lagar®edpp the course of wood being burnt in the
Cave, and can be a good indicator dave'settlement by humans. e "rst absolute chronological data from Domica
(Table 1) which provided conventional dating using isotégein alaboratory in Groningen, Holland, is 6,080 # 75 years
BP, 4,120 # 75 years BC (Grn + 2435), or a calibrated age of 7,170 £ 6,750 cal BP (# 2%$). ¢tarsenfigm an uncove-
red layer of hardened carbon from the eastern part dbigvé jedenestich plame#all of the Eleven Flames) - a direct
prolongation of the entrance corridor. e second data from Domica, 5,830 # 178 y&&l-1.249), or 7,200 * 6,250 cal
BP (# 29$), comes from a sample from J. Lichardus. To the above-mentionedrteamtiatzating, we can add two pieces of
data from the laboratory in Poznan to the above-mentioned radiocarbmmydaable 1): Dom S1 (Poz-2444) 5,750 # 30
BP, which is 6,640 + 6,460 cal BP (# 2$) and Dom S2 (Poz-2442) 6320 # 40 BP, which is 7,330 + 7,160 cal 8P (# 23).
approximately one-cm-thick pieces of sinter with black layers in their cross-sect®nseerfor the dating. e Dom S1
sample came from the lower part of Benenske chodb@/irgin Corridor) while the Dom S2 sample came from the upper
part of theSie# odvahyHall of Courage).

U/! data obtained in Domica via Slovak-Polish coopeiat by dating dark layers in stalagmites from the weste
part of the Cave's Hall of Courage are a specegaat Of the six samples, three provided a reatesult. e dark lami-
nations in sample 7 are younger than 24,000 # 4,88 (or 22,000 # 8,000 years) and older th&Q %a,000 years (or
7,000 # 9,000 years). le dark laminations in samplea® even be older than 30,000 years. Howeventti@sadmit that
at that time they did not have information aboug tisotopic composition of detritus contaminationtire sinter deposits,
which might have caused a distortion of the resultsincreased decisive deviations. Neverthelessithegt rule out the
possibility that Domica was settled even earliem thahe Neolithic.

Pleistocene Indings in Domica

In 1932, a Szeletien leaf-shaped point with a worked surface (length 108 mm, width 37 mmsth&knen (Fig. 17)
was found in Domica iMajkov (Hlavn!) d"'m(Majko's or the Main Dome) during the construction of a bridge, lying in
a secondary position in the sediment of the southern %ow of the river $tyasdtimed that it was made of dark-grey
quartz porphyry whose primary site of occurrence is around Mi&kBweta (983. Its original position might have been
somewhere in the front areas of the Cave, where a contemporary eettlprabably in the area of the original entrance
might be expected.

Today's arti"cially dug-out entrance to Domica is baBy a modi"ed one which already existed in thésRleene
and was "lled in with alluvial gravel and yolks camitag small original fauna. In the Neolithic, thel @ntrance was alrea-
dy completely clogged and in the entrance halai& even closed by a huge travertine layer, so @mapossible to enter
via a deep, vertical chimney. Current areas (Fig.\&) been excavated archaeologically, but the enthatigeart has not
yet been studied.

Today there is no trace of the laurel leaf point noeed above. It was seized in Prague in 1942 igektapo from
R. Voj*+ek, who had been arrested and was meastfarm a petrographic analysis of the tool.

Findings of large fauna, in particular the Cave bEasus spelaeuand a tooth fragment from the Middle Ple-
istocene elephant (probalitephas meridiona)iscome directly straight from the Pleistocene loam and gravel alluvium
in Suche chodbdDry Corridor) and from part of the corridor leading towards the so-calleds@han the lower storey
of Domica at the end of ti&ie# jedenestich plame#(iall of the Eleven Flames). le "ndings were further analysed by
Josef Augusta, palaeontology assistant at Charles University, Prague. tApplaegroriginate from the oldest Pleistocene
accumulation period @a° in the Cave, which followed the 3 erosion stageudg Palaeolithic layers in Domica have not
been stratigraphically con"rmed as yet.

When looking for Palaeolithic layers using probes in 1939, the administrator of Dorndi&aeadla, H. Kessler,
came across black magnesite slag and crystallized limestone in the HolyrGoridepth of 2.20 m. He presumed that
he had found a Palaeolithic "replace, which was not con"rmed by M. Mottlov* during her excavation in 1940.
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Dating 2016

On the occasion of dating the smearing traces and signs on the walls of Domaaweerbemoved from the layer direc
tly under the drawings, around 20 cm under the level of the terrain in the lateral cofrither Holy Corridor (Fig. 7:
position 32; Fig. 18) and analysed at the Department of AMS Radiocarbon Datingrdf@i¥ersity. e conventional
1C age was 6,279 " 39 BP (OxA-33108), calibrated age 5,356 + 5,207 cal BC (93,2%) (Table 1).

ABSOLUTE DATING FROM THE DRAWINGS, CHARCOAL LINESIB
SMEARING TRACES OF TORCHES TORCHES

Dating 2006
At the beginning of May 2006, a survey was carried out in the Domica Cave thdrksdoperation of several institu-
tions: Slovak Caves Administration, Liptovsk# Mikul$& (‘udov*t Ga$l, Igor BaBlavak National Museum-Museum
of Archaeology Bratislava (Zden+k Farka&); Institute of Archaeology, Acafd8gignces of the Czech Republic Brno,
Department of the Palaeolithic and Palaeoethnology, Doln* V+stonice (Ji/bAd&ydrijksuniversiteit Groningen (Jo-
hannes van der Plicht) and Slovak National Museum-Natural History Museum Bratislava (Alena <ef=$kov$).

le main aim of the survey was the direct datingtbe drawings. However, it was found that the lajeolour was
too thin for it to be possible to remove samplébaut damaging them, and for there to be enouginatizd to enable dating.
So a sample was taken from an accumulation of cilesoeearing traces in the larger north-east-faduhg sorridor not far
away from of the (Sacred Corridor) containing draygion the banks of the underground Styx River {Figosition 20; >g
19), and then sent for analysis at Centre for fmofyesearch at Groningen University in Holland.

le result was quite unexpected, with a conventioddl age of 11,310 years " 50 BP (GrA-32114). lis datas
calibrated to 11,290 + 11,200 cal BC (" 1?) withuke of an INTCALO4 calibration curve and corradgd to the late
Pleistocene. Despite the surprise, this data wamaant with the results of the U@! dating whicmee from other places
in the Cave. lis result of dating, which was tomgular, required veri>cation. In 2009, samples ftoenwalls in Domica,
Ardovsk$, Praslen andKFialov$ Caves were semilf@igin Groningen, and it was repeated from Darmc010. However,
all the analyses were unsuccessful; the laborasEyot able to extract a suQcient amount of orgeaibon. le extremely
thin layers of carbon on the walls were a gredtolesto obtaining results.

Dating 2016
In 2015, cooperation was established with the Australian Nuclear Science aralofgcrganisation (ANSTO) which
specializes in dating extremely small samples, smaller than 5 mg. !e basicwabjeas primarily to date once more the
samples from the same places in the Caves, including Domica, from which thadlageh obtained in 2006. When
taking the samples, the old problem recurred again: the charcoal layerovthstd-urther samples were taken near
drawings B and C, where there appeared to be most of the black dye.

le Domica 20 sample comes from the same place 906 (Fig.7: position 20; Fig. 19). Unfortunatély,result did
not con>rm the original early dating. 'e conventia *“C age is 4,520 " 90 BP (OZT 303), calibrated &83& 4, 5,447 BP
and the middle value is 5,161 BP (late NeolitEiceolithic) (Table 1).

However, the second sample Domica 29 comes froata aitound 10 cm to the right of the drawings (Figosition
29; Fig. 20) and oXered a more interesting rasuft & time point of view (Table 1). !e convention#C age is 8,470 " 100
BP (OZT 304), calibrated age 9,257 + 9,657 Bhamdiddle value is 9,473 BP (Mesolithic). lis rdsaon>rms the high
age of certain charcoal traces on the walls ofdélre,@s well as the permanent use of the SacraddCand its lateral parts
in the course of a prolonged prehistoric period.

Discussion on the dating
le potentially earlier date of the drawings must naally be taken with caution. !lematically they resemble tdosely the
patterns of the Neolithic BYkk culture and, besidiss the Neolithic layers are in their close vicid@ydrawings resemble
the signs or ornamentation of ceramic items belongpnidpe circle of the Neolithic Vinca culture. Howewe presence
of an older similar pattern tradition cannot be exe@ddwhich might have in[uenced later cultures or eerdured. For
example, a similar geometrical and meandering ornaatientcan be found on Mesolithic sculptures from lregé Vir
(Serbia).

A unique schematic, Neolithic geometric drawing buman >gure)@dzik + orarft or 8Wielka Matk& can be found
in one of the corridors of the complex of prehigtdint mines in the archaeological and naturaltbig reservation of \r-
zemionki Opatowskie (Ostrowiec Jwi*tokrzyski, Panit is drawn with the carbonized end of a woodkard (Fig. 21)
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with the help of @ombination of almost straight lines. Overallgsembles the Domica drawings + signs in an indloleess
place, or the depiction ofgeerson in an inaccessible place ( Cave or artijoikib-out corridor). "e Igure resembles certain
Neolithic Cave engravings in the Valcamonica védltaly), where the motifs of meanders can alsoldserved, for example
in the sites of Naquane, Nadro, Luine.

Another related geometric pattern can be seen engraved in AzilianstonBdchereil (P#rigord, France). In ad-
dition there is even a similarity with the geometrical ornamentatidineoEpigravettian: on the Lova$ (Hungary) artefact,
on !gures and decorative items from Mezin and Me%iri& (Ukraine), and on the wadldmfer storey of the Kapova
Cave (Russia).

Posvetn€ chodbgSacred Corridor) with drawings + a place of prehistoric spirituality?

"e archaeological Indings circumstances indicate that thesvetn€ chodbéSacred Corridor) had a particular signilcan-
ce for the inhabitants of Domica. "is impression is con!rmed by its enclosure on gidehby stakes (Fig. 9). Numerous
smearing traces and lines from tinder lights and torches are preserved on thenddhlisee intentional drawings can be
found here. "ese back areas of the Cave were visited only from timméoand served for particular acts presumably
belonging to an ancient form of spirituality.

"e population that lived in Domica was part of a largeulturally developed group of populations with #inpot-
tery in the Danube basin and with a de!ned religious\jdssociated with numerous female sculptures, pedsyridols,
and vessels almost always in a female shape. "elpdpy of female sculptures, also characteristicedghbouring cul-
tural surroundings, is mentioned in relation to tiginity of the Magna Mater, the Great Mother Eatthfertility of the
soil is linked to female fertility: women becomepaessible for a good harvest because they know ¢lees® of creation.
"is is a religious secret, because it governs theation of life, living and death. "e back parts d¢fet Domica Cave were
perhaps associated with some form of this cult. Pasféhe drawings are concerned, in Central Eutbjzeis a unique and
exceptional discovery. Current knowledge on howhilvaan brain works can also help us explain thesmnire.

Neolithic people had a certain belief system, ameahform of spirituality. In order to practise they probably
used a so-called @altered state of consciousnasstsjin early prehistory, and in the present day.type of consciousness
enabled them to penetrate so-called 3spiritualnneland communicate with 2other® beings, spirits #meldead. Accor-
ding to the model based on much neuropsychologesgarch, when entering the state of 2altered counsoess?, people
Irst see primarily geometrical shapes (waves, zigesanders, spirals, concentric circles, triangleis) possible that these
moments in'uenced the geometric style of the drawiingthe Domica and the place where they were made.

According to neuropsychological theory, the depittid female genitalia need not only be a symbottilftieand
birth. "e motifs of the vulva in late Palaeolithic @refer to the fertility of the @walls of the Cavasthe sense of them
taking us into another world and not &fertility® @& conceive it. In this way, this can also be wtded as the *'e Wom-
bof Mother Earth® in Domica. "e dark and inaccessitdeea of the Cave may also be a metaphor for tinegy to the
underworld or to *other worlds® (spiritual realms).

Context and signilcance of the drawings

"e overall context of the drawings and their position in Domica is far from accidental. Dga# (3man in space®) is
located near the 2Lap® in the exact line of vision of the narrow chimney comiing the Mystery Dome into the alcove
with the drawings. If the drawing in the alcove is lit up, it can be seen feoratiredral almost in the middle of the vista.
"e other two drawings B (®!lgure of a woman®) and C (3face/womb®) are next to each atheéra little to the right of
drawing A. "e mutual proximity of drawings B and C may symbolize the bilateral octiore between the body and its
part, while the particular drawing C especially emphasizes the signilcance of this part of the body.

"e situation recorded on the drawing might be intergted in the spirit of the neuropsychological theiora very
simpliled form as follows: a person (chosen perstiaman, priest), wants to pass through/ passesghrinto 2another®
world (another spiritual realm) by means of anédtl® consciousness (trance) and the distant, @ssiale parts of the
Cave (passageway, tunnel, lap, connection) in ¢od=rnduct the relevant ceremonies (spiritualityt)cskeek advice from
beings (the dead) from this @other world® and emstire survival of the community.

It is di*cult to decipher the message and signi!carnof the drawings. No explanation may be corredhalpe just
a hint is su*cient.

Conclusion
Research showed that the high radiocarbon dating of the abrasions fromeDiortiie past might have been the result of
the problem of an extremely small sample, from which an unsuitable pamabaseal. However, new data from Domica
corresponding to the Mesolithic is unique and provides evidence of the use oértisgsr of the Cave by people over
a long period of time. It is one of the oldest radiocarbon dating from the wall of a Cave in Central Europe.

In Slovakia, just in the area of the Slovak Kasstetlare over 1,000 Caves and their uniqguenessetgated on
a worldwide scale in 1995 by UNESCO by the inclusfitime Caves of the Slovak and Aggtelek Karstrregidhe list of
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World Natural Heritage. Many archaeological !ndsrifrovarious periods come from these Caves, sometfrerRalaeo-
lithic, most 0"en from the Neolithic and the Bron2ge. Over the course of the last ten years, tHe ofadeveral Caves
have been examined, and in ten of these not olgigsscan be found, mainly in their less acceskibigions, as well as
simple lines, sketches or smearing traces of teresides the Domica and Ardovsk# Cave, also iof tBiick# $adnica,
Praslen, %&kova diera, Fialov#, Jasov, Moldavskgy§ka, Mal# $adnica, L&)*ia diera and Slaninov#y. Géares have
not completely unveiled all their secrets and tteay be a challenge for us.
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