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FROM THE CRIMEA TO SCANDINAVIA
VIA THE GREAT HUNGARIAN PLAIN:
TRACES OF GERMANIC-SARMATIAN CONTACTS
ON THE BASIS OF FINDS OF SPHERICAL PENDANTS
AND OF OTHER PHENOMENA

The present study is based on the first hand on
some rare European finds of a characteristic kind
of pendant. To give a broader review of common
features connecting three remote regions — the
Crimea, Hungarian plain and Scandinavia — in
the Roman Age Barbaricum we shortly characterise
other special traces of contacts.

Spherical openwork amulet-pendants

Spherical openwork pendants are usually evalu-
ated as amulets. All of them were cast of bronze and
supplied with a loop. From the point of view of tech-
nology, they remind rings and bracelets with knobs
well known in the La Téne world. In our opinion,
pendants found in Sarmatian and Late Scythian mi-
lieu came into fashion as a result of Celtic / general
La Teéne influence.

Spherical openwork pendants, sometimes called
“pocket microcosmos” are widely known amulets of
the Late Scythian culture of the Crimea (fig. 1), and
sometimes are met in Sarmatian graves of the North
Caucasus and of the Kuban region (IlyagpoBckuil
2007, c. 162). However, their main area of spread
is the south-west part of the Crimean peninsula.
Characteristic shape of these objects goes back to
eight to sixth century Hallstatt prototypes from the
Balkans, typically from Macedonia and Thessaly:
so-called “bird-cage” pendants (Bouzek 1973,
p. 60-62). Recently Lyudmila Ryzhova summarised
the information on these kind of pendants found in
the south-west Crimea (there were no finds in the
rest of peninsula) and classified the types and vari-
ants of the pendants.’ The dating of different types
has shown that the earliest pieces reminding Celtic
prototypes were in use in the first and second cen-

Fig. 1. Typical spherical openwork amulets
from the Crimea (photo by the authors taken
from the exhibition in the Bakhchisaray Preserve
for History and Culture)

tury graves, while later types came into fashion at the
late second and early third century and even younger
pieces could be dated to late third or first half of the
fourth century. She suggested that in the Roman Age
globular openwork pendants reached the Crimea
from the West, namely from western Roman prov-
inces (PsoxoBa 2005). We cannot agree with the lat-
ter idea, because if it is correct, we would find the
analogies and prototypes of our pendants at Roman
territories, which is not the case. As we shall see in
the following, only three such pendants of the type
in question were found west of the steppe region, and
all of them turned up at barbarian territory.
Publishers of Crimean Late Scythian cemeteries
dealt with these strange type of objects in several
works and suggested that they could be connected
with ideas and beliefs on the sky sphere, solar and
generally astral cults (Bsicorckas 1994, c. 128-129;
bormanosa 1989, c. 52; Peikosa 2005, c. 285-286).
In the present article we do not focus on the sa-
cral contents of these objects, taking this for grant-

! We are grateful to Nikita Khrapunov and Daniil Kostromichev who drew our attention to this study.
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ed, and deal with their role as indicators of cultural
relations revealed at a vast territory from the North
Caucasus to Denmark.

If we examine the territory of the European
Barbaricum from the point of view of the “micro-
cosmos” pendants, it comes out that these amulets
got to very remote territories from their main re-
gion of spread. Analogies from a relatively close
territory were found at the Great Hungarian plain.
Pieces in question come from two sites.

Debrecen-Lovaszzug
(Hajdt-Bihar county) (fig. 2-3)

A broken, egg-shaped, openwork bronze pen-
dant decorated with knobs. Length: 2.4 cm.

The find got to the Déri Museum (Debrecen)
as a present. Together with the find in question,
the following objects — presumably grave goods
from a female burial — were gathered from a dis-
turbed barrow: four bronze bells, a belt-ring, two

Fig. 2. The find assemblage from Debrecen-Lovaszzug
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Fig. 3. The find assemblage from Debrecen-Lovdszzug
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rings with spherical knobs, a fragment of a golden
sheet with pinched dots, 42 glass beads, a brick-red
wheel-made jug. On the basis of the beads and rings
with spherical knobs, the assemblage was dated to
the late second or early third century (Istvanovits
1990, p. 95, tab. XII. 4) (fig. 1).

The piece fits to type 3 variant C by Ryzhova.
The dating of the closest analogy from the
Chernorechenskiy cemetery, grave 18 (48) (PbpkoBa
2005, c. 284, puc. 4. 8) corresponds to the chronol-
ogy of the Debrecen grave, while an also similar ob-
ject comes from the much earlier (first century BC
or first century AD) cemetery of Ust’-Al'ma, burial
vault 590/5-6 (ITyagposckuit 2007, c. 160, puc. 145.
11).

Madaras-Halmok,
grave 473 (Bdcs-Kiskun county) (fig. 4)

A south-north oriented male (mat.) grave.
Length of the grave-pit: 2.18 m, width: 0.88 m,
depth: 1.18 m. The length of the skeleton: 1.73 m.

At the right wrist a cast, bi-conical, openwork
bronze pendant was found. The loop is broken, the
upper part is fragmentary. Length: 3.9 ¢cm, diam-
eter: 2 cm. Other finds: cylindrical iron object un-
der the right clavicle, with broken ends, possibly an
awl; at the upper edge of the left pelvis a sestertius
from 244-251 AD; fragments of an iron object at
the sacrum, perhaps pieces of a small buckle; cast
bronze bell at the left wrist; iron knife at the upper
part of the limb; iron spearhead at the right leg; ar-
rowhead(?) beside the spearhead; brick-red wheel-
made vessel at the right foot (K6hegyi, Voros 2011)>
(fig. 2).

On the basis of the coin, the grave can be dated
to the second half of the third century. The pen-
dant does not fit to the classification of Ryzhova.
Its shape is unusual; knobs typical for this type of
decorations are practically missing.

We can assume that from Eastern Hungary, the
westernmost territory inhabited by Sarmatians, we
know only two finds of pendant-amulets in ques-
tion. Opposite to the Crimea, here they do not be-
long to commonly used amulets of local population.
Both of the pieces must have arrived here from the
East. In the case of the Debrecen find, it is inter-
esting to note that the pendant was found together
with rings decorated with knobs that appeared in

the Hungarian plain after the Marcomannic Wars,
probably with a new migration wave of Eastern
population groups. That was also the period when
the Sarmatians occupied the Upper Tisza region
(Istvanovits 1990). The pendant and rings from the
Debrecen find could belong to a person who just re-
cently arrived from the Eastern steppe region where
rings decorated with knobs (the same technique as
in the case of the pendants) were similarly widely
spread (especially in the Crimean Late Scythian
cemeteries) (Ilysgposckmit 2007, c. 162).

The piece from Madaras underlines the rarity
of the pendant type in question. This is the larg-
est known Sarmatian cemetery (632 graves) in the
Barbaricum of the Carpathian basin, with no simi-
lar burial fields up to now. The fact that the spheri-
cal pendant from grave 473 was the only one of
its kind in the great mass of find material is very
typical. It is difficult to say whether the grave be-
longed to a newcomer, or the pendant was used
as a “family relic” from some generations earlier,
especially if we take into consideration that the
Debrecen find can be 50-100 years elder, and that
most of the Crimean graves containing spherical
pendants do not exceed the middle of the third
century (PrpxoBa 2005, Tabmn. 3). Concluding from
the unusual shape, it can be also suggested that
the Madaras pendant was a local imitation of a
Crimean amulet.

The third object we are dealing here with comes
from a very distant territory, whether we consider
the Crimea or Hungary. This is a spherical-shaped
openwork pendant found in the famous bog-find
from Illerup, section AAQP (Carnap-Bornheim,
Ilkjeer 1996, Plan 111/100. 2) (fig. 5).° How this
Late Scythian-Sarmatian, most probably Crimean
amulet got to the possession of an obviously North
Germanic warrior? Or perhaps it did not get to
Scandinavia directly from the Crimea, but was
transferred by the same people whose tribesman
buried other similar pendants in the graves of the
Hungarian plain?

Whatever is the answer, the mapping of these
objects once again draws our attention to the fact
that there have been some connections for several
centuries between these three regions in the Roman
period. Recently, more and more signs of these rela-
tions have been recognised.

* We are grateful to Gabriella V6ros for her kind permission to use the manuscript of the book now in print.

* Here the pendant can be seen only on a large-scale ground plan drawing of section AAQP. According to
the kind information by Jergen Ilkjer, the pendant will be published in the Illerup volume 14-15 by Andrzej Ko-
kowski.
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Fig. 4. The find assemblage from Madaras-Halmok
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Fig. 5. Ground plan of section AAQP of the Illerup find
with the spherical openwork pendant (Carnap-Bornheim, Ilkjeer 1996, Plan 111/100. 2)

Connections between the Crimea

and the Great Hungarian plain
On the first hand, we have to emphasise the
direct connection between the first Tazyges immi-
grating to the Great Hungarian plain and the Late
Scythian culture of the Crimea. Several types of
the so-called “golden horizon,” the earliest finds

related to the immigrating lazyges (golden ear-
rings decorated with pieces of wire and earring
with granulation, golden foil of different shapes
decorating the costume, spherical carnelian beads)
(fig. 6) have a number of analogies in the Crimean
Late Scythian cemeteries (Istvdnovits, Kulcsar
2005; 2006).
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Fig. 6. Typical objects of the so-called “golden horizon” of the Great Hungarian plain

Crimean connections can be traced also in later
Sarmatian sites. As we have already pointed out, in
the period following the Marcomannic Wars (late
second and early third century) a new eastern wave
reached the Carpathian basin. In Sarmatian archae-
ological material, it is manifested by the find of a
group of belt-sets characterised with the so-called
“Sarmatian buckles” frequently accompanied by the
La Téne style rings with knobs (Istvanovits 1990)
very widely spread in the Late Scythian assemblages
of the Crimea (e. g.: [Tyagposckuii 2007, c. 160).

Igor’ Khrapunov devoted a special study to the
contacts between the Crimea and the Carpathian
basin in the Roman period. He pointed out the phe-
nomenon of putting a ring onto fibula pin, a tradition

widely spread in the Crimea in the third and fourth
century and hardly known outside the peninsula (ex-
cept for a similar find in Tanais) with the only anal-
ogy in the Hungarian cemetery of Fels6pusztaszer,
grave 620. Several other similarities (fibula types rare
in the Crimea and common in the Hungarian plain,
cowrie shells with bronze wire rings, etc.) refer to
contacts in the period of the late Empire.

We have to add our own experience gained in the
archaeological exhibitions of the Central Museum
of Taurida, in Simferopol, considering the colour
glass beads of the third and fourth cemeteries of
Druzhnoye and Neyzats. These bead sets are very
similar to the types widely spread in the material of
the Sarmatians of the Carpathian basin.
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Connections between the Hungarian Plain

and Scandinavia

At the same time, there were several relics of
Sarmatian-Scandinavian connections revealed in
the Hungarian plain.

On the first place we have to mention the fa-
mous shield boss from the north-eastern part of
the Great Hungarian plain, from Herpaly, the con-
nections of which are very diversified, but show
several Scandinavian relations and the closest anal-
ogy comes from Lilla Harg, Sweden (Fettich 1930;
most recent summary: Carnap-Bornheim 1999).
However, based on the finding circumstances of
the Herpaly shield — barrow, horse bones and
Sarmatian type beads in the neighbouring barrow —
we tend to think that this was not a Germanic, but
a Sarmatian elite burial with an imported, or more
probably, presented piece of luxurious weaponry
(Istvanovits, Kulcsar 1994, p. 416).

A similar phenomenon can be suspected in the
case of the Geszteréd elite grave found in the same
region (fig. 7). According to Claus von Carnap-
Bornheim, the scabbard chape of the Geszteréd
sword finds its close analogy in the Thorsberg
bog-find and in a burial from Skuttunge, Sweden
(Carnap-Bornheim 2001, S. 132-133).

In the Sarmatian elite grave from Tiszalok dated
to the third century, a buckle of North Germanic
type was found (fig. 8). Its analogies are known
from Illerup and Thorsberg. From the same burial
(and, probably, from the same belt) fittings with
pipe shape ending remind similar objects from also
Thorsberg and Vimose. It is highly probable, that
the prototype of the Tiszalok sword strap came from
the Germanic world, or it can simply be a Germanic
product (Istvanovits, Kulcsar, Carnap-Bornheim
2006, p. 100). All the cases listed above relate to a
well palpable system of connections between the
members of Scandinavian and Sarmatian elite of
the Hungarian Plain. As we shall see in the follow-
ing, these connections were not unidirectional.

In Scandinavia, we also have traces of contacts
with the Sarmatian world. In the already mentioned
Thorsberg bog-find, a total of nine glass sword-pen-
dants (so-called “magische Schwertanhanger”) of
more or less conical shape were found. Further piec-
es are known from the Vimose bog-find and several
Swedish warrior burials dated to C1 period. Such
pendants practically always found beside the hilts of
the swords are widely known from the steppe Late
Sarmatian finds (Besyrmos 2000, 172). There are
also pieces known from the Sarmatian milieu of the

Fig. 7. Sword and its fittings from Geszteréd
(Carnap-Bornheim 2001, Abb. 2)

Hungarian plain starting from the turn of the second
century, but at much lesser degree (e. g.: Tari 1994,
kép IIL. 2 — shell pendant; Dinnyés 1991, p. 156, kép
16. 10 — chalcedonic pendant). Following Joachim
Werner, Klaus Raddatz suggested that these ob-
jects reflect an Iranian (Sarmatian) influence in the
Germanic world that could spread through auxiliary
units, pointing out the find of such pendant in the
Roman fort of Zugmantel (Raddatz 1957/1958).

it KA~ :

Fig. 8. Buckle and belt fittings from Tiszalok
(Istvdnovits, Kulcsar, Carnap-Bornheim
2006, fig. 6. 1-2)
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Fig. 9. Sites mentioned in the text.
I — Ust’-A’lma; 2 — Chernorechenskiy; 3 — Debrecen; 4 — Geszteréd; 5 — Herpaly; 6 — Madaras;
7 — Hamfelde; 8 — Thorsberg; 9 — Vimose; 10 — Himlingoje; 11 — Saetrang;
12 — Skuttunge; 13 — Zugmantel

In this connection, we should mention the ques-
tion of ring-pommeled swords. They were used
both by the Sarmatians and Romans, but the former
started to use them centuries later and there were
reasons to suggest that these kind of weapons were
overtaken by the Romans from the Sarmatians of
the Carpathian Basin, though Roman pieces were
technologically different. Ring-pommeled swords
found in the Germanic Barbaricum were of Roman
origin or at least made in a similar to Roman tech-
nique. Hamfelde (period B2/Cl) situated at the
south border of the Jutland peninsula, is the ex-
ceptional barbarian site, where a ring-pommeled
sword definitely analogous to Sarmatian pieces was
found. Pieces from the Germanic Barbaricum are
concentrated in this region. Also from a Danish site
of Himlingpje the silver vessel with unique decora-
tion is known. On the rim of the vessel, there are de-
pictions of people holding ring-pommeled sword.
According to Ulla Lund Hansen, the Scandinavian
appearance of these weapons was the impact of the
Marcomannic Wars (that is to say, Scandinavian

warriors who took part in the war brought this
swords home) (Lund Hansen 1995, S. 386-387;
Istvanovits, Kulcsar 2008, p. 99-100, with further
references).

All the examples cited above refer to elite men,
warriors. They either received gifts from allies
(Geszteréd, Tiszalok, Herpdly) or used weaponry
formed under the direct or indirect influence of
Sarmatians (Thorsberg, Vimose, etc.). There is only
one case of a female phenomenon, a woman buried
with typical Sarmatian bead-set (coloured glass and
spherical carnelian beads) in a rich chamber grave
in Seetrang, South Norway (Slomann 1959, h. 18,
32; frontpiece photo). There was nothing more of
eastern origin in the burial, so it is difficult to de-
cide whether we should think of a Sarmatian wife
or an exotic present: beads brought from a faraway
country.

Taking into consideration the multi-directional
connections of the Sarmatians of the Hungarian
plain, we can assume that if there were any direct
contacts between the Crimean and Scandinavian
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peninsulas, the meeting point could be somewhere ~ Hungary. Further research may confirm or deny
in the middle: on the Sarmatian territory of Eastern  this suggestion.
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Scmep MIITBAHOBHY, Banepuss KY/IPYAP

s Kppima B CkaHguHaBUIO Yepe3 bonpmyw BeHrepckyro HU3MeHHOCTD:
Cmensl CapMaTO-repMaHCKMX KOHTAKTOB HA OCHOBAaHMM HaXOJOK
chepuIeCKUX HOJBECOK-AMYIETOB M JPYTUX ABAEHUI
Pesome

TlaHHOe KcCIeOBaHME CTABUT CBOEIH 3a/1aueli 00paTTh BHUMAaHIE Ha HECKONbKO (GaKTOB, YKa3bIBaK0-
wux Ha cBAsu KpeiMckoro n CKaHIMHABCKOTO IoyocTposos ¢ Kapmarckum 6acceiiHOM B pUMCKOe Bpe-
MA. B nepsyto odepenn peus uzér 06 axypHBIX chepruecKmX MOJ|BeCKaX, MHOTTA Ha3bIBAEMbIX «KapMaH-
HBIMI MUKPOKOCMOCAMIt». B 6OMBIINHCTBE C/Iy4aeB OHM M3TOTOB/IEHbI 13 GPOH3EI U CHAOKeHBI HeTIEN
s mopBenBanys. OHU HATOMUHAIOT XOPOIIO M3BECTHDIE B TATEHCKOM MMpPe KOJIbITa ¥ 6pac/ieTsl ¢ -
1edKaMy. DT IMOABECKHM MIMPOKO PAcIpOCTPaHe sl B Mo3HecKudCckoit Kynbrype Kpbima, pexe BCTpe-
yaoTcs B capMarckux norpeGennsx Ceseproro Kaskasa u Ipuky6anba (Ilysgposckuit 2007, c. 162).
Hamnbomnee Tunuaas! ovu B 0ro-3anaguom Kpeimy. O6061IaI0NIYI0 CTATHIO 110 TUIIOIOTHY ¥ XPOHOIOT MM
KPBIMCKMX Haxofok omybnukosama JI. A. Peixosa (2005).

Kaprorpapuposanne chepudecknx noasecok B EBponeiickom BapbapukyMe MOKasbIBaeT, YTO ITH
aMy/neThl IPOHUK/IN B PETHOHDI, 0YeHb OT/[A/IEHHBIE OT CBOEI OCHOBHOI TEPPUTOPMI PacIpOCTpaHe-
Hus. Brokasimie — B reorpadudeckoM ITaHe — aHATOTHM KPBIMCKMM aMy/ieTaM HalifieHbl Ha bombinol
BeHrepcKoil HUBMEHHOCTH. 3/1eCh OHU M3BECTHBI Ha JBYX CApMaTCKUX MaMATHUKaX: JleOperjen-/loBacayr
(Istvanovits 1990, p. 95, tab. XIL. 4) (puc. 2-3) u Magapam-Xanmok, norpebenne 473 (Kéhegyi, Voros
2011) (puc. 4).

B Benrpuu, B oruure ot KpbiMa, 911 IpegMeTh He OTHOCATCSH K IIHPOKO PaCIpPOCTPAHEHHBIM aMy-
netam. [lo-Bupmmomy, obe mogsecky monanyu B Kaprarckuit 6acceilH c BOCTOKA.

Tperuit Tomo6HbI aMy/eT HallleH Ha TEPPUTOPUM BechbMa JanéKoil He TONbKO OT KpbiMa, HO ¥ OT
Benrpum. Ora cdepudeckas axypHas nozsecka Gbira oGHApyXeHa B 3HAMEHMTOM OOIOTHOIH Haxonke
Vnnepyn B cextope AAQP (Carnap-Bornheim, Ilkjaer 1996, Plan 111/100. 2) (puc. 5).

9TH HaxofKM ellé pas oOpallalT Halle BHMMaHME HA KaKue-TO KOHTAKTBI, KOTOPbIE TPOCIEKN-
BAIOTCA MeX[y TpeMs Ha3BaHHBIMI PerMOHAMM B TeUeHME HECKOIbKMX CTOTETUII B PHMCKYIO SIOXY.
Ha sTo ykasbiBaeT y)ke Bcé Oombiue u 6ombme dpaktos. Cpesu HUX HpAMasA CBA3H MEXY IEPBBIMU
A3bITaMM, TlepecenUBIINMIUCA Ha Bo/biuyo BeHrepcKkyo HUSMEHHOCTH B I B. H. 3., I 03 HeCKNCKOIT
kynbTypoit Kpeima (Mirsanosuy, Kynsuap 2005) (puc. 6). Ha cxoxme aBnenus (manpumep, pubymnI C
KOZBLIOM Ha MITIE) B CApMATCKIX MormabHukax Kpeima u Boctounoit Benrpun ykasan 1. H. XpanyHos
(Khrapunov 2001).

B To e Bpemsa Ha Bosbloit BeHrepckoil HU3MEHHOCTH 0OHAPYXKEHO HeMajIo MAMATHNUKOB CO CapMa-
TO-CKaHAMHABCKIMY CBA3AMM. AHAjOTHH [eTaasM Meda u3 c. [ecrepey HalifjleHbl B 6OOTHOM HAaXOMKe
Topcbepr u B morpebernnu us Cxyrrynre (Ilserus) (Carnap-Bornheim 2001) (puc. 7). B xyprammom
norpeGennu B . Tucanék HaiijieHa ceBeporepMaHcKas IpsKKa ¥ saxumbl pemus (Istvdnovits, Kulesdr,
Carnap-Bornheim 1996, p. 349-365) (puc. 8). OTAenbHO CTOMT YIOMAHYTbH 3HAMEHMTBIM yMO0H u3
c. Xeprmait, myunieit anaorneit kotoporo assercs mut u3 Jlmmma Xapr (Ilserus) (Fettich 1930).

B CkaHguHaBuy, KpOMEe aXXKYPHOII TofBecKn U3 Vepyna, TakKe HEMATIO CIe/j0B CapMAaTCKOTO IpH-
cyrcrBus wmi BmuAHus, TAKOBBIMU MOTYT CUMTAaThCs CTEKIAHHBIE ToiBeckn Medeii us Topcbepra u
Bumose (Raddatz 1957/1958), Haxomku Meueii ¢ KONbIEBBIM HaBepLIMeM i 1300 pakeHle TAKOTO MeYa Ha
cocyne us Xummunroe (Istvanovits, Kulcsar 2008, p. 99-100). K HeMHOTO4MCTIEHHBIM arpubyTaM S>KeHCKO-
r0 KOCTIOMA IPWHAIJTEKAT [BETHbIE CTEKIAHHDIE M CEPLO/MKOBbIE GYCHI CApMaTCKOro 06/mka us Gorato-
ro norpebenus Carpanr (sxnas Hopserus) (Slomann 1959, h. 18, 32; ipeTHas BK/IeliKa).

llanmpHeimme McCneNoBaHUA, BO3MOXKHO, IIOMOTYT pelIUTb BOIPOC, PeajibHO M TOBOPUTH O IIO-
CpefHIIecKoit poiy capMatoB Bonbimoii Benrepckoii HU3MEHHOCTM B KOHTaKTaX MEX]y BapBapamn
CxanpuHaBuy 1 KprIMa pUMCKOIO BpeMEHMU.




