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AD MULTOS ANNOS!

NAGY MARGIT KOSZONTESE

Jelen tinnepi kotetben olyan kollégak, baratok ¢és tanitvanyok koszontik Nagy Margitot, a Budapesti Tor-
téneti Muazeum régészét és fomuzeologusat 70. sziiletésnapja alkalmabol, akikre inspiraldoan hatott az
Unnepelt sokoldalti tudomanyos tevékenysége. A vaskos kotet tisztelgés a hazai népvandorlaskor kuta-
tojanak tobb évtizedes kitartd és eredményes munkassaga elott, és egyben koszonet a folyamatos egyiitt-
mukodésért. A szerzok kivétel nélkiil halasan emlékeznek a Margittal folytatott, iranyt add szakmai be-
szélgetésekre, konzultaciokra.

Magam, Nagy Margitot az 1980-as évek kozepén ismertem meg, amikor szakdolgozatomhoz, majd
késSbb doktori értekezésemhez gyiijtottem anyagot. Munkahelye, a Budapesti Térténeti Muzeum Os-
és Népvandorlas kori Osztalya akkor még a Kecskeméti utcaban, a Pollack Mihaly tervezte patinas
Kaérolyi palota déli szarnyaban volt. A miizeumi tevékenységhez kitiinden ill6 klasszicista éptiletben sok
segitséget, tanacsot ¢s még tobb, tovabbi kutatasra inditd, 6sztonzd kérdést kaptam Margittol. Végzds
egyetemistaként csak ekkor valt szdmomra nyilvanvalova, hogy a pesti belvarosban a Pesti Barnabas
utcaban sz¢keld ELTE Régészeti Tanszéke és a Magyar Nemzeti Mizeum kozott van még egy fontos
népvandorlas kori kutatomiihely, ahol Nagy Margit a hazai népvandorlas korszak elkotelezett kutatdja-
ként, tultekintve sajat budapesti muzeumi kutatoteriiletén, nagyobb Karpat-medencei és tagabb eurdpai
Osszefliggésekben értelmezte a helyi és bevandorld népek hagyatékat. Aquincum és térsége az ¢ kutatasa-
inak is koszonhetden lett a késé okori pusztulas és atalakulas egyik tanulsagos pannoniai példaja.

Margit ekkor szamtalan asatassal ¢és leletmentéssel, kiallitasrendezéssel volt elfoglalva, s a minden-
napi muzeoldgusi, kuratori teenddk elfedték azt az egyaltalan nem latvanyos, aprolékos és rendszeres
tudomanyos gytjtdémunkat, amelynek eredményei a késobb megjelent alapvetd tanulmanyokban és
monografikus miivekben mutatkoztak meg. Felsorolni is nehéz azoknak a budapesti romai- és népvan-
dorlas kori leléhelyeknek a sorat, amelyeken a korszak nehéz viszonyai kozott lelkiismeretesen kisebb
leletmentéseket vagy nagyobb asatasokat folytatott, és amelyekrdl rendszeres, jol hasznalhat6 elézetes
kozleményekben szamolt be. Alapos dokumentacidit, miivészi rajzait kutatogeneraciok fogjak még
haszonnal forgatni. A Budapesti Torténeti Mtizeum régészeti kiallitasaiban feladata volt a népvandor-
las kori leletanyag szakszer(i bemutatasa, amint az a Budai Varban ma is lathaté az ,,Antik népek, osi
kulturak” cimt allando kiallitason.

Nagy Margit az Eotvos Lorand Tudomanyegyetemen végzett, tanarai Laszlo Gyula és Bona Istvan
voltak, akikkel késobb kdzos asatasokat is folytatott. Tudomanyos elkotelezettsége és egyetemes latas-
modja mar az 1970-ben megvédett, a Kozép-Tisza vidék 5-6. szazadi iddszakat feldolgozo doktori ér-
tekezésében is megmutatkozott, és igazan késdbbi miiveiben teljesedhetett ki. Az egész Dél-Alfoldre
kitekint6 igényességgel irta meg a gepidak korszakat a ,,Szeged torténete” sorozatban (1983), a korai
népvandorlas kor torténetét sziildvarosa, Hodmezdévasarhely varosi monografidjaban (1984), és ezen ki-
viil a szarmataktol az avarokig dsszefoglalta Szentes multjat (1997). Az 1j, régidokon talmutato érvényl
megallapitasokat tartalmazo 6sszefoglalasai azért is valtak hosszu ideig hivatkozasi alappa, mert az altala
jol ismert, még kozoletlen leletanyag értelmezésére épiiltek. Talan az egyik legtdbbet hivatkozott tanul-
manyat a gepida kori kiterjedt kulturalis kapcsolatrendszert szemléltetd sasos csatokrol készitette (2002).
A gepida korszakrol irott aprolékos targy-, és viselettorténeti feldolgozasait enciklopédikus dsszefogla-
lasok kovették nemcsak hazai (Hunok, gepidak, langobardok, 1993), hanem nemzetkdzi felkérésre is.
B. Toth Agnessel egyiitt készitették el a ,,Reallexikon der Germanischen Altertumskunde” gepida szécik-
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kének régészeti fejezetét (1999), amely 2001-ben a Méra Ferenc Miizeum Evkonyve — Studia Archaeo-
logicaban magyarul is megjelent. Tisza-vidéki sziil6foldjérdl hozott témaja egész életében végigkisérte,
¢és gepida kutatasainak megkoronazasat jelentette, hogy az Gjonnan alapitott Monumenta Germanorum
Archaeologica Hungariae sorozat elsé két kotetében kozre adhatta nemcsak Bona Istvannal folytatott
hédmezovasarhely-kishomoki kozos asatasanak leletanyagat, és annak altala készitett tudomanyos ér-
tékelését, hanem mas kiemelkedd jelentdségli gepida kori leletegyiittesek és temetok modern régészeti
elemzését is (2002, 2004).

A Budapesti Torténeti Muzeum régészeként Nagy Margitnak lehetdsége adodott a késé okori Aquin-
cum ¢és kornyéke népvandorlas kori népi és kulturalis atalakuldsanak megrajzolasara. Kezdetektdl fogva a
téle megszokott modszerességgel allt neki a leletanyag szakszerii kdzlésének és feldolgozasanak, a régi és
bizonytalan leletek torténete felkutatasanak. Az dkori Aquincum teriiletére egymast kovetden betelepedd
barbar népek megjelenésérdl és torténeti szerepérdl az 0 régészeti eredményekre épiild, korszert képet
adott 1993-ban, amelyet késébb tobbszor is kiegészitett. A Duna—Rajna limes menti eréditményekben a
4. szdzad masodik felében fokozatosan barbarizalodd katonai vezetdéréteg kulturdlis és tarsadalmi
kapcsolatrendszerét az aquincumi canabae két gazdag fegyveres sirjanak értékelésével mutatta be (Zwei
spdtromerzeitliche Waffengrdiber am Westrand der Canabae von Aquincum). Nagy Margit megallapitotta,
hogy a 4-5. szazad forduldjan Aquincum katonavarosa nem néptelenedett el teljesen, és a rdmai temetdk
egyes parcelldit az 5. szadzad els6 évtizedeiben is hasznaltak. Késébb harom, kora népvandorlas kori sir
kapcsan remek dolgozatban értekezett Aquincum és a szemben 1évé Duna-part hun kori lakossaganak népi
Osszetételérdl (Kora népvandorlas kori sirleletek Budapest teriiletérdl). A késé romai infrastruktira még
a 6. szdzadban is meghatarozoan befolyasolta Pannonidban a barbar népek letelepedését, s ezt a jelenséget
a Szépvolgyi Uti rémai szentélykorzet kdzelében eldkeriilt kis langobard temetd kozlésével szemléltette
(Langobard sirok Budapest-Obuda/Aquincumbdl).

Nagy Margit érzékenyen figyelte a népvandorlas kori atalakulas mélyebb kulturalis és mentalis lenyo-
matait, a mlivészi (iparmiivészeti) reprezentacié megnyilvanulasaként értelmezheté ornamentika folya-
matos atalakuldsat. Kiillon monografidban elemezte a romai csaszarkori Barbaricum miivészetét befolya-
sol6 antik eloképek (a naturalis allatabrazolasok vagy a sziirrealis, fantasztikus 1ények) megjelenését és
szerepét, és ebbe a kulturalisan vegyes eredetli vizualis vilagba a hun kori, sztyeppi nomad eredetli mo-
tivumok (ragadozé madar, oroszlan, dldozati allatok) beépiilését (Allatabrazoldsok és az I. german dllat-
stilus a Kozép-Duna-vidéken [Kr. u. 3—6. szdzad], 2007). Behatoan vizsgalta az 5. szazadi motivumkincs,
¢és a 6. szazadtol a K6zép-Duna-medencében is uralkodova valt, az allatalakokat stilizaltan megjelenitd
german I. allatstilus kapcsolatat.

A hazai kutatasban uttér6 moédon a mediterran hatdsra atalakuld, Meroving eredett, avar kori II.
german allatstilus kialakulasaval és elterjedésével is foglalkozott. Német nyelvl dolgozata a Centro itali-
ano di Studi sull’alto medioevo di Spoleto rangos sorozataban jelent meg (1988), és magyarul az Archae-
ologiai Ertesitében is kozlésre keriilt. Emellett kiilon tanulmanyt szentelt a kora avar kori bizanci tipust
oveken megjelent maszkos abrazolasoknak, amelyeken a csaszarképet utanzo szakallas arcmasok mogott
okeresztény jelentést feltételezett. Avar kori kutatasainak dsszegzését az addig ismert budapesti avar kori
leletek szakszerl korpuszkdotetének a Monumenta Avarorum Archaeologica sorozat 3. koteteként torténd
kozlése jelentette (1998).

Nyugdijas éveire legfobb feladatként a Réakoscsaba-Péceli uti barbarikumi temetd feldolgozasat és
kozlését tlizte ki célul, amelyet példas alapossaggal és kitartassal el is végzett, s a két kdtetes monografia
2018 tavaszan megjelent (4 Budapest, XVII. Rakoscsaba, Péceli uti csaszarkori barbar temetd [Kr. u.
2—4. szazad] 1-11). Mint korabban is minden esetben, e kotetben is egyediil készitette el a rajzos tablakat,
az 6sszes szemlélteto illusztraciot (tipustablat, grafikont, elterjedési térképet), kiilonds tekintettel a gyon-
gyok nagy migonddal 0sszeallitott szines tablaira.
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Erzékeny értelmiségiként ugyanilyen értéen foglalkozik komolyzenével is, de nemesak mint igényes
zenerajongd. Elmélyiiltségét zenei témaju muforditasai mutatjak: Galina Visnyevszkaja operaénekesnd
onéletirasa (Eletem) és Szvjatoszlav Richter zongoramiivész levelezésének kozreadasa (Egy bardtsig
levelei. Szvjatoszlav Richter és Nyina Dorliak levelei Fejér Palhoz).

Nagy Margit régészeti kutatasi teriilete atfogja az egész Karpat-medencei népvandorlas kort az 1. sza-
zadi szarmataktol a germanokon at, egészen a 9. szazadi avarokig. Aquincumi nézoépontjabol érté mdédon
illeszti be sajat leletanyagat a kés6 okori antik és a barbar vilag talalkozasanak és atalakulasanak nagy
eurdpai torténeti folyamataba.

Kedves Margit! Isten éltesse!
E kotet szerzOi nevében tovabbi 6romteli alkotdmunkat kivanok!

Budapest, 2018. junius 21. Vida Tivadar



17

NAGY MARGIT PUBLIKACIOI

OsSZEALLITOTTA: KOVACS VALERIA

1963

A vasarhelyi kocsigyartas. In: A hédmezévasdarhelyi Allami Bethlen Gdabor Altaldnos Gimndzium
Evkonyve 1962-63. Hodmezévasarhely 1963, 68-74.

1969
Budapest, XI. Petzval J. u. 110. Archaeologiai Ertesité 96 (1969) 258.

1970

A kozépkor kiiszobén. Varos az idében 9. Budapest székesfovaros térténeti, miivészeti és tarsadalmi
kepes folyoirata 8:3 (1970) 36-38.

Hodmezévasarhely-Kishomok. Archaeologiai Ertesité 97 (1970) 313.

Budapest, XI. Petzval J. u. 110. Archaeologiai Ertesité 97 (1970) 313.

Budapest, XX. Soroksar. Archaeologiai Ertesité 97 (1970) 315.

Régészeti adatok a kozép-Tisza-vidék V-VI. szazadi torténetéhez. Bolcsészdoktori disszertacio. Budapest
1970.

1972

Budapest, I1. Széphalom u. 10/B. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No 26. (1972) 59.
Magyarcsanad-Bokény (Tarsszerzd: Nagy K.). Archaeologiai Ertesité 99 (1972) 261.

1973

A Fehérvari uti avar temet6 (The Avar Cemetery of Budapest-Fehérvari Gt). Budapest Régiségei 23 (1973)
59-87.

Budapest, XX. (Soroksér) Ocsai ut. Budapest Régiségei 23 (1973) 271.

Budapest, X. Keresztari ut 162. Budapest Régiségei 23 (1973) 271.

Budapest, XI. Petzval J. u. 110. Budapest Régiségei 23 (1973) 272.

Budapest, XX. (Soroksar) Voros Oktober MGTSZ. Budapest Régiségei 23 (1973) 272.

1975
Budapest, XVII. Rakospalota, Péceli ut 138. Archaeologiai Ertesité 102 (1975) 303.

1976

Budapest, XXI. Csepel-Haros (Tarsszerzo: Schreiber R.). Budapest Régiségei 24:1 (1976) 405.
Budapest, X. Keresztari Gt 210. Budapest Reégiségei 24:1 (1976) 428.

Budapest, I1. Széphalom u. 10/b. Budapest Régiségei 24:1 (1976) 429.

Budapest, XVII. (Rékoscsaba) Péceli Ut. Budapest Régiségei 24:1 (1976) 429.

Budapest, XXII. Nagytétényi Gt 74—76. Budapest Régiségei 24:1 (1976) 430.



18

1978

Budapest, XXI. (Csepel) II. Rakoczi Ferenc ut 289-295. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 31 (1978) 68.
Budapest, XXI. (Csepel) II. Rakoczi Ferenc u. 289-295. Archaeologiai Ertesité 105 (1978) 282.

1979

Budapest a népvandorlas koraban. In: Budapest két évezrede: Budapest torténete az i. sz. I. szdazadtol
1945. majus 9-ig. Kiallitas a Budapesti Torténeti Mizeumban. Budapest 1979, 14-17.

Budapest, XXI (Csepel) II. Rakéczi Ferenc u. 289-295. Archaeologiai Ertesité 106 (1979) 283.

Budapest, XXI. II. Rakoczi Ferenc Ut 289-294. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 32 (1979) 67.

1981

Budapest, XVII. (Rékoscsaba) Péceli Ut. Regészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 34 (1981) 52.
Budapest, XVII. (Rakoscsaba) Péceli ut. Archaeologiai Ertesité 108 (1981) 270-271.

1982

Lakatos, P.: Quellenbuch zur Geschichte der Gepiden. Recenzid. Acta Antiqua et Archaeologica XVII —
Opuscula Byzantina 11, Szeged 1973. Antik Tanulmanyok 19 (1982) 99—100.

1983

A gepidak kora (454-567/568): Targyi hagyatékuk. In: Szeged torténete 1. A kezdetektdl 1686-ig. Szerk.:
Kristo Gy. Szeged 1983, 154-162.
Budapest, XVII. (Rakoscsaba) Péceli Gt. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser 1. No. 36 (1983) 39.

1984

Azi.e.l.—1. sz. V1. szazad. In: Hodmezdvasarhely torténete a legrégibb idoktol a polgari forradalomig 1.
Szerk.: Szigeti J. HodmezOvasarhely 1984, 189-228.

Budapest, XVII. (Rakoscsaba) Kiskaroshid u. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 37 (1984) 9.

Budapest, XVII. (Rékoscsaba) Péceli ut. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser 1. No. 37 (1984) 60.

Budapest, I1I. (Békasmegyer) Pusztadombi Ut 12. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 37 (1984) 68.

Budapest, I11. Csucshegy duld (Tarsszerzd: Schreiber R.). Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 37 (1984) 68.

Budapest, XI. Pannonhalmi t 25/b. (Tarsszerz6: Schreiber R.). Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 37 (1984) 68.

Budapest, XVIIL. Arokté utca 130. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. I. No. 37 (1984) 69.

Budapest, XVII. Rakoscsaba, Péceli Ut. Archaeologiai Ertesité 111 (1984) 269.

Budapest, Békasmegyer, I11. Pusztadombi ut 12. Archaeologiai Ertesit 111 (1984) 270.

Budapest, XVII. Arokt6 u. 130. Archaeologiai Ertesité 111 (1984) 271.

Budapest, XI. Mikes Kelemen u. 42. Budapest Régiségei 25 (1984) 477.

Budapest, XVII. (Rakoscsaba) Péceli Gt. Budapest Régiségei 25 (1984) 478.

Budapest, XXI. (Csepel) Rakoczi ut. Budapest Régiségei 25 (1984) 478.

1985

Budapest, III. Solymarvolgyi at 21. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 38 (1985) 62.
Budapest, XX. Klauzal u. 42. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser 1. No. 38 (1985) 62.



19

1986

Budapest, XVII. (Rékoscsaba) Péceli ut. Regészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 39 (1986) 39.
Budapest, IV. Kaposztasmegyer, lakotelep 1I/A. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 39 (1986) 51.

1987

[Katalogteile] I1. 39—-42,1V. 5, V. 27-104, V1. 41. In: Germanen, Hunnen und Awaren. Schdtze der Volker-
wanderungszeit; die Archdologie des 5. und 6. Jahrhunderts an der mittleren Donau und der Ost-
lich-merowingische Reihengrdberkreis. Hrsg.: Menghin, W. et al. Niirnberg 1987.

Budapest, XVII. (Rakoscsaba) Péceli Ut. Regészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 40 (1987) 56.

Budapest, 111. (Békasmegyer) Pusztadombi Ut 12. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 40 (1987) 63.

1988

Friihawarenzeitliche Grabfunde aus Budapest. Bemerkungen zur awarenzeitlichen Tierornamentik. In:
Popoli delle Steppe. Unni, Avari, Ungari. Settimane di studio del Centro Italiano di studi sull’Alto
Medioevo 35. Spoleto 1988, 373—411.

Budapest, XVII. (Rékoscsaba) Péceli Ut. Regészeti Fiizetek Ser. . No. 41 (1988) 31.

1989

A pesti siksag a romai korban. In: Aquincum: Budapest a romai korban (Das rémische Budapest). Szerk.:
Poczy K. Budapest 1989, 71-74.

1991

Die Zeit der Volkerwanderung. In: Budapest im Mittelalter. Hrsg.: von Gerd Biegel. Braunschweig 1991,
95-101, 439-444.

De vlakte van Pest in de romeinse tijd. In: Aquincum Romeins Boedapest: Nieuwe opgravingen en vond-
sten in Aquincum. Boedapest-Heerlen 1991, 143—144.

Die pester Ebene am linken Donauufer in der Romerzeit. In: Aquincum. Das rémische Budapest. Supple-
ment zum Austellungkatalog. Speyer 1991, 12-20.

Budapest, XVI. (Sashalom) Zalavar u. 7. Régészeti Fiizetek Ser. 1. No. 42 (1991) 47.

V. Bierbrauer: Invillino-Ibligo in Friaul I-II. Recenzi6. Archeologiai Ertesité 118 (1991) 140—-142.

1992

Kora avarkori sirleletek Budapestrol: Megjegyzések az avar kori allatornamentikahoz (Early Avar grave
finds from Budapest. Notes on the Avar Period animal style). Archaeologiai Ertesité 119 (1992) 15-42.

1993

Obuda a népvandorlaskorban (Obuda zur Zeit der Volkerwanderung). Budapest Régiségei 30 (1993)
353-395.

Gepida temetkezés és vallasi élet. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6.
Szerk.: Béna 1. Szeged 1993, 60-61.

Gepida viselet. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Béna I. Szeged
1993, 63-64.



20

Gepida tarsadalom. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona L.
Szeged 1993, 67-69.

Gepida o6tvosség. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona L.
Szeged 1993, 63-64.

Gepida sasos csatok. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona I.
Szeged 1993, 69-70.

Gepida fibulak. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona I. Sze-
ged 1993, 70-73.

Gepida csontmiivesség. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona
I. Szeged 1993, 75-76.

Gepida-bizanci kapcsolatok. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.:
Boéna 1. Szeged 1993, 76-77.

Bokénymindszent. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1.
Szeged 1993, 83.

Hodmez6vasarhely. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1.
Szeged 1993, 86.

Kiszombor. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostérténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1. Szeged
1993, 88.

Szentes. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1. Szeged
1993, 95.

Szentes-Berekhat. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostérténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona I.
Szeged 1993, 95-96.

Szentes-Kokényzug. In: Hunok, gepidadk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1.
Szeged 1993, 96.

Szentes-Nagyhegy. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1.
Szeged 1993, 96-97.

Széreg-Téglagyar. In: Hunok, gepiddk, langobardok. Magyar Ostorténeti Konyvtar 6. Szerk.: Bona 1.
Szeged 1993, 97-98.

1994

Fundorte von Budapest. In: Archdologische Denkmdler der Awarenzeit in Mitteleuropa. Probafiizet.
Szerk.: Szentpéteri, J. Budapest 1994, 5-32.

1995

Népvandorlas kori gytijtemény (Sammlung der Volkerwanderungszeit — The collection of the migration
period). In: Budapesti Torténeti Muzeum. Fészerk.: Buzinkay G. Budapest 1995, 40—45.

A népvandorlas kora. In: Obuda évszdzadai. Fszerk.: Kiss Cs. — Mocsy F. Budapest 1995, 117-138.

L oreficeria. In: Gli Avari: un popolo d ‘Europa. Ed.: Gian Carlo, M. Udine 1995, 93-101.

1996

Kelenfold és vidéke a népvandorlaskoraban. Etele XI. keriileti Helytorténeti Kor kiadasa. Budapest
1996, 1-8.

Rakosmente torténete a romai és a népvandorlas korban. In: Evszdzadok a Rikosmentén. Tanulmanykotet
a millecentenarium alkalmabol. Szerk.: Kézdi Nagy G. Budapest 1996, 20-31.



21

1997

A romai csapatok kivonuldsa utan: korai kozépkor, Aquincum (Nach dem Abzug romischer Truppen: das
frithe Mittelalter, Aquincum). In: Qut of Rome: Aquincum/Augusta Raurica. Elet a Rémai Birodalom
két varosaban (Augusta Raurica/Aquincum. Das Leben in zwei rémischen Provinzstddten). Szerk.:
Zsidi, P. — R. Furger, A. Basel 1997, 54-56.

Szentes €s kornyéke az 1-6. szdzadban. Torténeti vazlat és régészeti lelohelykataszter (Szentes und seine
Umgebung vom 1. bis 6. Jahrhundert. Eine geschichtliche Skizze und ein archdologischer Fundortka-
taster). 4 Mora Ferenc Miizeum Evkonyve — Studia Archaeologica 3 (1997) 39-95.

1998

Awarenzeitliche Griberfelder im Stadtgebiet von Budapest 1-11. Monumenta Avarorum Archaeologica 2.
Hrsg.: Garam, E — Vida, T. Budapest 1998.

Ornamenta Avarica . Az avar kori ornamentika geometrikus elemei (Ornamenta Avarica I. Die geomet-
rischen Elemente der awarenzeitlichen Ornamentik). 4 Méra Ferenc Miizeum Evkonyve — Studia Ar-
chaeologica 4 (1998) 377-459.

Archiologisches (Tarsszerzé: B. Toth, A.). In: Reallexikon der Germanischen Altertumskunde, Band 11.
Berlin—New York 1998, 118—-131.

1999

Ornamenta Avarica II. A fonatornamentika (Ornamenta Avarica II. Die Flechtbandornamentik). 4 Mora
Ferenc Miizeum Evkonyve — Studia Archaeologica 5 (1999) 279-316.

A gepida kiralysag (454-567). In: A gepidak — Kora kozépkori german kirdlysag az Alfoldon (Ein friih-
mittelalterliches germanisches Konigreich auf den grossen ungarischen Tiefebene). Gyulai katalogu-
sok 7. Szerk.: Havassy P. Gyula 1999, 31-37.

2000

A keresztény jelképek torténeti és etnikai hattere a Budapesti Torténeti Miizeum népvandorlas kori tar-
gyain. In: Okeresztény emlékek Aquincumban. Szerk.: Zsidi P. Budapest 2000, 43—50, 55-57.

Der historische und ethnische Hintergrund christlicher Symbole an volkerwanderungszeitlichen Gegen-
standen des Historischen Museums von Budapest. In: Friihchristliche Denkmdiler in Aquincum. Red.:
Zsidi, P. Budapest 2000, 49-57, 63-66.

A népvandorlas kora. In: Obuda évszdzadai. Fszerk.: Kiss Cs. Budapest 2000, 141-162.

A gepidak (Gepiden) (Tarsszerzé: Neumann, G. — Pohl, W. — B. Téth, A). Reallexikon fiir Deutschen
Altertumskunde 11. 4 Méra Ferenc Miizeum Evkényve — Studia Archaeologica 6 (2000) 165—189.

2001

Ornamenta Avarica. Az avar kori ornamentika geometrikus elemei. In: 4 Kdrpdt-medence és a steppe.
Magyar Ostérténeti Konyvtar 14. Szerk.: Marton A. Budapest 2001, 66-85.

MacrtsixoBa, A. B. — I'aBputyxun, 1. O.: [Tamsatu Artunsl Kumma (1939-1999). Poccuiickas apxeono-
eusn 2001:1, 186-187.

2002
Gréberfelder, Grab-, Streu- und Hortfunde. Budapest [. Taban, Gordg u. — Budapest, XXII. (Nagytétény)



22

Rudnyénszky kert (SchloBgarten). In: Archdologische Denkmdler der Awarenzeit in Mitteleuropa.
Varia Archaeologica Hungarica 13. Hrsg.: Szentpéteri, J. Budapest 2002, 73—86.

Siedlungspuren. Budapest III. Aquincum Polgéarvaros (Zivilstadt) — Budapest, XXI. Csepel-Haros. In:
Archdologische Denkmdler der Awarenzeit in Mitteleuropa. Varia Archaeologica Hungarica 13. 2.
Hrsg.: Szentpéteri, J. Budapest 2002, 461-463.

Die gepidischen Adlerschnallen und ihre Beziehungen (A gepida sasos csatok és kapcsolataik). Budapest
Régiségei 36 (2002) 363-392.

Synkretistische Elemente in der frithawarenzeitlichen Ornamentik. Zur Frage der awarenzeitlichen
Variante de Motivs “Maske bzw. Menschengesicht zwischen zwei Tieren”. Zalai Muzeum 11 (2002)
153-178.

A gepida sasfejes csatok és kapcsolataik (Die gepidischen Adlerschnallen und ihre Beziehungen). 4 Mora
Ferenc Miizeum Evkonyve — Studia Archaeologica 8 (2002) 209-243.

Hodmezdvasarhely-Kishomok. Fundort und Fundumstinde (Tarsszerzd: Bona, 1.). In: Gepidische Grd-
berfelder am Theissgebiet 1. Monumenta Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, 1. —
Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2002, 34-77.

Hodmezdvasarhely-Kishomok. Bestattungsbrauche. In: Gepidische Gréberfelder am Theissgebiet 1. Mo-
numenta Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, I. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest
2002, 77-95.

Hodmezovasarhely-Kishomok. Fundanalyse. In: Gepidische Grdberfelder am Theissgebiet 1. Monu-
menta Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, 1. — Garam, E. - Vida, T. Budapest
2002, 95-143.

Hodmezévasarhely-Kishomok. Die Bevolkerung des gepidischen Graberfeldes. In: Gepidische Grdber-
felder am Theissgebiet 1. Monumenta Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, 1. —
Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2002, 143-148.

Hodmezdévasarhely-Kishomok. Zusammenfassung. In: Gepidische Griberfelder am Theissgebiet 1. Mo-
numenta Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, I. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest
2002, 148-163.

Tarnaméra-Fehér Istvan homokbanyaja. In: Gepidische Griberfelder am Theissgebiet 1. Monumenta
Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, 1. — Garam, E. - Vida, T. Budapest 2002, 238.

Tarnaméra-Szarvas Arpad homokbanyaja. In: Gepidische Griberfelder am Theissgebiet 1. Monumenta
Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 1. Reds.: Bona, 1. — Garam, E. - Vida, T. Budapest 2002, 239.

Schauschek Janos. [Szocikk] In: Magyar miuzeumi arcképcsarnok. Budapest 2002.

2003

Hunkori férfisir Budapest-Zuglobol. In: Vandorutak: miizeumi 6rokség. Tanulmanyok Bodo Sandor tisz-
teletére 60. sziiletésnapja alkalmabol. Szerk.: Viga Gy. — Hollo Sz. A. — Cs. Schwalm E. Budapest
2003, 297-325.

2004

A hodmezbvasarhely-kishomoki gepida temetd (elemzés) (Das gepidische Graberfeld von Hédmezova-
sarhely-Kishomok [Analyse]). 4 Méra Ferenc Miizeum Evkonyve — Studia Archaeologica 10 (2004)
129—239.

Két kés6 romai kori fegyveres sir az aquincumi canabae nyugati szélén (Late—Roman Armed Male Graves
from the Northern Edge of the Canabae in Aquincum). Budapest Régiségei 38 (2004) 231-315.



23

2005

Zwei spatromerzeitliche Waffengriaber am Westrand der Canabae von Aquincum. Acta Archaeologica
Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 56:4 (2005) 403—486.

A kajdacsi 2. sir fibulaparjanak ornamentikaja. Megjegyzések a panndniai langobard I. stiluskapcsola-
taihoz. 4 Wosinszky Mor Miizeum Evkonyve 27 (2005) 43—-80.

Kora népvandorlaskori gyermeksir amulettekkel Martélyrol (Csongrad megye) (5th century child grave
with amulets and iron bell from Martély [Csongrad County]). Zalai Muzeum 14 (2005) 97—-127.

Gyulavari. In: Gepidische Grdberfelder am Theissgebiet 2. Monumenta Germanorum Archaeologica
Hungariae 2. Reds.: Béna, I. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2005, 64—79.

Hodmezdvasarhely-Soshalom. In: Gepidische Grdberfelder am Theissgebiet 2. Monumenta Germano-
rum Archaeologica Hungariae 2. Reds.: Bona, [. — Garam, E.— Vida, T. Budapest 2005, 80-95.

Hodmezdvasarhely-Szent Istvan utca. In: Gepidische Gréiberfelder am Theissgebiet 2. Monumenta Ger-
manorum Archaeologica Hungariae 2. Reds.: Bona, 1. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2005, 96.

Magyarcsanad-Bokény. In: Gepidische Griberfelder am Theissgebiet 2. Monumenta Germanorum Arch-
aecologica Hungariae 2. Reds.: Bona, I. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2005, 97—116.

Szentes-Gyogyszertar. In: Gepidische Grdberfelder am Theissgebiet 2. Monumenta Germanorum Archae-
ologica Hungariae 2. Reds.: Béna, I. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2005, 117—119.

Szoreg-Téglagyar. In: Gepidische Griberfelder am Theissgebiet 2. Monumenta Germanorum Archaeolo-
gica Hungariae 2. Reds.: Béna, I. — Garam, E. — Vida, T. Budapest 2005, 120-202.

Hunok — gepiddk — langobardok (Tarsszerz: Bona I. — Cseh J. — Tomka P. — Téth A.). Magyar Ostérténeti
Konyvtar Szeged 1993. Internetes valtozat 2005, Kempelen Farkas Digitalis Konyvtar. http:/www.
hik.hu/tankonyvtar

2006

V. szazadi leletek Hodmezdvasarhely-Soshalomrol (Csongrad megye). In: Publikalnak a vasarhelyi
Bethlenesek. A hodmezovasarhelyi Bethlen Gabor Gimnazium 1963-ban érettségizett 1V. A. osztalya-
nak kiadvanya. Szerk.: Bardos J. — Frank J. — Imre L. Debrecen 2006, 97—122.

Hodmez6vasarhely-Soshalom és Biharkeresztes-Artand-Kisfarkasdomb térségébdl elSkeriilt két ara-
nyozott dvcsat — régészeti kutatasokat kiegészité — archeometriai vizsgalata (avagy egyiittmitkodik
aIV. A)). In: Publikdlnak a vasarhelyi Bethlenesek. A hodmezdvasarhelyi Bethlen Gabor Gimnazium
1963-ban érettségizett IV. A. osztalyanak kiadvanya. Szerk.: Bardos J. — Frank J. — Imre L. Debrecen
2006, 123-134.

2007

Allatdbrazoldsok és az I. german dllatstilus a Kézép-Duna-vidéken (Kr. u. 3—6. szdzad) (Tierdarstel-
lungen und der germanische Tierstil 1. im Gebiet der mittleren Donau [3.—6. Jahrhundert n. Chr.]).
Monumenta Germanorum Archaeologica Hungariae 5. Hrsg.: Garam E. — Vida T. Budapest, 2007.

Kora népvandorlaskori sirleletek Budapest teriiletérdl (Grabfunde aus der Vlkerwanderungszeit im Ge-
biet von Budapest). Budapest Régiségei 40 (2006) 2007, 95-155.

2010

A Hun-Age Burial with Male Skeleton and Horse Bones Found in Budapest. In: Neglected Barbarians.
Studies in the Early Middle Ages 32. Ed.: Curta, F. Brepols 2010, 137-175.



24

2012

Langobard sirok Budapest-Obuda/Aquincumbél (Langobardische Griber aus Budapest-Obuda, Aquin-
cum). In: Thesaurus Avarorum. Régészeti Tanulmdnyok Garam Eva tiszteletére (Thesaurus Avarorum.
Archaeological Studies in Honour of Eva Garam). Szerk.: Vida T. Budapest 2012, 141-174.

2014

Megjegyzések a Budapest X VII. Rakoscsaba-Péceli ut mellett és a Madaras-Halmokon (Bacs-Kiskun m.)
feltart csaszarkori temetok temetkezési szokasaihoz (Remarks on the burial custom noted in the Roman
period cemeteries uncovered at Budapest district XVII, Rakoscsaba-Péceli it and Madaras-halmok
[County Bacs-Kiskun]). In: Avarok pusztdi. Régészeti tanulmanyok Lorinczy Gabor 60. sziiletésnapja-
ra (Avarum solitudines. Archaeological studies presented to Gabor Lérinczy on his sixtieth birthday).
Szerk.: Anders A. — Balogh Cs. — Tiirk A. Opitz Archaeologica 6 — MTA BTK MOT Kiadvanyok 2.
Budapest 2014, 115-160.

2016

Sasfejes bronz csatlemez a hodmezdvasarhely-kishomoki gepida temet6bol (1969) In: 110 év — 110 mii-
targy a Tornyai Janos Muzeum gyiijteményeibdl. Fészerk.: Dr. Nagy 1. Mazeumi Miihely 10. Hoédme-
z6vasarhely 2016, 168—169.

2017

Schildbuckel von Herpaly; Szilagysomly6: Scheibenfibelpaar; Lowenfibelpaar; Biigelfibelpaar mit tier-
paarverzierter Kopfplatte; Die Grabfunde von ,,Bakodpuszta”; Das Frauengrab von Gava; Silber-
schnalle ,,Gyula”; Gleicharmige Biigelfibel aus Szentes-Nagyhegy; Adlerschnalle aus Szentes-Nagy-
hegy; Pferdegeschirrbeschliage aus Veszkény;

Biigelfibel aus Szolnok-Szanda; Biigelfibelpaar aus Kajdacs. In: 400—1000. Vom spditantiken Erbe zu den
Anfingen der Romanik. Handbuch zur Geschichte der Kunst in Ost-mitteleuropa 1. Eds.: Liibke, Chr. —
Hardt, M. Berlin—Miinchen 2017, 293-295, 312, 314-319.

2018

A Budapest, XVII. Rakoscsaba, Péceli uti csaszarkori barbar temetd (Kr. u. 2—4. szdzad) (Das barba-
rische Grdberfeld Budapest, XVII. Bezirk, Rakoscsaba, Péceli Strafle aus der jiingeren Kaiserzeit
[2.—4. Jahrhundert n. Chr.]) 1-11. Budapest 2018.



Relationes rerum — Régészeti tanulmanyok Nagy Margit tiszteletére Budapest 2018, 373-392.

A BUCKLE FROM SZABADBATTYAN (COUNTY FEJER, HUNGARY)
AND ITS PARALLELS

MaAxiM E. LEvaDA*

Abstract: In 1927 a belt buckle was found in Szabadbattyan with a runic inscription on the back. The
buckle has no known archaeological context. According to its type and style, the buckle can be dated to
420-440. In this article the buckle is compared to other buckles from eastern Europe (Sukhodil/Shydlivtsy,
Bar, Yalta), and parallels elsewhere (Sosdala, Airan/Moult, Untersiebenbrunn) in Europe.

Keywords: Szabadbattyan buckle, Sésdala style, Untersiebenbrunn horizon, chronological determinations
by J. Tejral

INTRODUCTION

The famous runic buckle from Szabadbattyan (Fig. . 1), acquired in 1927 by Laszld6 Mauthner for the
Hungarian National Museum,' received many scholars’ attention for almost a century. The find of unique
beauty and extraordinary intricate design stands out from the range of synchronous artefacts due to the
advanced decorative technique applied. The combination of fine stamping and cutting, mercury gilding
and niello makes this silver ornament one of the most attractive finds from the Great Migration Period.

SEARCHING FOR PARALLELS: TYPOLOGY, STYLE, MOTIVES

The first publication by Nandor Fettich supplied two important observations, which later determined the
direction of searching for parallels to this find.? First, Nandor Fettich specified the stylistic similarity of the
leaf design on the buckles from Szabadbattyan and Airan in Normandy.® The ‘treasure’ of Airan or, more
precisely, the grave at Moult, was discovered by construction works in 1874 and published in 1875.% Later
on, C. Pilet showed the particular importance of this find for the understanding of general archaeological
contexts of the analogies to the Szabadbattyan buckle.’

Secondly, Nandor Fettich examined the finds from the treasure of Zamos$¢ in Eastern Poland as pos-
sible analogies.® In 1839, construction works in Zamos$¢ discovered this hoard, which contained, apart
from other finds, 16 silver seliguae coins of Constantius II (337-361 AD) minted in 351-355 AD.” The
Zamos$¢ find (Fig. 2. 3) is important as an analogy for the Szabadbattyan buckle primarily due to its
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location. Later on, more finds of the kind have been discovered in this Eastern European area, about the
midway between the North Sea and the Black Sea.

In 1980, Attila Kiss collected the available data on the finds from the Migration Period, which were made
in Szabadbattyan in different years, and analysed their origin and context.® He also collected all the interpre-
tations of the buckle suggested to that moment. Unfortunately, he did not find any facts connecting this buckle
to some grave or relating it with some finds from a single burial. However, he found enough arguments to
suppose that there was some Eastern Germanic cemetery from the period in question in Szabadbattyan.’

The main issue of the Szabadbattyan buckle is that all of its researchers use the only analogy (Airan/
Moult, Fr), the buckle of different type (Fig. 2. ). Both finds have in common the panel ornamentation and
metalworking techniques applied to this decoration.

It was in 1960 when a buckle parallel to the find of Szabadbattyan was discovered in Yalta in the Crimea,
just on the Black Sea shore (Fig. 1. 2). Found as a result of construction works, it was deposited in a local mu-
seum. In 1975, Crimean archaeologist 1. Baranov published this find, with a reference to the Szabadbattyan
buckle as its ‘closest analogy’."” Following Nandor Fettich, I. Baranov paid attention to the buckle from the
Zamos¢ treasure, considering that all these finds belonged to the same circle.!! At the same time, however, 1.
Baranov erroneously added a parallel of a ‘silver” buckle from a grave in Mangalia in Romania.'? The latter
find is actually a bronze buckle with an oval panel showing a fish, belonging to another type.'?

Although 1. Baranov suggested parallels to the bearded human face on the Yalta buckle among the an-
tiquities of the “Gothic-Gepidic circle in Hungary, Italy and Scandinavia,” he concluded that this buckle
“was produced in the fifth century AD in the Sarmatian-Alanic environment of the Northern Black Sea
Coast”."* Luckily enough, parallels to scenes and ornamentation among the “Iranian antiquities in the
Northern Black Sea Area and Caucasus” and the references to the “early Scythian graves in the south of
eastern Europe” have nothing to do with the buckle from Yalta. Unfortunately, the publisher of the Yalta
buckle did not use the find from Normandy: if he was acquainted with the entire complex of Airan/Moult,
he would certainly understand the connection between the Crimea and Normandy.

Exactly 120 years after the find in Airan/Moult, the entire assemblage was studied by C. Pilet, at that
time the Director of the Centre of Ancient and Medieval Archaeological and Historical Research (Cen-
tre de recherches archéologiques et historiques anciennes et médiévales). He successfully localized and
investigated the find spot, proving that the so-called ‘Airan treasure’ is nothing but the grave in Moult."”
C. Pilet’s main achievement was that his brilliant knowledge of antiquities in various regions of Europe and
the Northern Black Sea Area in particular allowed him to find important parallels to the grave under study
in the Crimea. He pointed out that 160 gold badges from Airan/Moult are parallel to the badges sewn to a
lady’s collar in grave 82 in the Crimean cemetery of Luchistoe,'® and that the so-called “gold dress pin”
actually was an earring with unbent hoop, of a type widespread in the Crimea.!” C. Pilet correctly indicated
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these ornaments’ direct connection to the Alanic antiquities in the Crimea, though polychrome brooches of
the Untersiebenbrunn type suggested the German context of the costume of the “Princess of Moult”."*

Another find related to this range of buckles appeared in 1961 in Kachin in Volhynia (Fig. 2. 2), from
a treasure discovered during construction works. The hoard was in a hand-made pot, placed upside down,
only bottom of which survived. In the following year, archaeologists investigated the find spot and ran to
the conclusion that the deposit was isolated, bearing no connection to any known site. The hoard included
female ornaments (two small silver buckles, a big silver buckle with a square panel, a pair of big silver
radiate-headed brooches, and an amber bead), an ingot of silver, and luxurious silver horse trappings. The
horse harness and the big buckle are decorated with gilding and fine stamping, and the buckle has addition-
al niello ornamentation."

The first publishers of the Kachin treasure did not find the correct analogies and even related the big
buckle to the finds from Crimean Gothic cemeteries from the sixth and seventh centuries.?® Yet in 1982,
A. Ambroz published an article from late Y. Kukharenko’s archive discussing this find, presenting a detailed
analysis of all the finds and parallels to different categories of artefacts.”’ Y. Kukharenko’s article made a
very important conclusion of the parallelism between the horse-bridle from Kachin and the finds from Cent-
ral and South-Eastern Europe, such as the grave from Untersiebenbrunn (near Vienna, A), the grave from
Jakuszowice (Swietokrzyskie Voivodeship, PL), and the treasure from Cosoveni de Jos (County Dolj, RO).
With that, he underlined the Kachin bridle’s stylistic similarity to that of the Sosdala treasure.?

The famous treasure of Sosdala (County Skane, SE) was found by chance in 1929. Apart from other
artefacts, it contained a great number of precious silver ornaments decorated with fine stamping, carving,
mercury gilding, and nielloing on flat surfaces (for the history of the find and research see Fabech/Ndsman
2013). This find’s extraordinary attractiveness and its stylistic proximity to other Northern European arte-
facts allowed, in 1937 for J-E. Forssander to substantiate a specific style of such decorations.” Although
the Sosdala Style repeatedly attracted scholars’ attention, its systematic research is impeded by the lack of
publications of the most important complexes and finds at the necessary level.?* Perhaps U. Lund Hansen
made the only attempt of analysis of the Sosdala Style in connection with the finds from Kvarmlese.?
She proposed to consider all the types of stamps applied to make the decoration known by the moment.?
A very important conclusion disclosed specific Scandinavian motifs on the artefacts of the Sosdala Style
and therefore distinguished them from other synchronous ornaments decorated with the same technique.
The researcher pointed out these motifs’ parallels in Western, Central, and Eastern Europe.

In 2010, there appeared information on a treasure discovered in the Bar district (Vinnytsia area, UA),
which was successfully published later on.”” The treasure comprised female ornaments and horse harness
pieces. Some of the finds have direct parallels to the Sosdala collection.”® The Bar treasure also contained
a luxurious solid buckle, the largest and stylistically most complicated buckle of the finds under study
(Fig. 1. 4). In my point of view, supported by J. Tejral, the find from Bar is an important confirmation of
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the relations between the Northern Black Sea Area and Scandinavia.” Before the Bar find, the comparison
of the Szabadbattyan buckle with other finds either rested on intuition or remained tentative. Although the
pattern of a cross of vine leaves resembles the ornamentation of the buckle from Airan/Moult, these buck-
les belong to different types. Parallels with the buckle from the Zamo$ hoard were insufficient and required
extra arguments.

The buckles from Bar, Szabadbattydn, and Yalta form a single stylistic and typological group. The
panel’s ornamentation show the single jewellery technique, combining fine stamping and carving, mercury
gilding and nielloing. From the composition of the Bar treasure, one has good reason to relate it with the
group of Eastern European finds comprising the hoards of Zamo$, Kachin, and Cosoveni de Jos. Some
finds from Bar meet with parallels in Sosdala and other Scandinavian finds in this circle.’® On the other
hand, plain silver brooches from the Bar treasure®' belong to the type known from the grave in Untersie-
benbrunn and other similar assemblages within this group.

Recently, in early 2015, another find of similar type came to light in Ukraine (Fig. /. 3). Later on we
found out that its find spot was between villages of Sukhodil and Shydlivtsy (Husiatyn district in Ternopil
area, UA). According to the finder, it was spotted in a forest, where Roman denarii were also found in
different years. By all appearances, the same person discovered a hoard of about 170 denarii in the same
place. The composition of the hoard remains obscure, though it did not contains coins later than the second
half or the late second century AD. The coins were almost unworn, similarly to the most of coin finds in
the Northern Black Sea Area. There were also some metal spoons found there.

The stylistic circle of the buckles in question comprises the radiate-headed brooch (Fig. 2. 5), originat-
ing from somewhere in the Zdolbuniv district (Rivne area, UA). It is decorated in the same manner and,
certainly, is made in the same jewellery centre or by the same craftsman. This artefact’s particular features
are ornamental knobs, which do not have any other function. These knobs imitate rivets on the edges of
panels of the buckles of this type. Perhaps there was a set of artefacts including this brooch and similar
buckles, like a silver buckle and a brooch of the analogous type in the Traprain Law treasure.*

Radiate-headed brooches with semicircular head-plate and short foot-plate rarely have decorative
knobs, except for one specific subgroup of silver fibulae with gilding or gold appliqués. These brooches
have typical pentagonal foot-plates and semicircular, triangular, or hexagonal head-plates.* I. Gavritukhin,
who detached this subgroup, tends to assume that they did not appear earlier than the Untersiebenbrunn
Horizon, or J. Tejral’s Stage D2.** In the Crimea and the Middle Danube Area, the brooches of this group
sometimes have decoration by fine stamping, similar to the style under analysis (Fig. 2. 6-9).*> However,
there is still a question of direct stylistic influence. J. Tejral considered these brooches one of the main
indicators of Stage D2 in the Middle Danube Area.*®

The range of the finds under study also includes two small buckles, each very important for the topic
addressed. A chance find from Miedzyborz (Lower Silesia, PL) indicates the Middle Oder Basin (Fig.
1. 6), thus shifting the distribution area of these finds to the western territory not usually related with
Eastern Germans (Fig. 3. I). The second small buckle is the only buckle in the range found in a closed
assemblage, grave 507 in the Chernyakhov culture cemetery of Barlad-Valea Seaca (Barlad River, lower
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Danube, RO) (Fig. 1. 5). From the location of this buckle within the grave, one may assume that it was
not used for a boot but rather for a belt.’’

This complex also contained more varied goods, particularly a pendant of a solidus of Constans II
minted in Aquilea between September 352 and 6 November 355,3 a bronze oval buckle, a comb of Sigrid
Thomas’ Type 111, and a glass beaker of Laszl6 Barkoczi’s Type 47f.* On the basis of the analysis of these
grave goods, I. Gavritukhin dates the entire complex to 375-500 AD.* Since he knew the buckle in ques-
tion only from a drawing and therefore interpreted it as a bronze piece of Renata Madyda-Legutko’s Type
H43, there is a good reason to reconsider the upper date, stressing that I. Gavritukhin’s attention focused on
the period when glass beakers of the type appeared in the Northern Black Sea Area, i.e. their low date. Type
47 of glass beakers, comprising five variants, cannot be dated more narrowly than between the second half
of the fourth to the early fifth century. I. Gavritukhin mentioned a glass pitcher of eastern origin, which was
not published together with the whole assemblage. It might be ceramic oenochoe, though vessels of the
type did not meet the narrow chronology suggested by the cited paper. The upper chronological limit for
the combs of Thomas’ Type III still remains a matter of discussion. Therefore, the date of the said grave is
the result of intuition. The buckle from the grave in Barlad-Valea Seacameets with direct analogies among
anarrow range of artefacts of specific artistic style and complex techniques is allowing one to relate it to the
Untersiebenbrunn—Sosdala Horizon. Therefore, 1. Gavritukhin’s speculations on Stage D2 as the possible
date of glass beakers of Type 47f and the grave in general might be grounded.*!

The problematic chronology of the grave in Barlad-Valea Seacdis is demonstrative since the date of
the buckle from Szabadbattyan, especially after its discovery out of assemblage, might be determined by
a few analogies only. Many researchers initially understood this find as a piece of the Ostrogothic circle,
thus unwillingly remembering the dates supplied by the narrative sources. This ‘written period’ started in
433 when the Huns occupied southern Pannonia from Aetius, where they could bring some of the peoples
subdued by them, and finished when the Ostrogoths left Pannonia in 473. The latter date is sometimes
literally bound to the find from Hungary.*> M. Shchukinwell called such intuitive connections between
archaeological complexes and historical events ‘folklore dating’.*

There are different dates suggested for the Szabadbattyan buckle, such as 401-450 AD,* 401-425,%
450-475,% or 426-450.

CHRONOLOGICAL DETERMINATIONS BY JAROSLAV TEJRAL
AND PROBLEMS OF THE SOSDALA STYLE IN MIDDLE EUROPE

J. Tejral laid the foundation for the systematic analysis of the chronology of the circle of finds including the
Szabadbattyan buckle. Today his chronology of the Central European antiquities from the Late Roman Peri-
od to the Early Middle Ages is generally accepted. Among the multitude of J. Tejral’s publications, there are
three works of primary importance for the understanding of his methods, published in 1973, 1988, and 1997.

37 PaLADE 2004, Fig. 269.

3% KENT 1981, No. 179.

3 PaLADE 2004, 139-140, Fig. 269.
40 GAVRITUKHIN 2000, 266.

41 GAVRITUKHIN 2000, 268.

4 MULLER 2003, 293.

4 SHCHUKIN 2005, 324-325.

4 ARNTZ-ZEISS 1939, 357.

4 KRAUSE-JANKUHN 1966, 311.
46 Kiss 1980, 111.

47 MARTIN 2004, 168.



378 Maxim E. LEVADA

In his analysis of the Middle Danubian complexes, J. Tejral suggested two chronological stages of
the Great Migration antiquities: Untersiebenbrunn and Smolin.** He divided all the known finds into four
groups according to their geography, function, and typology: 1. Untersiebenbrunn type, 2. Eastern Eu-
ropean hoards of the Kachin—Cosoveni type, 3. graves with nomadic goods, 4. group of burials in Smo-
lin and its environs. The group of Eastern European treasures Kachin—Cosoveni comprises the finds in
Nizhyn or Nezhyn (UA), Kachin (UA), Laskiv or Laskov (PL), Borochyche or Borochytsi (UA), Zamos¢,
Szilagysomlyo or Simleu Silvaniei (RO), and Cosoveni de Jos.* Today this group can be enlarged with
the Bar treasure. As for the Airan/Moult assemblage, J. Tejral related it to the Untersiebenbrunn type, since
multicoloured brooches in these assemblages are identical. He also mentioned typological parallelism of
the buckles from Airan/Moult, Kachin,® Zamos¢, and the buckles from the type Tiszaladany—Kerch, or ML
N44.5" In his opinion, the decoration of the Szabadbattyan buckle is of provincial Roman origin.*?

By the moment of this study, the ‘folklore dating” stated that the Great Migration antiquities appeared
in the Middle Danube Area when the Huns occupied Pannonia Prima and Valeria. It was supported by re-
cognized and respected researchers such as Andras Alfoldi, Nandor Fettich, Mihaly Parducz, and Joachim
Werner. J. Tejral’s important achievement was the rejection of this date as a reference point. He dated the
Untersiebenbrunn Stage to the first third of the fifth century AD. Two successive chronological stages (Un-
tersiebenbrunn and Smolin) in the first half of the fifth century allowed J. Tejral to conclude that the style
of the Szabadbattyan buckle never appeared with the finds from later period.”® He also pointed out that
the horse’s head pattern of the finds from Kachin and Lébény (HU) occurred both on provincial Roman
artefacts (belt-ends, such as Vieuxville) and the finds from Sosdala.>

When new data arrived, J. Tejral realised that his chronological scheme needs some corrections.” He
synchronised the Untersiebenbrunn group with Northern European finds of the Sésdala Style to reveal
the all-European Untersiebenbrunn—Sosdala®® or Sosdala—Untersiebenbrunn Horizon.?” Understanding that
this horizon should also include the hoards of the Kachin—Cosoveni type, J. Tejral preferred the new term,
Horizon D2,%® also using the term Untersiebenbrunn—Sésdala Style.® Now J. Tejral’s clarified chronology
of the early Great Migration Period comprised Stages D1 =375/385-410/420 AD, D2 = 410/420—430, D3/
D3 =430-440/450, and D3 = 440/450—465/475.%

Several years after, J. Tejral made a new clarification of his chronological scheme,®' especially because
of the reconsideration of the latest stage of the Roman Period and the Early Great Migration Period in the
Northern Black Sea Area (the latest stage of the Chernyakhov Culture). He also corrected the dates of the
main stages of his chronology since a great array of new finds appeared.

J. Tejral ran to the conclusion that artefacts with decorative stamping of the group Untersiebenbrunn—
Cosoveni, closely related with Scandinavian Sosdala style, had some specific features: ornamentation of
continental (non-Scandinavian) finds were more complicated perhaps as a result of the influence from pro-
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vincial Roman centres.® J. Tejral added nielloing as a particular technique of Central and Eastern European
ornaments. Now it seems not quite correct, perhaps as a result of the lack of publications by that moment. In
recent decades, some new Scandinavian artefacts became known and earlier finds were republished, both
showing the combination of varied fine stamping, mercury gilding, and nielloing. The lack of generalizing
studies on the topic still made a problem, which is excellently underlined by A. Bitner-Wréblewska: “On
the one hand, there is a horizon of specific artefacts, on the other, a largely undefined ornamental style”.%
J. Tejral’s corrected chronology as of 1997 runs as follows: D1 = 360/370—400/410 AD, D2 = 380/400—
440/450, D2/D3 = 430/440-470/480, D3 = 450-480/490, and D3/E (Early Merovingian) = 470-500/510.%

Soon after this, J. Tejral wrote that “the Migration Period on the Danube can be broadly divided into
several successive phases, each partially overlapping, and each of which shows evidence of changing
cultural and socio-political relations”.® The accumulation of new data repeatedly made the correction of
initial and final dates of the stages (or ‘overlapping’ periods) necessary. Linear development of morpho-
logical types and particular categories of finds during the Migration Period, when very different peoples
moved fast at long distances and influenced each other directly or indirectly, is hardly or sometimes not
determinable. However, their interconnections appear in ‘mixed’ assemblages comprising grave goods of
very different origins. This is the reason why the chronology requires permanent clarification and interme-
diate stages are suggested. J. Tejral’s subsequent research took all these considerations into account, with
clarified dates for Stages D1 =380-410 AD and D2 = 400-430/440.%° Moreover, for the case of the Middle
Danube Area, J. Tejral suggested two horizons, the early titled D1/D2 — Early D2, in 400-420/430 AD,
and that of the Hunnic Empire, or Late D2, in 420/430-450,% with the transitional horizon from the Age of
Attila and after (D2/D3 = 440-460/470).

Having come to the conclusion that all the artefacts in the Sosdala Style, including the buckles of the
Szabadbattyan circle, fit into the stylistic group of Untersiebenbrunn, J. Tejral clarified the chronology of
Stage D2 as 420-440 AD.®® The finds in possession, both the ornaments in the Sosdala Style and the close
parallels to the Szabadbattyan buckle, do not give reason to doubt this chronology.

Despite of the disputable attribution of some finds to the Szabadbattyan Circle, all of them are stylisti-
cally uniform. From the small number of such artefacts, one tends to assume that the style did not last for
long. Their chronology cannot be narrower than what is now called the Untersiebenbrunn Stage. The diffi-
culties with the chronology of particular finds and assemblages from the Untersiebenbrunn Horizon forces
the scholars to use the doubtful ‘folklore dates’ method. It should be underlined that the style of the finds
in question has nothing to do with the Goths’ material culture, and, therefore, this paper will not discuss
their hypothetical Gothic origin.

MIGRATION INDICATORS, VANDALS AND ALANS

C. Pilet’s conclusion of Crimean and especially Alanic origin of some ornaments from the grave in Airan/
Moult started the discussion on the beginning of the migration of the Vandals and the Alans, which is known
mostly from Procopius. “Now the Vandals dwelling about the Maeotic Lake, since they were pressed by
hunger, moved to the country of the Germans, who are now called Franks, and the river Rhine, associating

%2 TEIRAL 1997, 335-336.

% BITNER-WROBLEWSKA 2001, 89.

% TgrRAL 1997, 351.

% TEIRAL 2000, 5.

% TEIRAL 2007, 59-60.

¢ In his later studies, the Early D2 and the Late D2 are replaced with D2a and D2b.
% TeyRAL 2011, 18.
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with themselves the Alani, a Gothic people,” as he wrote in De Bello Vandalico.”” The Alans’ migration to
Northern Gallia finds a reliable illustration of an interesting category of typical Alanic daggers with notches
at the blade shoulder. Specific design and the specific context of most finds make them striking migration
markers. These daggers are the subject of repeated research.” Their highest concentration, with hundreds
of finds, is in the Crimea and Western Subcaucasia (Fig. 3. 2). The finds in the Black Sea forest-and-steppe
area are quite explainable by the contacts between the Crimean and other Northern Black Sea populations,
but their later distribution is obviously related to the events described in the mentioned narrative. From the
left bank of the Lower Danube (i. e. Roman limes) their distribution area goes was extended around the Car-
pathians on the south and occupied Pannonia Inferior and Valeria Ripensis.”' The next point on the map is a
find in fle-de-France in North-Western Europe, quite close to Normandy and Airan/Moult.” The next stage
of the Alanic migration towards Spain is marked by the westernmost find in Sainte-Livrade-sur-Lot (FR).”

Earrings similar to the find from Airan/Moult are almost not known outside the Crimea (Fig. 3. 3),
except for the find in Miercurea Sibiului-Petrisin in Transylvania,” which possibly indicates fast migra-
tion to Gallia.

The chronology of the Vandals’ and Alans’ migration according to written sources in possession is a
weak point of the hypothesis of the Vandalic origin of the buckles under study.

Although the Vandals are documented in the Danube Area quite early, they settled in Pannonia as the
Empire’s allies under Constantine the Great, after they sustained a crushing defeat from Visigothic King
Geberichin in the 330s. These Vandals from the tribe of Hasdingi remained in the Danube Area probably as
late as the 380s, when Hunnic and Gothic pressure forced them to move westwards, thus raising the problem
of relations between the Vandals’ migration from the Middle Danube and the Vandals’ and Alans’ migration
from the Maiotis. The possible answer is a passage from Jordanes’ Getica: “Now the Vandals and the Alans,
as we have said before, had been dwelling in both Pannonias by permission of the Roman Emperors. Yet
fearing they would not be safe even here if the Goths should return, they crossed over into Gaul”.”

The Alans’ and Vandals’ stay in Gallia is usually dated to a short period of 406-409/410 AD. This date
makes the year of 409/410 the terminus ante quem for the burial in Airan/Moult. Moreover, it means that
the buckle from this grave (similarly to the rest of the grave goods) was made in between of the 380s and
406, in contradiction to the chronology of the polychrome brooches from this grave.

C. Pilet dates the burial in Airan/Moult to 420430, according to the parallels he knew in Central Eu-
rope, perhaps a general impression of the Untersiebenbrunn Horizon.” It is worth taking into account that
C. Pilet interpreted all the Sth century Eastern Germanic finds in Normandy as a single phenomenon dating
from the early 5th to the first half of the 6th century, related to the migrants from the Middle Danube, inter-
preted as Rome’s military allies.”” At any rate, this Vandalic-Alanic hypothesis can only explain the appear-
ance of the buckles in this style in Airan/Moult and perhaps in Crimean Yalta, though it contradicts to the
Szabadbattyan find, since the Vandals left that area prior to the appearance of the buckles of this particular

% Procorpius BV III: 1.

70 Forrecent studies see ISTVANOVITS—KULCSAR 2008; ISTVANOVITS—KULCSAR 2009; LEVADA 2013, with bibliography.

' Levapa 2013, Fig. 2. 4-9.

2 Levapa 2013, Fig. 2. 2.

* Levapa 2013, Fig. 2. 1.

7 Luca ET AL. 20035, Fig 3. 1-2.

5 JorDANES 161. One should take into account that Alans did not participate in the conflict of the Goths and the
Vandals, and that the relations between the Goths and the Alans before the Migration Period should be discussed
in a specific research (see for example LEvADA 2006a, 64—65). Therefore, a relatively late chronology of the
earring from Airan/Moultis is not an argument against this version.

7 PILET 2006a, 273.

7 PILET 2006a.
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style and type. The more so, the Vandals are hardly connectable to Western Ukrainian finds, and, besides,
their migration does not explain the relation of the artefacts in question with Scandinavian Sosdala Style.

ELUSIVE HERULES

The only Eastern Germanic people keeping relations with Scandinavia according to the sources in pos-
session were the Heruli. Procopius in De Bello Gothico informs on the Danubian Eruli’s embassy to their
northern relatives in the Isle of Thule,”® when the Heruli were defeated by the Langobards. Procopius stated
that the Heruli came from somewhere behind the Danube: “They used to dwell beyond the Ister River from
of old.” Since Procopius here discusses the events in the Middle Danube area, often it is concluded that these
Danubian Heruli came from the north.” However, Procopius used the preposition ‘Omép,’ clearly indicating
that the Heruli lived “behind the Ister,” or “on the opposite bank of it”.*" In fact, there is no direct connec-
tion between the fifth-century Heruli and the territory north of their location. J. Tejral’s specific research
on probable archaeological connections between the Middle Danube area Scandinavia in the fifth century
states: “the historically substantiated Heruli in this case may only have comprised the narrow social stra-
tum of elites, ruling, dominating a number of groups including perhaps the remnants of the local Suebi and
fragments of other tribal communities which were originally from a variety of different places. Otherwise
this is also backed up by the results of the latest research, which sees the groups referred to as the Heruli
in various places throughout Europe not as a separate tribe, but as factions of elite warriors, as the reports
from late antiquity claim™3' Tt is important that J. Tejral’s paper specifically discussed the Heruli, who were
“supposed of a Scandinavian origin.” This origin of the Heruli in the Middle Danube area allegedly derived
from their embassy in 527 to their relatives from Foula in search of a person of royal blood as a candidate for
their throne. However, Procopius’ account stated only that the Danubian Heruli knew of the remote Thule,
of their relatives residing there, and that the latter had persons of royal blood among them.

This account by Procopius seems quite strange. His text literally states that the Heruli divided into
Scandinavian and Danubian parts just after the Langobards defeated them in 508. In that moment some
of them “led by many of the royal blood, traversed all the nations of the Sclaveni one after the other, and
after next crossing a large tract of barren country, they came to the Varni, as they are called. After these
they passed by the nations of the Dani, without suffering violence at the hands of the barbarians there.
Coming thence to the ocean, they took to the sea, and putting in at Thule, remained there on the island”.**
Demonstratively enough, the Heruli moved to the North not by the shortest direct way, but went through
the lands of the Slavs, who lived on the right bank of the Danube: “And the Eruli, unable to bear all this
any longer, crossed the Ister River and decided to live as neighbours to the Romans in that region, this was
during the reign of the Emperor Anastasius, who received them with great friendliness and allowed them to
settle where they were” . In the age of Procopius, the Slavs “alone inhabit the greatest part of the northern
bank of the Ister”.** As the Heruli definitely wanted to avoid the lands of the Langobards and the Gepids, it
was necessarily the case of the left bank of the Lower Danube, from Sucidava and downstream. Therefore,
the Heruli’s embassy tried to go round the Carpathians from the east.

78 Procorius BG II. XIV-XV. According to the text, Procopius considered Thule a part of Scandinavia rather than
the Isle of Foula.

Sergei Kondrat’ev’s Russian translation literally reads: “Onu orcunu nomycmopowny pexu Hcempa, xcesepy...”
(“They lived on the opposite side of the Ister River, on the north...”).

8 Tam very grateful to Petr Shuvalov for the consultation.

81 TgIrRAL 2013, 383-390.

8 Procorrus BG II: XV.

8 Procorius BG II: XIV.

8 Procorrus BG III: XIV.

79
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It is well known that Procopius’ description of Thule (i.e. Scandinavia) originated from an unknown
source, which was also used by Jordanes in his description of Scandza.® This passage breaks Procopius’ nar-
rative and splits the story. It is worth remembering that Jordanes, describing the fourth-century events with
a reference to Ablabius, located “gentem Herulorum” near the Maiotis.* The Heruli’s stay in the Northern
Black Sea Area as early as the third century AD is evidenced by Dexippus. In the area, there are finds from
the period naturally related to the northern parts such as Jutland and Scandinavia.®” A good illustration of
the supposed migration from the north to the Black Sea is represented by the Monstrdsa or Rosettenfibeln
brooches, with their main concentration in Funen and Zealand. Only Groups 5, 6, and 7 of these brooches
were distributed in the continental part of the Eastern Baltic Sea area and they also penetrated into the Black
Sea area.®® Although the finds under discussion are not typical of the antiquities connectable with Eastern
Germanic peoples like the Goths, Vandals, and Gepids, they confirm the existence of direct routes from
Scandinavia to the Northern Black Sea area. A recent research showed that the ornaments in this ‘rosette
style’ also appeared in the Crimea.® Therefore, one has reason to suppose that Procopius simply invented
the division of the Heruli after their defeat by the Langobards, and especially the story of a part of the Heru-
li’s migration to the north. The possible reason is that Procopius tried to explain why they searched for a new
kind far in the north, where he did not know of the Heruli, though in fact this travel followed the historical
route long-known to the Heruli towards their Urheimat, with which they kept some relations.

Back to the circle of ornaments of the Szabadbattyan buckle, it is worth repeating two versions of its
appearance south of Scandinavia. Initially I considered them imported directly from the north.”® Later on,
I tended to suppose that in the first half of the fifth century there was a new migration wave from Scandi-
navia to modern Volhynia,”® where a new power centre appeared for a certain period, as prestigious finds
of typical North European style suggest. Later, these artefacts penetrated to the Crimea, Middle Danube
Area, and Normandy from this centre.

It should be mentioned that the Sésdala Style ornaments in Central and Eastern European assemblages
possess an interesting common feature: though graves of the Untersiebenbrunn Type often combined them
with polychrome ware of Cloisonné Style (Untersiebenbrunn, Airan/Moult, Jakuszowice), the treasures of
the Kachin—Cosoveni Group contained either ‘pure’ Untersiebenbrunn Type artefacts or their combination
with plain silver ware of the Northern Black Sea Style (Kachin, Zamos¢, Cosoveni de Jos, and Bar). More-
over, synchronous finds in the Cloisonné Style, clearly of Danubian origin, are known both in the said area
and farther to the east.

INSCRIPTIONS AND SIGNS

One of the most known features of the Szabadbattyan buckle is a runic inscription on the back side of its
panel (Fig. 4. I). The scholars are always careful about the finds with symbols related to Elder Futhark:
are they a script or a decoration? The runes scratched on the inner side of the already finished artefacts
certainly suggest that they formed an inscription. In the given case, there is Eastern Germanic rune?, usu-
ally read in such cases as ‘ing,” and the inscription is most often interpreted as ‘marings,” ending with a
swastika symbol:

85 Cf. Procorius BG II: XV; JORDANES 19-21.
8  JORDANES 117.

8 Levapa 2006, 196-200, Fig. 1-7.

8 LuND HANSEN-PRzZYBYEA 2010, Fig. 39.

8 Levapa 2012, 144, Fig. 2.

% LEvADA 2011.

°1 LEvapA 2013a.
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I am not a runologist and therefore will not dare to analyse all the possible readings and interpretations
of'this inscription. I can only reproduce some of the existing opinions: ‘horseman’,’? ‘descendent of Mar(h)
s,” ‘marsh-man’,” ‘of Maring’,” or a ‘tribal name’.” The runic inscription is a unique case among this cir-
cle of finds, therefore the question appears who was its author, the buckle-maker or the owner?

Preparing the publication of the Bar treasure, I noticed that the back side of its panel has a scratched
pentagram (Fig. 4. 2). The same pentagram occurs on the buckle from Yalta (Fig. 4. 3). These symbols
were made in a manner similar to the inscription on the Szabadbattyan buckle. The conclusion is that all
these inscriptions were made by the buckle-makers before sending the buckle (or the belt) to their new
owners. Pentagram is not known among the runic inscriptions, but since the buckles from Bar and Yalta did
not have runes, there probably was some sacral context, unknown to us, behind those images.

The find in Sukhodil/Shydlivtsy supports the version that the buckle-maker scratched the symbols. This
new buckle also bears a runic inscription (Fig. 4. 4). I have the pleasure to thank Tineke Looijenga for the
consultation: in her opinion, “The inscription on your buckle might be read as olwukiso, which is probably
a name.” Therefore, this inscription reads as below:

KIPNCER

Two runic inscriptions on the buckles of the kind certainly indicate Germanic context. Rune ¥, which
is typical of Eastern German tradition, on the Szabadbattyan buckle points on the tribes in the Gothic
circle.” However, rune s shaped like { is typical of the monuments Kragehul T (DK), Mellegardsmarken
(DK), Vimose I1I (DK), Harford Farm (GB), Vimose IV (DK), Niederstotzingen (D), Himlinggje II (DK),
and Schretzheim I and II (D).”” This distribution area indicates Funen — four finds, Zealand — one find,
south-western Germany (Baden-Wiirttemberg) — two finds, and Eastern England (Norfolk) — one find, i.e.
the areas far from most of Eastern Germanic tribes, according to their location in the period in the account
of narrative sources, perhaps with the exception of the Heruli.

IN CONCLUSION

The search for the parallels to the Szabadbattyan buckle meets with a number of objective difficulties. The
information of the chance finds is not always reliable. In cases of the finds with more or less determinable
context, the main problem is a deep merging of styles in the Great Migration Period. Different jewel-
lery traditions — Late Hellenistic Style, Cloisonné Style, Kerbschnitt Style, Plain Silver Eastern Germanic
Style, and Sosdala Style — appear in the same complexes and sometimes on the same artefact. This mutual
influence appearing through vast areas makes unequivocal interpretation almost impossible. Be that as it
may, the Northern Germanic context of this group of ornaments is obvious.

No less problematic is the interpretation of the motifs on this group of ornaments. Some of them are

2 ANTONSEN 1975, 75.

% ANTONSEN 2002, 279.

% GRONVIK 1985.

% LOODENGA 2003, 175.

% According to modern research, runes are inscribed on a ring from Pietroassa (County Buzdu, RO), a spearhead
from Kovel (Suszyczno, Volyn area, UA), a spearhead from Dahmsdorf-Miincheberg (Brandenburg, D), and a
spindle whorl from Letcani (County Iasi, RO). This list might be enlarged with a comb fragment from Moshchenoe
(Belgorod area, UA), a poorly known artefact indicating the easternmost location of such finds (EGOREJCHENKO—
SEMYONOV 1998, 120-121).

97 LOODENGA 2003, 137.
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certainly related to Northern Europe, but the others, particularly that of the Szabadbattyan buckle, rather
indicate Roman influence. This situation is a reliable feature of the Great Migration Period in the Middle
Danube area. Various Germanic peoples brought their own, particularly artistic, traditions to the region and
created new amazing designs and styles, which is brilliantly described by the person whose jubilee we are
celebrating by this volume. [ am very proud that the book dedicated to Margit Nagy allowed me to make a
small contribution to the discussion.
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Table 1. Ornamentation of jewellery of the circle of the Szabadbattyan buckle (pp. 384-385)%
Tabauya 1. Opnamenmayus oeerupHuix usoenuil kpyea npaxcku uz Cabaobammosn (box 384—3835)

Findspot Image Stamp type Ornamental elements Inscription
Szabadbattydn A cross of vine leaves o.;.o A MR PS4
A cross of vine leaves; Low panel is
Airan/Moult snake-headed tip of the .
000 missing
tongue
Double-headed snake; 000 S5
Bar snake-headed tip of the (((c Kerbschnitt *
tongue ] (chip carving)
AAA
Zdolbuniv (brooch) | Double-headed snake oo® unknown
Triskelion of dragon’s
heads; snake’s heads border L)
along the edge of the panel 000
Yalta (crawling serpent); bearded A\ ®
human head on the base of (((c
the tongue; beast-headed 1]}
tip of the tongue ]
Human figure framed
Sukhodil/Shydlivisy | 0¥ TO plants (trees); QMNER
beast-headed tip of the aik
tongue

% Considering all these finds according to the complexity of their design and the accuracy of their execution, the

most impressive are the buckles from Bar, Airan/Moult, and Yalta. The second group comprises the buckles
from Szabadbattyan and Sukhodil/Shydlivtsy, and the brooch from Zdolbuniv. The belt set from Zamos$¢ and the
buckle from Kachin are rather simple, without a plot. However, the complicated decoration of the tongue of the
Zamos¢ buckle gives an impression that it was intended for another buckle of a higher level. Both small buckles
are also rather simple.
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AW

Types of stamps according to Ulla Lund Hansen (1969)

4 A ey

H{-H[»

q

>

D © B
< B

» ¢ Pk
)

A

5

& o e (05§

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Sources

JORDANES: Jordanes: The origin and deeds of the Goths. Translated by Charles C. Mierow. Princeton 1915.
Procorius: De Bello Vandalico. History of the wars, Vol. 1. Translated by H. B. Dewing. Harvard 1916.
De Bello Gothico. History of the wars III. Translated by H. B. Dewing. Harvard 1916.

De Bello Gothico. History of the wars V. Translated by H. B. Dewing. Harvard 1924.

ANTONSEN 1975:  Antonsen, E. H.: 4 Concise Grammar of the Older Runic Inscriptions. Tiibingen 1975.

ANTONSEN 2002: Antonsen, E. H.: Runes and Germanic Linguistics. Trends in Linguistics. Studies and
Monographs 140. New York 2002.

ARNTZ-ZEISS 1939:  Arntz, H. — Zeiss, H.: Die einheimischen Runendenkmdiler des Festlandes. Leipzig
1939.

Baranov 1975: bapanos, 1. A.: PannecpenneBekoBas mnpsbkka u3 Sntel. Cosemckas Apxeonozus
1975:1, 271-275.

BITNER-WROBLEWSKA 2001:  Bitner-Wroblewska, A.: From Samland to Rogaland. East-West connections
in the Baltic basin during the Early Migration Period. Warszawa 2001.

EGOREICHENKO—SEMYONOV 1998:  Eropeituenko, B. B. — Ceménon, A. W.: HoBele mocenenus depHs-
XOBCKOM KyNbTYpHI Ioro-3anana benoropoquunst. In: I[locerenus: cpeda, kynomypa, coyuym. Marepu-
aJpl TeMarndeckol HayyHol koH(pepermmu. Cankt-IletepOypr 69 oxtsi0ps 1998 r. Pen.: CaBuHOB,
I. T — Cenpix, B. H. —Ilerpos, H. U. Cankr-IlerepOypr 1998, 119-122.



386 Maxim E. LEVADA

FABECH—NAsMaAN 2013: Fabech, Ch. — Ndsman, U.: A Lonely Rider? The Finding Place of the Sosdala
Find and the Context of its Finds. In: Inter Ambo Maria: Contacts between Scandinavia and the
Crimea in the Roman Period. Eds.: Khrapunov, I. F. — Stylegar, A. Kristiansand—Simferopol 2013,
84-106.

FerTicH 1928: Fettich, N.: Eine gotische Silberschnalle im Ungarischen Nationalmuseum. Seminarium
Kondakovianum 2 (1928) 105-111.

ForssaNDER 1936: Forssander, J. E.: Provinzialromisches und Germanisches: Stilstudien zu den
schonischen Funden von Sosdala und Sjorup. Humanistiska Vetenskapssamfundets i Lund Arsberittelse
7 (1936-37) 11-100.

GAVRITUHIN 2000: TaBputyxun, 1. O.: ®unan Tpaguuuil KyIsTyp pUMCKOrO BpeMeHH B BocTtounom
[lpuxapnaree. In: Die spdtromische Kaiserzeit und die friihe Vilkerwanderungszeit in Mittel- und
Osteuropa. Eds.: Maczynska, M. — Grabarczyk, T. Lodz 2000, 261-320.

GroONVIK 1985:  Grenvik, O.: Uber den Lautwert der Ing-Runen und die Auslassung von Vokal in den
dlteren Runeninschriften. Indogermanische Forschungen 90 (1985) 168—195.

IcoNnomu 1969:  Iconomu, C.: Noi morminte paleocrestine la Mangalia. Pontica 2 (1969) 81-110.

IstvANOVITS—KULCSAR 2008:  Istvanovits, E. — Kulcsar, V.: Az Gn. «meot» tipust kardok/t6rok a Karpat-
medencében. A Nyiregyhdzi Jésa Andrdas Miizeum Evkonyve 50 (2008) 281-290.

IsTVANOVITS—KULCSAR 2009: HWmrrBanosud, D. — Kynsaap, B.: Meun/kumxaiasl ¢ G0OKOBBIME BBIPE3aMU
B Kapnarckom Oacetine. In: [yunol, comot u capmamor mexcoy Boreou u [{ynae. Pen.: ®ypacbes A. T
Cankrt—IlerepOypr 2009, 143—151.

KENT 1981: Kent, J. P. C.: The Family of Constantine I (A.D. 337-364). Roman Imperial Coinage VIII.
London 1981.

KHAIREDINOVA 2002: XaitpenuHoBa, 3. A.: enckuii kocTioM BapBapoB lOro-3amannoro Kpemma B V —
nepBoit nonoBune VI BB. In: Mamepuanwt no apxeonoeuu, ucmopuu u smnoepaguu Taspuu 1X. Pen.:
Aii6abun A. . Cumpepomons 2002, 53—-118.

Kiss 1980: Kiss, A.: Germanische Funde von Szabadbattyan aus dem 5. Jahrhundert. A/ba Regia 18
(1980) 105-113.

KRAUSE-JANKUHN 1966:  Krause, W. — Jankuhn, H.: Die Runeninschriften im dlteren Futhark. Gottingen
1966.

KUKHARENKO 1982: Kyxapenko, M. 10.: O kaunnckoit Haxonake V B. In: [pesnocmu snoxu Benukoeo
nepecenenns Hapooos V-VIII ss. Pen.: AmMopo3, A. K. — Opnenu, M. ®. Mocksa 1982, 234-244,
LEvapa 2006: Levada, M.: «/Ipyrue ['epmantsn B CeBepHoM [IpruepHOMOpPBE MTO3THETO PUMCKOTO Bpe-

MmeHH. In: hocnopckue uccnedosanus X1. Cumpeponons—Kepus 2006, 194-251.

Levapa 2006a: JleBama, M.: Mug o ropoauiax 4epHIXOBCKON KylIbTypsl. In: [omsr u Pum. Eds.: Jlea-
na, M. E. — Camoiinenko, JI. I. Kues 2006, 60-72.

LEvapA 2010: Levada, M.: Scandinavian Infuence in the Crimea and on the Roman-Barbarian
Borderland in the Fifth Century. In: International conference «Inter Ambo Maria. Contacts Between
Scandinavia and Crimea in the Roman Period» October, 21-25, 2010, Gaspra, Crimea, Ukraine.
Simferopol 2010, 73-86.

Levapa 2011: Levada, M.: To Europe via the Crimea: on possible migration routes of the northern
people in the Great Migration period. In: Inter Ambo Maria: Contacts between Scandinavia and the
Crimea in the Roman Period. Eds.: 1. Khrapunov, F. — A. Stylegar. Kristiansand—Simferopol 2011,
115-137.

LevaDA 2012: Levada, M.: Early Contacts between Scandinavia and the Crimea. In: International confer-
ence «Inter Ambo Maria. Northern Barbarians from Scandinavia towards the Black Sea» 3—7 October
2012 Gaspra, Crimea, Ukraine. Simferopol 2012, 142—-149.



A Buckle from Szabadbattyin and its Parallels 387

LevapA 2013: Jlepama, M. E.: O BIusSHMH aJaHCKUX BOEHHBIX TPAIUIIUN HA BOCTOYHOTEPMAHCKHUE
Haponsl. In: Kpsiv 6 capuamcxyro snoxy (116. 0o n.s. — IV 6. n.2.). Pen.: Xpamynos, . H. Cumdepo-
moib 2013, 171-187.

Levapa 2013a: Levada, M.: Sosdala: The Problem of Singling out an Artistic Style. In: Inter Ambo
Maria: Northern Barbarians from Scandinavia towards the Black Sea. Eds.: Khrapunov, F. . — Style-
gar, A. Kristiansand—Simferopol 2013, 213-235.

Loouenga 2003:  Looijenga, T.: Texts & contexts of the oldest Runic inscriptions. The Northern World
4. Leiden—Boston 2003.

Luca T AL 2005: Luca, S. A.—Pinter, Z. K. — Tiplic, [. M. — Georgescu, A. — Diaconescu, D.: Descoperiri
gepide la Miercurea Sibiului-Petris (jud. Sibiu). In: Relatii interetnice in Transilvania (sec. VI-XIII).
Bibliotheca Septemcastrensis 12. Bucuresti 2005, 17-29.

Lunp HANSEN 1969: Lund Hansen, U.: Kvarmlgsefundet — en analyse af Sosdalastilen og dens
forudsaetninger. In: Aarboger for nordisk Oldkyndighed og Historie. Kabenhavn 1969, 63—102.
LunDp HANSEN—PRZYBYEA 2010: Lund Hansen, U. — Przybyta, M.: Rosettenfibeln — ein Klassifikations-
versuch. In: Worlds apart? Contacts across the Baltic Sea in the Iron Age. Eds.: Lund Hansen, U. —

Bitner-Wroblewska, A. Kabenhavn—Warszawa 2010, 241-286.

MaARTIN 2004:  Martin, M.: Kontinentalgermanische Runeninschriften und «alamannische Runenprovinz»
aus archédologischer Sicht. In: Alemannien und der Norden. Internationales Symposium vom 18.—20.
Oktober 2001 in Ziirich. Hrsg.: Naumann, H.-P. Berlin-New York 2004, 165-212.

MOULLER 2002: Miiller, R.: Die Germanen des Griberfeldes Keszthely-Fenékpuszta Odenkirche Flur. In:
Germanen am Plattensee: Ausstellung des Balatoni Muzeums Keszthely im Museum fiir Friihgeschichte
des Landes Niederosterreich, Schloss Traismauer. Vom 6. April bis 1. November 2002. Ed.: Windl, H.
Traismauer 2002, 29-32.

MULLER 2003: Miiller, R.: Germans and Alans in Transdanubia in the 5th century. In: Hungarian
Archaeology at the Turn of the Millennium. Eds.: Visy, Zs. — Bartosiewicz, L. Budapest 2003, 291-293.

PALADE 2004: Palade, V.: Asezarea si necropola de la Barlad-Valea Seaca, secolele I11-V. Monografie.
Bucuresti 2004.

PETROV—KALISHCHUK 1964: Iletpos, B. I1. — Kamimnyk, A. I1.: Ckap0 cpibHuxX pedeti 3 c. Kaunn Bonwa-
ceKkoi obnacri. In: Mamepianu i 0ocnioscenns 3 apxeonoecii Ilpukapnamms i Boauni 5. Pen.: Cmimiko,
M. 10. — Bapan, B. /1. — Paruu, O. O. — Yepnu, O. I1. JIseiB 1964, 88-94.

PiLeT 2006: Ilune, K.: OT «kiaga u3 DpaHa» K MOTHIIE «KHSDKHBI U3 Mynbray. In: Mamepuanwt no apxe-
onocuu, ucmopuu u smuoepaghuu Taspuu X11. Pen.: Aitbabun, A. W. — 3unbko, B. H. Cumdepomnons
2006, 251-259.

PiLET 2006a: Ilune, K.: Mao3emiter B Hopmananu (1o TaHHBIM MOTHILHUKOB KoHIIA IV — miepBo# mosmo-
Bunbl VI BB.). In: bocnopckue uccnedosanus XI1. Pen.: 3unnko, B. H. — Aii6abun, A. U. Cumdepo-
nons—Kepus 2006, 252-281.

PiLer 2007: Pilet, Ch.: Du «Trésor d’Airan» a la tombe de la «Princesse de Moulty». In: Barbaren im
Wandel: Beitrige zur Kultur- und Identititsumbildung in der Volkerwanderungszeit. Hrsg.: Tejral, J.
Brno 2007, 219-248.

DE ROBILLARD DE BEAUREPAIRE 1875: de Robillard de Beaurepaire, E.: Note sur une découverte de
bijoux mérovingiens au village de Valmeray, commune de Moult (Calvados). Bulletin de la Société
des antiquaires de NormandieVIII (1875) 151-163.

SHCHUKIN 2005: lykun, M. B.: I'omckuti nymo. [omot, Pum u uepuaxoscxas kynemypa. Cankr-Iletep-
Oypr 2005.

SuLIMIRSKI 1965:  Sulimirski, T.: Znalezisko z Zamoscia i jego tlo. Archeologia Polski 11 (1965) 18—173.

TeIRAL 1973:  Tejral, J.: Mahren im 5. Jahrhundert: die Stellung des Grabes XXXII aus Smolin im Rahmen



388 Maxim E. LEVADA

der donauldndischen Entwicklung zu Beginn der Volkerwanderungszeit. Studie Archeologickéhoustavu
Ceskoslovenské akademieved v Brne 1-3. Brno 1973.

TeIRAL 1988: Tejral, J.: Zur Chronologie der frilhen Volkerwanderungszeit im mittleren Donauraum.
Archaeologia Austriaca 72 (1988) 223-304.

TeIRAL  1997: Tejral, J.: Neue Aspekte der frithvolkerwanderungszeitlichen Chronologie im
Mitteldonauraum. In: Neue Beitrdge zur Erforschung der Spdtantike im mittleren Donauraum.
Arheologického Ustavu AV CR Brno 8. Eds.: Tejral, J. — Friesinger, H. — Kazanski, M. Spisy. Brno
1997, 321-401.

TeIRAL 2000:  Tejral, J.: The Problem of the primary Acculturation at the Beginning of the Migration Pe-
riod. In: Die spdtromische Kaiserzeit und die friihe Vélkerwanderungszeit in Mittel- und Osteuropa.
Eds.: Maczynska, M. — Grabarczyk, T. Lodz 2000, 5-31.

TesRAL 2007: Tejral, J.: Das Hunnenreich und die Identitdtsfragen der barbarischen «gentes» im
Mitteldonauraum aus der Sicht der Archédologie. In: Barbaren im Wandel. Beitrdige zur Kultur und
Identititsumbildung in der Vélkerwanderungszeit. Spisy Archeologického Ustavu AV CR v Brne 26.
Ed.: Tejral, J. Brno 2007, 55-119.

TeirRaL 2011: Tejral, J.: Einheimische und Fremde: das norddanubische Gebiet zur Zeit der
Volkerwanderung. Spisy Archeologickeho ustavu AV CR v Brne 33. Brno 2011.

TeIRAL 2013:  Tejral, J.: The Connections between the Region North to the Danube and Northem Europe.
Some Aspects of Ethnic and Social Identity of the Fifth Century Elites. In: Inter Ambo Maria:
Northern Barbarians from Scandinavia towards the Black Sea. Eds.: Khrapunov, I — Stylegar, F.-A.
Kristiansand—Simferopol 2013, 383—408.

[TpsKKA 13 CABAIBATTBSIH (OBJIACTh DENEP, BEHIPUS) U EE TAPAJUIEIU

[TyOnukanus mocBsIeHa 3SHAMEHUTON pYHUYECKOH MPsiKKe, HaliieHHo! B Caban0aTThsiHe U €€ BO3ZMOKHBIM
AHAJIOTHSIM.

[lonck mapasureneil TPUBOIUT K HEOOXOAWMOCTH aHAIN3a THITOJIOTUYECKUX, CTUIMCTUYECKUX H
TEXHOJIOTUYECKUX COOTBETCTBHIA. 32 CKOOKHM CTaThU BhIHECEHA MPOoOJieMa aHaIn3a MOTHUBOB.

Brinenennast y3kas rpymma mapajielied co CXOKUMH THIOJOTHYECKUMH, TEXHOJIOTHICCKUMU U
CTHJIMCTUYECKUMH MTPU3HAKAMH, TIO3BOJISIET TOBOPUTH O KOHIICHTPAIMH HAXOJ0K Ha BobIHM.

JlaTupoBka Haxo/0K, OJMU3KKX K Hpshkke u3 Cadan0oarThsiH 0CTaéTcs MPOOIEMHON B CBSI3U C TEM, YTO
OompITTas 9acTh HAXOMOK CICTaHa BHE KOMILIEKCOB. lcmonb3oBanme xpoHonoruu SpocmaBa Telipama
MIPEJICTABIISICTCS. HAN0OJIEe IPUEMIIEMBIM Ha CETOHSI METOIOM, HO TIPU 3TOM CJICAYET YUUTHIBATh: (1) 3BO-
JIIOIUIO B3MIIAJI0B aBTOPa Ha JIaTy TPYIIIBI BOCTOYHOEBpONEHCKHUX KianoB Tuna Kaunn—Komosens, (2)
yTouHeHue uM pamok nepuonos D1 u D2 B Ceseprom IIpuuepromopse, (3) 3ameuanue 5. Telipana mo
MIOBOY CJIOKHOCTH C TJaTaMU HaxXxo[oK mpeamMeToB ctmwist Cécnana BHe CKaHIUHABHH.

HoBast Haxonka pyHHUYECKOW HAIIHMCH HA TPSKKE TOAOOHOTO THIA, TMTO3BOJIAET MPEANOJI0KHUTh, YTO
CUMBOJIMKY Ha TOJ00HBIC MPSHKKH HAHOCHIIM HE BJIaJICIIbIIbI, 2 MACTEPA, UX U3TOTOBUBIIIUE.

OcHOBHO# TpoOIEMOH HHTEpIIpeTanyy MPsDKKk 13 CadamxdaTThsIHA M KPyTa MOAOOHBIX U3IEITHA 0CTa-
&Tcst HeOOBIYAMHO CIOKHOE CMEIICHUE CTHIIeH 310Xy Benukoro riepecenieHust HapooB. PazHeie oBemup-
HBIC TPAJUIIUHU — MTO3/IHSS AITMHUCTHYCCKAsI, KITya30He, KePOIIHUTT, IIaJKUi cepeOpsiHbI BOCTOUHOTEP-
MaHCKHUH cTHIb 1 cTiib Cécarna, He TOIBKO BCTPEYAIOTCS B OJHUX KOMILIEKCaX, HO MHOTJA U Ha OJTHHUX
u3nenusx. Takoe B3aMMHOE BIIUSTHUE, pa30pOCaHHOE Ha OTPOMHBIX TEPPUTOPHSIX, JCJIACT KPaHe CI0MKHON
OJIHO3HAUHYIO TPAKTOBKY WJIM MHTepIpeTannio. Ho ceBepHblil repMaHCKUN KOHTEKCT 3TOW IpyMIbl yKpa-
IICHUI OYCBUJICH.
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Fig. 1. 1: Szabadbattyan (HU), 2: Yalta (UA); 3: Sukhodil/Shydlivtsy (UA), 4: Bar (UA),
5: Barlad-Valea Seaca (RO); 6. Migdzyborz (PL)
Puc. 1. 1: Cabaobamesn (HU), 2: Anma (UA); 3: Cyxooun/LLIuonunyu (UA); 4: bap (UA),
5: Buiprnao-Bansa Caue (RO); 6: Menoxcubyxc (PL)
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Fig. 2. 1: Airan/Moult (FR), 2: Kachin (UA); 3—4: Zamos¢ (PL); 5: Zdolbunov (?) district (UA),; 6-8: Crimea,
Jozef Chojnowski's collection (photo: Roman Soful); 9: Keszthely-Fenekpuszta (HU) (after MULLER 2002, Fig. 9. 1)
Puc. 2. 1: Opan/Mynom (FR); 2: Kauun (UA); 3—4: 3amocmue (PL); 5: 30on6ynosckuii (?) pation (UA);

6—8: Kpvim, konnexyus FOzega Xoiinosckoeo (pomo Pomarn Coghyn); 9: Kecmxeti-@enexnycma (HU) (no MULLER
2002 puc. 9. 1)
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Fig. 3. 1: Parallels to the Szabadbattyan buckle; 2. Distribution area of daggers with notches at the shoulder of the
blade (after LEvaDa 2013); 3: Finds of Crimean Type earrings (after KHAIREDINOVA 2002, Luca ET AL 2005; PILET
2006). 1: Szabadbattyan (HU), 2: Airan/Moult (FR); 3: Miedzyborz (PL); 4: Zamos¢ (PL); 5: Kachin (UA);

6: Zdolbuniv (UA); 7: Sukhodil/Shydlivtsy (UA); 8: Bar (UA), 9: Barlad — Valea Seaca (RO); 10: Jalta (UA)
Puc. 3. 1: Ilapannenu npsivicke uz Cabaobamousin, 2: Pacnpocmpanenue KUHICANo8 ¢ 8blpe3amil Ha 1e36Ull Y OCHOBA-
Hus kaunka (no JIEBAZA 2013); 3: Haxooku cepée kpvimckoeo muna (no XAHPEAUHOBA 2002; Luca ET AL 2005, Iune
2006). 1: Cabaobamoesin (HU); 2: Opan/Mynem (FR); 3: Menoocubyoic (PL); 4: 3amocmue (PL); 5: Kauun (UA),
6: 300n6ynoeckuit (UA); 7: Cyxooun/ILIuorunyu (UA); 8: bap (UA); 9: Buipnao-Bans Caue (RO); 10: Anma (UA)
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Fig. 4. Inscriptions on buckles. 1: Szabadbattyan (HU), 2: Bar (UA); 3: Yalta (UA); 4. Sukhodil/Shydlivtsy (UA)
Puc. 4. Unckpunyuu na npsisickax. 1: Cabaodbamesin (HU), 2: Bap (UA), 3: Anma (UA); 4: Cyxooun/[LIudrunyu (UA)
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