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RARE ROMAN FINDS FROM A GERMANIC (QUADI) SETTLEMENT:

LUXURIOUS DESIRES OR RAW MATERIALS?
New research at the Ipolytdlgyes-TSz-major site
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During the Roman period, Germanic (Quadi) population settled in the valley of the Ipoly River. The loca-
tions of their sites are known thanks to earlier topographical research; however, a detailed evaluation of
excavated archaeological assemblages has not been accomplished until recently. Since 2017, we conducted
new archaeological investigations at the Ipolytolgyes—TSz-major site. Based on finds recovered from exca-
vations and non-destructive surveys, we were able to draw a picture of the communities settling in the
border zone of Pannonia in a more nuanced manner than ever before.

INTRODUCTION

Germanic (Quadi) population settled in the valley of the Ipoly River during the Roman period. Between the
Ist and the end of the 4th century AD, the Quadi population inhabited the western parts of present-day Slo-
vakia; however, the available data suggest that it was only after the Marcomannnic Wars (166—180 AD) that
they moved across the Garam River and settled also in modern-day Hungary. Their characteristic ceramic
finds turn up even around the area of Miskolc. Contrasting the results of Slovakian research, however, there
is a relative absence of published site reports in Hungary (Soos & Tanko, 2018, 291-296). The network
of settlements in the Ipoly valley is well-known, thanks to topographic surveys (MRT 1993), however, the
evaluation of documented archaeological excavations has not been accomplished yet.

In spring 2017, members of the Tragor Igndc Museum in Vac conducted archaeological surveys at the
site of Ipolytdlgyes—TSz-major — contracted by the proprietor, MONO-Ipolyfabrik Ltd. In addition to Pre-
historic features, parts of a Roman period (Germanic) building were brought to light, whose construction
technique (with six posts) was identical to another building recovered there in the 1960s by Istvan Erdélyi.
Both buildings represent the most frequent type in the region where the Quadi settled (ErpELYT & LAMIO-
VA-SCHMIEDLOVA, 1971). In order to assess the finds from 2017, it became necessary to evaluate earlier
research, which, however, remained only partially published. This way, we were able to comparatively
evaluate the ceramic assemblages from Ipolytdlgyes and the characteristic finds from the Western Slova-
kian core area of Quadi settlements.

In the southwestern section of our site, excavation was not possible anymore; along the east side of the
road between Szob and Parassapuszta, however, we were able to carry out systematic survey and also a
metal detecting survey, in which volunteers cooperating with the Museum were also involved. This coop-
eration with civil volunteers started in 2017 and has become increasingly institutionalized since then: it is
now also being facilitated by introducing the details of archaeological fieldwork to the participants in the
form of lectures. The community archaeology program of the Ferenczy Museum Centre in Szentendre is
an example to follow, as well as the activities organized by the Association for Community Archaeology,
founded in 2019 (RAcz, 2017; 2019).

Hereby, it is also important to note the expertise of Istvan Koka, our museum collection assistant, with
more than a decade-long experience in site detection and research, whose focus on the area of the Borzsony
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Mountain also enriched our knowledge in regard to several new archaeological sites and other data. We
would like to express our gratitude to archaeologists Klara Kdvari and Janos Jakucs, archaeology stu-
dent Mark Kékesi, museum collection assistant Istvan Koka, as well as to volunteers Ferenc Bartos, Attila
Gulyas, Béla Konecsni, Attila Petyanszki and Gabor Szijjarto, for their help in the fieldwork.

RESEARCH HISTORY

The site of Ipolytolgyes—TSz-major is situated
to the east from the Ipoly River and to the north
from the Cserge (Ganadi-) Stream, on the west-
ern and southern slopes of a hill (Fig. 7). In 1967,
a small-scale excavation took place here, organ-
ized by the Institute of Archaeology of the Hun-
garian Academy of Sciences, in result of which
short reports and an article in Slovakian were
published that drew conclusions only based on
some distinguished objects (ErbELyr & Lamio- ; A
VA-SCHMIEDLOVA, 1971). During the 1970s and o g, e
1980s, field surveys determined the full extent ‘
of this multi-period site (MRT 1993, 116, 10/1.

. Fig. 1. The site of Ipolytélgyes—TSz-major on the map of the
lh). In February 2001, Klara Kévari conducted a First Military Survey

small-scale excavation in the southeastern part of
the industrial facility under construction, where
she unearthed Middle Neolithic finds.

In 2017, the MONO-Ipolyfabrik Ltd. began to
expand its facility. Regrettably, this was reported to
the museum only subsequently, thus, when archae-
ological monitoring began, there was an approxi-
mately 1000 m? large area in the southwest part of
the site, already excavated to several meters’ depth.

Archaeological investigations began in three
different locations. To the north from the facility, in
the area of the parking lot (Fig. 2/I), we were able
to document features only on the surface — as they
were blanketed later on. Traces of a Middle Neo-
lithic settlement turned up there, in addition to a few
Copper Age and Bronze Age features. In the waste Fig. 2. The southern perimeters of the site and the area of
storage area (Fig. 2/2), a small number of Bronze excavation
Age features were found. During the construction
of the industrial hall (Fig. 2/3), the southeast corner of a Roman period building, and Copper and Bronze Age
settlement features were identified. Based on the intensity of the archaeology, it is likely that the (unauthorized)
excavation of the 1000 m? large area in the south section of the site resulted in a significant loss of data.
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RESULTS OF THE FIELD-SURVEY

In addition to the excavation, surface surveys were carried out along the east side of the road — in combina-
tion with metal detecting surveys —, where several Roman finds (ceramic and metal objects) were collected.

In order to validate our data, we also carried out systematic field surveys on 7 March and 12 September
2019, whereby the locations of the finds were recorded by handheld GPS devices (Garmin 60 and Garmin
62). The primary goal was to clarify the full extent of the site. A 25 m wide S—N oriented grid was applied



HUNGARIAN ARCHAEOLOGY E-JOURNAL ¢ 2020 summer 31

Eszter Soos — Lajos Juhasz — Hella Mag — Robert Molnar * Rare Roman Finds from a Germanic (Quadi) Settlement

Fig. 3. The location of the Ipolytolgyes-TSz major site based Fig. 4. The distribution of Neolithic finds within the
on the distribution of ceramic finds collected 7th March, 2019 intensively surveyed area (number of fragments)
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Fig. 5. The distribution of Bronze Age finds within the Fig. 6. The distribution of Roman period finds within the
intensively surveyed area (number of fragments) intensively surveyed area (number of fragments)
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during the fieldwalking, and the locations of collected finds were recorded using 100 m grids. We did not
lay out gridpegs on the surface, but only virtual grids (50 m, 100 m) were applied, using handheld GPS
devices, based on EOV coordinates (the method is described in detail by MEsTERHAZY, 2013). Projecting
the survey area and the distribution of the finds on a map revealed that the site extends at least 70-100 m
further to the east than previously suggested (Fig. 3).

Next, we carried out intensive surveys within the area where the occurrence of finds was the most frequent
in order to determine exactly the archaeological periodization and the extent of the Roman settlement. For
this investigation, we applied a 50 m grid, within which the exact position of each object was recorded before
being collected and packed away together in each unit. Mapping the distribution of these finds, dating from
different periods, it was possible to detect differences within a relatively small area. Neolithic sherds mostly
occurred in the northern part of the area, along the driveway (Fig. 4). The spread of Late Bronze Age and Early
Iron Age fragments rather followed the course of the Cserge Stream (Fig. 5). The traces of the Germanic,
Roman period settlement were identified also along this stream, in a 50—100 meters distance from it (Fig. 6).

RESULTS OF THE METAL-DETECTING SURVEY

During the 2017 investigations, we were able to collect more metal objects from the site — fibulae, Roman
coins — than was previously possible in other Quadi settlements altogether in Hungary.’

> Most of the brooches were collected in 2017, however, it was not possible to record their exact positions with GPS.



HUNGARIAN ARCHAEOLOGY E-JOURNAL ¢ 2020 summer 32

Eszter Soos — Lajos Juhasz — Hella Mag — Robert Molnar * Rare Roman Finds from a Germanic (Quadi) Settlement

(RN ARRRARRARLTARRRRRARA A

e e

T AT e

L

ity

Fig. 7. Brooches collected during the metal detecting survey 1-2: Brooches with inverted feet, 3: Germanic knee brooch, 4:
Fragment of a Roman brooch with onion-shaped knob (Photo: Edit Orlik)

Apart from a crossbow brooch (published in
1971) and an enamelled disc brooch (Exner III 24
type), there have been mostly one-piece brooches
found in 2017-2019, with bent feet (inverted, or
sideways), identified as Almgren VI type, dating
from the 3rd century AD (Fig. 7/1—2). These sim-
ple types, with external chords, were widespread
around the Germanic and Sarmatian territories.
The exact analogies of some decorated pieces are
known from Marcomannic-Quadi sites (VARSIK,
2011, 220, Abb. 102, 6).

Relatively rare types have also been found. Ger-
manic knee brooches (Fig. 7/3) are generally asso-
ciated with the period of the Marcomannic Wars
and northern Germanic influences (MACZYNSKA,
2001). Fragments of onion knob fibulae are of
much later date — they represent a 4th century
horizon (Fig. 7/4). Their occurrence in Germanic
settlements is rare, but not unusual, however, their
connection to Quadi settlement cannot be clarified
at the moment.

The most distinguished finds at Ipolytolgyes were
fragments of bronze objects, illustrating the lifestyle
of a wealthier layer of Roman society (Fig. 8).

The terminal end of a solid cylindrical bronze
handle decorated with incised lines was forming an
animal head (possibly a feline). Despite the small
size of the fragment, it could be identified as the
fitting for a suspension ring of a deep, cylindrical
bronze bowl (Fig. 9).° In the Danube province, this

Fig. 8. The distribution of bronze finds and coins. 1: the bust
of the tripus, 2: fragment of the bronze figurine, 3: fragment
of the bronze vessel

AT L

Fig. 9. Photo of the bronze vessel fragment from Ipolytélgyes
and a drawing of the bowl found in Grave Il in Sackrau
(after Gempler, 1888, Taf. V, 6, photo: Edit Orlik).

type was frequent in the first half of the 3rd century. They were used as washbowls, and examples are
mostly known from settlements or depot assemblages (SEDLMAYER, 2016, 383). In the Germanic Barbari-
cum, however, the type occurs primarily as grave accessory, in context of the wealthiest burials —i.e. the so
called Leuna-HaBlleben group, dating from the 3rd century, including e.g. the Sackrau I and III burials, and
Grave II at Krakovany-Straze (Quast, 2009, Abb. 14, Abb. 26). During this period, Roman bronze vessels
were particularly rare finds in Barbarian settlements. From Germanic settlements along the Danube there
are altogether three fragments of Eggers 83 bowls known, as scatter finds (IvAN & Orveczki, 2012, 215,

Fig. 9/7; SEDLMAYER, 2016, 390).

¢ Hereby, we would like to thank Jan Jilek (Masaryk University, Brno) for his assistance in identifying the piece.
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Fig. 10. Fragment of the Roman bronze figurine
(Photo: Edit Orlik)

The fragment of a Roman bronze figurine bears
the mark of a deliberate mutilation (Fig. 10). It is the
foot of a figure, wearing a sandal, and it is slightly
outstretched, as if the figure was standing on tiptoe.
This posture can be mostly observed in case of Lar
I type dancing figurines, holding a rhyton in their
raised hands, and typically a situla or patera in their
lowered hands (Bartus, 2015, 77-78).

Our most impressive find is perhaps the sculpted
ornament decorating the top of the leg of an adjusta-
ble bronze folding table (tripus). The 6 cm high and
heavily worn bust probably depicts Attis wearing a
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Fig. 11. The bust of the tripus from Ipolytélgyes-TSz-major
(Photo: Edit Orlik)

Phrygian cap on his head (Fig. 11). During the early imperial period, folding tables with tripods or quad-
ripods were used as altars of incense for presenting sacrifices. In the 3rd century, however, their function
changed. As their production shifted from Italy to the provinces (including Pannonia), they became repre-
sentative objects used by the provincial elites for showing their wealth and riches in their dining halls, or
as washbowls (for the details see: KLart, 1995). Due to their new function, their decorations often included

Bacchic motives.

In the Barbaricum, examples of Roman tripods are known from 3rd-century burials, similarly to Eggers
83 type bowls, e.g. from Musov, Krakovany-Straze, Ostrovany or Gommern (Quast, 2009, 17-19; BECKER,

2010). The tripods and the Eggers 83 bowls are con-
nected by their original functions: this type of bowl
(fitted with rings) could be hanged on the hooks of
the busts decorating the tripods. Regarding the finds
from the Barbaricum, however, it is not always pos-
sible to demonstrate that the two objects were used
in sets. In Grave I at Sackrau, there was a quadripod
(quadripus) found together with an Eggers 83 bowl,
but the three rings of the bowl could not be fitted to the
stand; in Grave II, there was only a bowl and no stand
(Fig. 12) (GEMPLER, 1887, Taf. II-1V; 1888, Taf. V, 6).

In Germanic settlements, fragments of tripods
are generally rare finds. Except for the Ipolytdlgyes

- "’1

Fig. 12. Finds from Grave I in Sackrau
(Quast, 2009, Abb. 14).
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Fig. 13. The chronological distribution of the coins found in Fig. 14. Coins 1. Trebonianus Gallus, 2. Valerianus,
Ipolytélgyes 3. Valentinianus (Photo. Edit Orlik)

find, there is another piece known from Borsodszirdk — possibly another Quadi settlement —, which also
features a Bacchus bust (Toth, 2014, 161-162, Fig. 3, 1).

At Ipolytolgyes, altogether 33 coins were found during our research, dating from a 250-year-long period
between the era of Trajan and that of the Valentinian Dynasty (Fig. 13).

Five coins are from the 2nd century AD, including a rare denarius of Clodius Albinus. Eight coins are
dated to the 3rd century, including an antoninianus of Trebonianus Gallus (Fig. /4/1), and another one of
Valerian (Fig. 14/2). Four coins could be dated to the Constantine Dynasty, two of which date from 355-363
AD. The coin of Jovianus (Kr. u. 363—-364), minted in Sirmium, is a rare find. The Valentinian Dynasty is
represented by eight coins, which makes this period the most accentuated.” Six coins belong to Valentinian
I, one each to Valens and Gratianus, and four more can be only broadly dated to the 4th century. Three other
coins were undatable. Regarding the types of the coins, there were 11 silver coins (3 denarii, 6 antoniniani
and 2 aureliani). Among the smaller denominations 3 sestertii, 17 AE 3 and 2 AE 4 coins were uncovered.
In addition to these, there were two antique counterfeits: a denarius subaeratus, and a sestertius limes falsa.
As for the mints, nine coins were minted in Rome, eight were from Siscia, two from Viminacium, and one
each from Sirmium and Cyzicus.

Interestingly, there are signs of secondary treatment on eleven coins. In case of six coins, at least one
third of the flan was missing. In one case, only one quarter of the coin remained, the rest of it was accurately
cut off. Similar finds could serve as raw material or could be used in local trade according to their weight
and material (ELscHEK, 2007, 146; Junasz, 2017, 251-254). Five of the coins were pierced,® and one of these
was also mutilated. Coin finds from the neighbouring regions are currently under evaluation, which will
allow a more in-depth analysis.

SUMMARY

As a result of the research in the past years, the site of Ipolytdlgyes-Tsz-major became the most thoroughly
analysed settlement of the Quadi along the Hungarian part of the Ipoly valley.

Materials recovered during the excavation date from the end of the 2nd century and the first half of
the 3rd century; the metal finds and coins collected during the metal detecting survey can be dated to the
2nd—4th centuries.

Roman (provincial) vessel types included terra sigillata pieces from Westerndorf (GABLER, 1968, 230, 4.
Abb. 4—6, GABLER & VDAY, 1986, 17), fragments of Pannonian slipped ware bowls (PGW, Pannonische
Glanztonwire), red painted vessels, mortar bowl, indented beakers (Faltenbecher), and the fragments of a
chalice decorated with applied threads — these were all common types in Quad settlements during the Sev-
eran era (Fig. 15) (Varsik, 2011, 219, Abb. 100).

7 In case of another coin, with GLORIA ROMANORVM inscription on the verso, its dating to the Valentinian Dynasty or later,
remains unclear.
8 Concerning the possible use or function of secondarily worked coins see Junasz, 2019, 102-105.
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Most of the ceramics were locally made, hand-
shaped pieces. The tableware produced by local
potters were black-fired polished vessels (bowls
with inverted rims, saucers and pots) made of fine-
grained material (Fig. 15). Barbotine technique and
meandering or combed wavy line band decorations
were absent here, which is to be interpreted prob-
ably as a chronological phenomenon: 15 km from
here, in Starovo there is another settlement post-dat-
ing the Marcomannic Wars, where richly decorated
fine ceramics were documented (BeLiak, 2010, Obr. Fig. 15. Ipolytélgyes—TSz-major; roman import and local
12, 1-10, Obr. 22; VarsIk, 2011, 218, 222). ceramic types (Photo: Edit Orlik, Eszter Soés)

The coins are not suitable for refined dating;
however, the well-preserved coins of Trebonianus Gallus and Valerian indicate, by all means, a quick
deposition, or at least a very short period of circulation. Noteworthy is also that a third of the coins were
mutilated.

Among the finds, the fragments of the Eggers 83 type bronze vessel and the tripod are worth highlight-
ing. Both types can be dated, in all probability, to the first half of the 3rd century, but one cannot rule out
the possibility of a later deposition, in the 4th century. In case of settlements in the Barbaricum, and in this
case only 15 km away from the Limes, their interpretation cannot be treated separately from chronologi-
cal questions. Helga Sedlmayer suggested that the trade of Roman bronze vessels towards the Germanic
territory could have stopped following the Marcomannic Wars (SEDLMAYER, 2016, 394). Consequently, it
would be problematic to interpret these finds as trade goods; all the more, since these types did not typically
become grave accessories, apart from the graves of the elite. Their functional use — due to their fragmentary
nature — cannot be suggested either. They might have found their ways to Germanic possession as booty
acquired during pillages in the province, then simply became dismantled and used as raw material in local
production. Based on data discussed so far by international research, it seems likely that the presence of
Roman bronze objects in the Germanic territories of the Barbaricum is to be explained not only by political
contacts and their representative value (regardless their explicitly high value in their original context), but
also by their use as raw material supplies (BECKER, 2003).
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