- [nterarchaeologia, 1

Varnas, A. & Ivanauskas, E. 1987.
Sapnagiy (Akmenésraj.) 16-17 a. senka-
pis. - Lietuvos TSR Moksly Akademijos
Darbai, A serija, 3 (100). Vilnius, 24~
40.

104

FROM AESTH TO ESTI.

CONNECTIONS BETWEEN THE WESTERN
LITHUANIAN GROUP AND THE AREA OF
DISTRIBUTION OF TARAND-GRAVES

Rasa Banyté-Rowell and Anna Bitner-Wroblewska

The name Aestii was first used by Tacitus to describe the peoples dwelling on the amber coast of
the Baltic Sea. As the centuries passed, this name was transformed into Haistii and Esti (Eistr,
Fistir) in the Middle Ages. The question arises as to whether the ethnonym and/or the peoples
to which it refers moved along the coast of the sea. The present authors wish to compare the
written sources with archaeological data and look for any possible connections between the ar-
eas of distribution of the western Lithuanian stone-circle-graves and the tarand-graves. It turns
out that there are a significant number of similarities both in sacrum and profanum. Lithuanian
graves with stone constructions are very reminiscent of the tarand-enclosures from the Finnic
environment. There are also elements of the costume that are common to both areas, such as
open-work brooches and rosette pins/brooches, as well as several examples of mutual connec-
tions (snake-headed finger rings, fibulae A.133 and imitations thereof).
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introduction

“Culture and material culture’, the subject
of the first Baltic Archaeological Seminar
(BASE), devotes its attention to a central
problem of archaeology, namely how we
interpret past material culture. Among dif-
ferent aspects of the study of people and
societies in the past, the problem of ethnic
identity remains a key focus of archaeo-
logical interest (see Shennan 1989; 1991).
As we enter the twenty-first century we
have almost abandoned the peccadilloes
typical of archaeology in the first half of
the twentieth century, whereby archaeol-
ogy was understood not as means of ex-
ploring the pre-history of an area but as a
study of the proto-history of the ancestors
of a certain ethnic group, which was be-
lieved to have created the ‘state’ that lat-

er came to stand on that territory. Today
political circumstances no longer require
us to exaggerate or deliberately underesti-
mate the contribution of “alien” influences
on culture in the eastern Baltic region.

The authors of this article have chosen
induction as a method to obtain a gener-
al picture of connections in the region in
question, comparing archaeological evi-
dence with the ethnic information about
Aesti, Esti and Eistir to be found in the
written historical sources (fig. [).

The name Aesti [Aestiorum gentes] was
first mentioned by Tacitus in “Germania”
(1% century AD) to describe the peoples
dwelling along the amber coast of the Bal-
tic Sea (Tacitus, Germania, 45: 2-4). They
have been identified as the inhabitants of
Samland and the western Lithuanian coast
(Kunkel 1943, col. 1815; Okulicz 1986,
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14-18; Nowakowski 1995, 81). This name
appeared in the written sources for centu-
ries. In the sixth century it appears in Cas-
siodorus as Hfajesti, and in a letter of the
Ostrogoth king Theodoric the Great (Cas-
siodorus, Variae, V: 2). However, there is
an opinion that asserts that the “Variae”
is more an exercise in Latin stylistics than
a source of information about the time
when the author was writing (see Helm
1954, col. 916; Nowakowski 1995, 83).

Fig. 1. The name Aestii, Esti, Eistir in written

sources.
Tacitus e AD Aesti
Cassiodorus 6" c. AD Hlajesti
Tordanes 6" e, AD Aesti
Wullstan 9% ¢, AD Esti
Adam 1% e AD Haisti
Bremensis

Scandinavian 124 14" ¢ | Eistr,
sources AD Eistir

However, the same sixth century brought
us another written source that mentions
the name under discussion here, namely
the “Getica” of Jordanes. He mentioned
the Aesti [Aestiorum natio] (Jordanes, Get-
ica, V: 36, 5-8) who settled by the Baltic
Sea to the east of Vidivarii located at the
mouth of the Vistula (Okulicz 1992, 140) .
After several centuries the name Esti [to,
mid Estum] appeared in the ninth-century
account of Wulfstan (Alfred’s Orosius, 14~
15). He wrote of the Esti who lived to the
east of the river Vistula (Labuda 1960, 51—
58), while in the eleventh century Adam
of Bremen mentioned the Haisti [Aest-
land] as living on the south coast of the
Baltic Sea (Adam Bremensis, Lib. TV, cap.
XI0). In the Scandinavian written sources
from the twelfth-fourteenth centuries we
find the names Eistr, Eistir, Eistland, and
Aistland appears in “Guta Saga’, and also
in a history of Gotland written in the 13"

century (Fritzner 1886, 315; Lexicon Po-
eticurn 1913-1916, 103; Bammersberg-
er & Karalitinas 1998, 43). In this case it
clearly refers to the inhabitants of Estonia.
The question arises as to whether the eth-
nonym or the people(s) to which it refers
moved along the coast of the sea.

The main aim of this paper is to com-
pare the written sources with the relevant
archaeological sources and look for con-
nections between the amber coast of the
Baltic Sea and the Finnic lands in the
eastern Baltic. We would like to concen-
trate on connections between the west-
ern Lithuanian Group and the group of
tarand-graves in the time of Tacitus and
later, in the first centuries AD (fig. 2).

The term West Lithuanian Group refers
to the phenomenon of burial practice and
material culture from the coastal area of
what is now Lithuania and south-western
Latvia (Tautavicius 1980, 81; Michelbertas
1986, 27-41; Vasks 1997, 49-51, 62-63).
What we call the tarand-graves group was
widespread in northern Latvia, Estonia
and southern Finland (Moora 1938, fig.
90; Laul 1985; Vasks 1997, 57-61, 68-69).

Burial customs

One of the most important aspects of any
society remains its burial customs, which
reflect the sphere of the sacrum. The burial
customs of the West Lithuanian Group are
unique in Lithuania of that time, as is il-
lustrated by the traditional full name for
this archaeological phenomenon - “the
West Lithuanian cultural area of stone-
circle graves”. Although the “conventional
borders™ of this area extend further to the
north into the south-western coastal area
of Latvia, flat burial sites with stone enclo-
sures are mostly known in what is now the
coastal region of Lithuania, bounded by

"Jordanes mentions that the southern neighbours of the Aestii were the Acatziri, one of the Hun-
nic tribes. For a discussion and comments concerning this aspect of Jordanes” work, see Okulicz

1986, 15.
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Fig. 2. The western Lithuanian
Group and the area of distribu-
tion of the tarand-graves in the
eastern Baltic region.
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the Minija Delta in the south, the Sventoji
(Heilige Aa) River in the north and the
upper Jira River area to the east (fig. 2).
Stones are not found in the cemeteries of
southwestern Latvia, probably because of
the ditficulties of finding them in more
obvious quantities in this area (see Wahle
1928, 37).

The people of the western Lithuanian
coastlands were buried in this way dur-
ing the first five or six centuries A.D.:
the dead were not cremated, but were in-
stead buried in lengthy oblongish pits, the
earthen fill of which was complemented
with charred material and ashes. The skel-
etons of the deceased have mostly disin-
tegrated. Burial orientation was generally
on a nearly north-south axis. The distin-
guishing feature of burial customs in west-
ern Lithuania in these times is horse sac-

rifices and burials. The burial places were
marked or surrounded by round or oval,
and more rarely oblong stone enclosures
that were connected to one another in dif-
ferent ways. Thus, in the plans of western
Lithuanian cemeteries we see a network of
stone constructions (fig. 3). The stone en-
closures were quite often built in a frame
of two or three layers, where the bigger
field stones were carefully chosen for the
upper layer. Depending on the age or also
on the status of the buried individuals,
the diameter of grave stone circles varied
from approximately 1 m to 3 to 4, or even
6 metres; the length/width ratio of the oval
stone frames varied from 0.5x1 m to 2x4
m. Some of the latest burial places were
marked by a compact stone “pavement’,
the construction of which may have led
to the loss of the framework of larger field
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stones. Such a gradual degeneration of the
earlier more accurate stone constructions
was also noticed in the tarand-cemeter-
ies dated to the Late Roman Age - stones
from the tarand-grave walls begin to differ
slightly from other stones (Laul 1985, 74~
76, 80). In the western Lithuanian coast-
al area the infill of the grave pit also fre-
quently consists of a few or more stones,
which may lie in a disorderly fashion at
various levels or on the surface of a grave.

Significant changes in burial customs
took place in the coastal area of Lithuania
in the time of Tacitus, when Early-Iron-
Age barrows with multiple burials came to
be replaced by flat cemeteries with individ-
ual graves. This must have reflected great
social changes in the structure of society,

108

Fig. 3. Upper layer of stone enclosures at Baitai cemetery (Klaipéda district, Lithuanian coastal

which began to prefer individual burials
to large family barrows. There was also a
significant change in the construction of
graves, as has been described above. There
are different opinions about the origin of
western Lithuanian stone constructions
that have been dated to the Roman Peri-
od. Harri Moora (1938, 599-603), Marija
Alseikaite-Gimbutiené (1946, 35, 36), and
recently Pranas Kulikauskas (1968, 54),
have stressed the role of earlier traditions
and the impact of Early Iron Age bar-
rows with stones. Recently, Vladas Zulkus
(1995, 77-89, 106-107; 2004, 18-19) has
suggested the impact of Scandinavian in-
fluences, probably from Gotland.

In our opinion, none of these hypoth-
eses explains the appearance of stone en-
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Fig. 4. Stone enclosures

closures in western Lithuania in the first
century AD. The similarities between the
latter and the tarand-enclosures of the
Finnic area seem to be much closer than
any of the possible influences mentioned
above (see Bitner-Wrdblewska 2002, 75~
76). When we compare the plans of west-
ern Lithuanian cemeteries (fig. 3), such
as those at Tubaisiai (Rimantiené 1968),
Schernen/Sernai (Bezzenberger 1892),
Baitai (Banyté-Rowell 2001a) or any other,
with the plans of Estonian tarand-graves
such as Virunuka (Laul 1965), Jdbara
{(Schmiedehelm 1955), Paali (Laul 2001,
fig. 6) or any other, the similarities appear
to be obvious (fig. 4). The connections are
especially clear when one examines the
early tarand-graves from Komsi (Jaan-
its et al. 1982, fig. 140) or Tougu 1B and
[1C (Lang 2000, 100-115), or the Kurevere
cemetery in Saaremaa (Jaanits et al. 1982,
177, fig. 114) which have been dated to
the Pre-Roman Iron Age that directly pre-
cedes the appearance of western Lithua-
nian stone circle graves®.

at  [lmandu cemetery
(Estonia) (according to
Lang 1995).

1- granite stone, 2- lime-
stone slab, 3- limestone
slab standing upright, 4-
wall stone, 5- limestone
shingle, 6- destroyed
area of grave.

Tarand-graves replaced the so-called
stone-cist graves (Steinkistengriber) of the
Late-Bronze- and Early-Iron Age (Laul
1985, 71-72; Mandel 1995, 111-112). Ele-
ents of their construction resemble those
of Early Tron Age barrows from the coast-
al area of Lithuania. These common fea-
tures could be the result of “genetically pro-
grammed evolution” in several areas of the
Baltic region at the same time, because of the
similar requirements of that society, which
also touched on the sphere of the sacrum.

We realise, however, that there are also
differences between the burial customs
of these two areas. Inhumation graves re-
main typical of the western Lithuanian
Group, while cremation burials were gen-
erally placed within tarand-enclosures. The
most significant difference appears in the
presence of closed assemblages in western
Lithuanian graves (comp. LAP 1968), and
the lack of such in tarand-graves, where
the grave goods were scattered around the
stone construction (comp. Schmiedehelm
1955; Laul 2001).

* The authors would like to thank Valter Lang for drawing our attention to this aspect during con-

structive discussion at the BASE 1 meeting.
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It seems that in the western Lithuanian
Group, influences from the central Euro-
pean Barbaricumn, with their tendency to-
wards individual burials with grave goods,
had merged with north-eastern influences
from Estonia.

Material

The question arises as to whether simi-
larities in sacrum between the western
Lithuanian Group and Estonian tarand-
graves are combined with the similarities
in profanum, as for example, elements of
costume. Studies of costume and its ele-
ments appear to be the best for such re-
search, as costume demonstrates a way in
which society sigunifies its ethnicity or po-
litical affiliation. It should be underlined
that each study of material must be based
on sound chronology. It is impossible to
study societies and the connections be-
tween them without having some knowl-
edge of when those contacts took place.

The Estonian material that dates from
the Roman and Early Migration Period,
the time which interests us here, provides
no possibility to construct a modern pe-
riodisation. The reason for this is the lack
of closed assemblages there. In this case
the synchronisation of Estonian materials
with well-dated grave complexes from the
lands of Balts or from the Barbaricum in
general, may provide the only solution to
our dilemma.

Returning to the main subject of our
paper, we would like to emphasise that
there are a number of ornaments which of-
fer insight into connections between the
western Lithuanian Group and Estonian
tarand-graves during the first centuries
A.D. Here the authors wish to present sev-
eral examples. Before embarking on the
analysis proper, we would like to point out
that in our research we follow the signifi-
cant work done by Marta Schmiedehelm,
the well-known Estonian archaeologist,
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who studied tarand-graves in northern
Estonia and noted the connections be-
tween them and material from the south-
eastern Baltic coast (Schmiedehelm 1931;
1955, 209-211). It is remarkable that in
the 1930s these connections seemed to be
related mainly to the problem of “der ger-
manische Einflu3” (see Moora 1932, 45~
46), while the search for similarities in ar-
chaeological data from the different Baltic
states, which had attracted the attention
of scholars at that time, remains relevant
today (a good example of this is the out-
standing work of Moora 1938).

Open-work brooches and rosette pins
are a good example of ornaments com-
mon to western Lithuania and Estonia.
They are ornaments whose forms, despite
local variations, display very close proxim-
ity to the sense of style of people living in
the western Lithuanian coastland and Es-
tonia. Locally-produced, round openwork
brooches or pins were popular in both re-
gions in the third century (Michelbertas
1986, 133). Western Lithuanian (in the
broader sense - the coastal region and the
Nemunas river area) openwork brooches/
pins were created independently of Sam-
land influences. This is important when
we remember that Lithuanian stone-circle
graves are regarded as peripheral to the
culture of the western Balts, which during
the first half of the early Iron Age or ear-
ly Roman period (first-second centuries)
was influenced greatly by the Dollkeim-
Kovrovo Culture of the Samland Peninsu-
la (Nowakowski 1996, 83-86; Bitner-Wré-
blewska 2002, 74-76).

The first impulse for creating these or-
naments was provided by provincial Ro-
man brooches (Ginters 1936, 55, 58-59,
fig. 5 Ambroz 1966, 32, fig. 14: 17, 15:
5; Michelbertas 1972, 92, fig. 24; 1986
122; 1998, 430). However, the East-Bal-
tic openwork brooches and pins are not
only interesting as examples of imitations
of the Roman provincial style (fig. 5: 1-
3). Their most impressive aspect is their
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Fig.5. Openwork brooch-
es found in western Lithua-
nian cemeteries (2, 3, 5, 6, 8)
and similar examples from
tarand-graves in Estonia (1,
4, 7): 1- Kénnu (according to
Laul 2001), 2- Stragnai (LNM
inv. no. AR 38: 1303), 3- Zviliai
(according to Vaitkunskiené
1999), 4- Siksali (according
to Laul 2001), 5- Lazdininkai,
grave 7 (according to Michel-
bertas 2000), 6- Pleskudciai-
Pangésai (according to Bez-
zenberger 1914), 7- Vagula
(according to Laul 2001), 8-
Lazdininkai, grave 2 (accord-
ing to Butkus & Kanarskas
1992).

creators’ ability to combine details of lo-
cal taste and some elements mostly be-
loved of the world of the Germanic peo-
ples (e.g. the swastika on the Siksali and
Pleskuciai-Pangésai brooches, see fig. 5:
4, 6) on the basis of the “classical” Roman
shape (Laul 2001, 112, fig. 42: 1; Bezzen-
berger 1914, 150, fig. 30; Ginters 1936, 58~
59,61, fig. 7). However, the local styles of
both regions also influenced one another.
This leads us to “the most Finnish Lithua-
nian” openwork brooches, which were
found in the Lazdininkai cemetery. The
first (fig. 5: 5) is an enamel brooch from
grave 7 (Michelbertas 2000, 57-60, fig.
1, also the figure on the cover page). It is
unique in its Lithuanian context, not only
because of its enamel decoration (which
is common enough in the area of distri-
bution of tarand-graves), but also because
of the cruciform element of its openwork

ornamentation. It consists of a rhomboid
middle part which ends in four round
plates. This element was very popular in
Finnic jewellery in the Roman period,
a “pure” example of which is the cross-
shaped brooch from Virunuka (Jaanits
et al. 1982, pl. IX: above right). Another
brooch from Lazdininkai grave 2 (fig. 5: 8)
(Butkus & Kanarskas 1992, 85, figure on
the front cover) has no enamel covering,
but its complicated openwork ornament
reveals the same impression of movement
as does the shape of the enamel brooch
from Vagula (fig. 5: 7) (Jaanits et al, 1982,
pl. IX: above left; Laul 2001, 112, fig. 42:
4). Round openwork brooches and ping
are mostly found in western Lithuanian
graves in the first half of the third century
to the mid-third century. These ornaments
are reliable enough as a chronological in-
dicator in western Lithuanian gravesites;
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it could therefore be useful for correlation
with similar shaped ornaments in the area
of tarand-graves.

Rosette pins/brooches with tutuli spread
in graves in the Dollkeim-Kovrovo re-
gion and western Lithuanian/south-west-
ern Latvian areas at different times. This
fashion came to the Samland Peninsula at
a considerably earlier time (in phase B),
and had already disappeared in the third
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century (Nowakowski 1996, 17, 83-87). It
is curious that early 1¥-2" century “Sam-
land-form” rosette tutuli brooches have
been found in Estonia at the Triigi grave
site (Schmiedehelm 1955, 160, fig. 43: 2;
Jaanits et al. 1982, fig. 152; Lougas & Se-
lirand 1989, 301), but they have not hith-
erto been known in Lithuania. This prob-
ably means that direct contacts between
the coasts of Samland and Estonia existed
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Fig. 7. Distribu-
tion of rings of
Beckmann  type
40 and analogous
types.

B Find-sites of
Beckmann  type
40 rings (accord-
ing to Beckmann
1969; Anders-
son 1993; Lund
Hansen 1995)

® ¢ Distribution
of Beckmann type
40 rings and their
imitations in the
Fast Baltic Sea re-
gion.
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in the early Roman period. Meanwhile,
the rosette pin found at Jibara B (fig. 6: 2)
(Schmiedehelm 1955, 77-78, fig. 17: 7) is
similar to finds from south-western Latvia
and western Lithuania (fig. 6: 1), where
such types of pins and brooches became
patt of the “uniform” from the mid-third
century among wealthy womens jewel-
lery (fig. 6: 3-4). Some versions of the lat-
ter were found in graves dated to the turn
of the fourth-fifth centuries, but the main
group of rosette pins and brooches were
an exclusive ornament for ladies in the
second half of the third and the first half
of the fourth century (Michelbertas 1986,
122; Banyté 1999; Nowakowski 1999, [11-
112). The inhabitants of western Lithuania

4 Wolka {Dietrichswalde)
16 @aslor {Gonschor)
18 Spychdéwko
{Klain Puppen)

began to make rosette pins when open-
work round pins/brooches were going
out of fashion (this conclusion is based
on the analysis done for a dissertation, see
Banyté-Rovell 2001b, 20-22, 45-46).
Apart from the number of common cos-
tume elements in both of the areas in ques-
tion, there are also several examples of
different aspects of mutual connections be-
tween the western Lithuanian Group and
the tarand-graves. The latter functioned as
an intermediary in the dissemination of in-
ter-regional stylistic novelties in the east-
ern Baltic Sea region, including Estonia.
This finds good confirmation in the case of
snake-headed finger-rings (Banyté-Rowell,
in print). Four spiral rings with flattened
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ends have been found in the cemeteries of
western Lithuania (Baitai grave 31, Sernai
grave 67, Lumpénai grave 9, BanduZiai
grave 74) (Banyté-Rowell 2000, 38, fig. 7:
23; Bezzenberger 1892, pl. IX: 115 1909a,
139, fig. 135; Stankus 1995a, 69, fig. 61: 17;
1995b, 89-92, fig. 4). Three of them were
made of silver, and one was bronze. The
rings are reminiscent of Beckmann type 40,
which is regarded as a stylised and simpli-
fied variation on rings with animal (snake)
ends (types 39-42) (Beckmann 1969, 49;
fig. 21; pl. 2). Scandinavian Beckmann Type
40 rings appear in phase C, and were also
used during phase C, (the end of the sec-
ond, and the third century). Although all
of the Schlangenkopffingerringe find sites
are concentrated in Denmark, whereas the
stylised form of this style - Beckmann type
40 ~ is broadly distributed further to the
north, across the rest of Scandinavia (fig. 7).
The northernmost find sites are in Norway
and Finland (Isokyld) (Lund Hansen 1995,
208-211, fig. 8: 2; Andersson 1993, 86). A
number of rings have been found in Estonia
(Tamla 1977, 58-59, fig. 6; Deemant 1980,
360-361, pl. IV: 10; Schmiedehelm 1955,
69, fig. 14: 9; Moora 1932, 34, 40, fig. 24:
13; Lang 1996, 177), along the Gulf of Fin-
land in the north of the country’ (Mdigu-
Peetri, Proosa, Lagedi XIVA, Saha D, Rae I,
Jibara C, Tirsamie)®. Bronze rings of type
40 from the Estonian gravesites of Jibara
and Tiirsamde, like the gold ones, have an
elongated middle edge at their ends and end
in narrowed shoots. In terms of form, the
“Lithuanian” rings are more distant from
the classical gold rings than the “Estonian”

ones. The “Lithuanian” versions of Beck-
manns type 40 reflected the same rank of
prestige among the Balts as the gold rings
do in Denmark and elsewhere in Scandina-
via.

On the other hand, it should also be said
that material from Lithuanian graves shows
that in the Roman Period not all strands of
cultural interface between the Finnic cen-
tres in Estonia and western Balt centres in
Samland and the Mazurian Lakeland ex-
tended through the Lithuanian coastal area.
Or, to be more precise, we should realise
that the process of these cultural connec-
tions might have been more complicated -~
with the western Lithuanian area as one of
the main intermediate factors, but not the
only one. Such a situation may have taken
place in the case of brooches Almgren 133
and their imitations. Fibulae A.133 feature
the hinge-like construction (Scharnierkon-
struktion), a wide, band-like bow and tra-
peze head-plate (Almgren 1923, 68~69, pl.
VI: 133). They occur in large numbers in
the Mazurian Lakeland, in the area of the
so-called Bogaczewo Culture (Nowakowski
1991, 54, tig. 5). This ornament is regarded
as an ethnic indicator of women’s costume
from the Mazurian Lakeland. Based on
close assemblages and correspondent anal-
ysis, A.133 brooches are dated to phase B,
and the beginning of B,/C, which corre-
sponds with the first half of the second cen-
tury and the beginning of the second half
of this century (Nowakowski 1995, 38-41;
see also 1998).

Single finds of the brooches in question
are recorded outside the main concen-

* There are also several rings of the type in question in central Estonia - personal communication

from Valter Lang.

* The authors would like to thank Valter Lang for information about several rings that are only

mentioned in the literature.
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Fig. 8. Distribution of
A.133 brooches and imi-
tations thereof, fibulae
with hinge-like construc-
tion and triangular foot.

tration area’, in Lithuania and Estonia’,

among other places. Several specimens of

A.133 fibulae are known from Lithuania
~from Marvelé, grave 58, Central Lithua-
nian Group and from the western Lithua-
nian Group (Labatakiai - Moora 1938, 79,
fig. 18: 2; Barzdanai, Vilky¢iai’), among
others, as well as Karpiskiai in northern
Lithuania (Moora 1938, 79, fig. 18: 3).
There were also two specimens found in

Estonia, one at an unknown site (Moora
1938, 79, footnote 2) and another at Truu-
ta (Laul 2001, fig. 45: 4).

Oscar Almgren pointed out that the
Mazurian A.133 brooches appeared to
be a source of inspiration for some oth-
er fibulae with hinge-like constructions
(Almgren 1923, 68). There is a group of
so-called Scharnierfibeln mit dreieckigen
Fuf$ (fibulae with hinge-like construction

%1t is worth pointing out that silver is not common in the Baltic environment, and gold is par-
ticularly rare here.

“ A.133 brooches have been found as far to the west of the Bogaczewo Culture area as Zwierzewo
in the Wielbark Culture territory (Bezzenberger 1909b, 71, fig. 38) and Berlin (Nowakowski 1995,
38; earlier literature ibidem).

" Some of them are a certain transformation of A.133-type brooches, for example without the
head-plate, such as items from Barzdanai and Truuta.
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§ Unpublished materials from the excavations of A. Astrauskas and M. Bertaius, whom the au-
thors would like to thank very much for the information they provided. The A.133 brooch found
at Marvelé had been noted by W. Nowakowski (1995, 40).

? Both Barzdinai/Barsduhnen and Vilky¢iai/Wilkieten - information from the H. Jankuhn Ar-
chive. The Jankuhn Archive, housed in Archiologisches Landesmuseum Schleswig, is being cata-
logued by a research group including C. von Carnap-Bornheim, W. Nowakowski, R. Banyté-Row-
ell, A. Ciedlinski and M. Nowakowska.
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and triangular foot) occurring in the east-
ern Baltic (Moora 1929, pl. V: 7, 9; 1938,
78-80). They are recorded particularly in
Latvia (Razbuki, Sérpils, Taurkalne, un-
known sites) and Estonia (Jdbara, Nurm-
si, Virunuka ~ Laul 2001, 115, fig. 43: 1-
2). Several of them are also known from
central Lithuania (Kupriai, Pakuonis, un-
known site near Kaunas), although not
from the coastal area (fig. 8).

Conclusions

Here the authors would like to empha-
sise the similarities between what is now
western Lithuania and Estonia in terms of
both burial practice material and elements
of material culture from the first centuries
AD. The written sources turn our atten-
tion to the eastern Baltic zone - from the
amber coast on the Samland Peninsula
and western Lithuania up to northern Es-
tonia. The archaeological sources seem to
follow the same route — peoples living on
the eastern coastline had been connected
in different aspects of their life, whatever
their ethnic origin may have been.

From the point of view of a “neutral
reader”, the authors of this article are pre-
senting their own subjective point of view,
which is constructed on the basis of am-
biguous ancient historical sources. In the
latter, we find that through the ages the
ethnonym Aestiorum gentes referred to by
Tacitus was somehow transformed into
the name of Esti (Eistr, Eistir) in the Mid-
dle Ages. An analysis by two linguists, S.
Karalitinas and A. Bammersberger, may
provide confirmation for our hypothesis.
Their conclusion that the description of
Aestii was used by Germanic neighbours
to describe all of the inhabitants of the
eastern Baltic coast from Frischen Haff to
the Gulf of Bothnia is based on the ety-
mological meaning of aistio-, aisto- (land;
inhabitants of land) (Bammersberger &
Karalidnas 1998, 39, 43, 45). They sup-
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posed that Tacitus most probably de-
scribed the inhabitants of Samland as
Aestii, but later the name came to be used
more flexibly, and was applied to people
living further north (Karalitinas 1991;
Bammersberger & Karalitinas 1998, 39,
43, 45). It is not strange that the descrip-
tion Aestii was probably used by outsiders
rather than by the inhabitants of the east-
ern Baltic region themselves. The problem
of the different range of the name Aes-
tii has also been discussed recently by W.
Nowakowski (1996, 109-116).

We realise that there is always some dan-
ger in using historical sources to strengthen
data from the archaeological material or in
viewing data from the dubious advantage
of hindsight. On the other hand, a com-
parison between written and archaeologi-
cal sources is the only solution to discover
the name of unknown peoples from east-
ern Baltic zone. However, recent research
on ethnicity points out the flexibility and
relative nature of ethnic borders (see Barth
1969). This has been tellingly summarised
by Chris Goden: The links between these
different facets of identity can be judged
through looking at the specific history of a
region, as ethnicity arises from intersections
in the similarities and differences in peoples
habitus and allows one to look at how un-
conscious patterns of life are transformed in
self-consciously used symbols. Groups are
never static entities but always in the proc-
ess of becoming (Goden 1999, 96).

Examining archaeological data from
the eastern Baltic region in the Roman
Iron Age, we can see that the area of the
so-called tarand-graves was not “a deep
periphery” in relation to the situation of
the western Balts, which could naturally
be supposed to have been better, simply
judging from their geographical location.
The local versions of jewellery styles, and
finds of goods from Roman provinces in
the area of tarand-graves, bear witness to
the strength of lines of communication
leading through the Barbaricum, and to

Rasa Banyté-Rowell and Anna Bitner-Wréblewska -

how far these lines were “firmly installed”
to preserve contact with the northeastern
corner of the Baltic coastland. From this
point of view the western Balts, as south-
ern neighbours, did not and probably
could not have blocked, or even have had
the intention of blocking these communi-
cations. Therefore the contacts between
the western Balts and the Baltic Finns
themselves are an extraordinarily interest-
ing object of study. The inhabitants of both
regions lived with their own specific ritus
and created their own style of dressing (to

References

Alfred’s Orosius. H. Sweet, King Alfred’s
Orosius, Part I: Old English Text and
Latin Original, Early English Text Soci-
ety’s Publications, nr 79, London 1883;
also see Wulfstan’s Account in the pub-
lication: Two voyagers at the court of
king Alfred: the ventures of Ohthere and
Waulfstan together with the Description
of Northern Europe from the Old Eng-
lish Orosius, N. Lund (ed.), York 1983,
22-25.

Cassiodorus, Variae. Magni Aurelii Cassi-
odori Variarum libri X1, A. J.Frith (ed.),
Corpus Christianorum, Series Latina
XCVI, Turnholti 1973,

Jordanes, Getica. lordanes, De origine et
actibusque Getarum (Getica), Th. Mom-
msen (ed.), lordanis Romana et Getica,
Mon. Germ. Hist. Aut. Antiquiss. V pars
prior, Berolini 1882, 53-138.

Tacitus, Germania. P. Cornelii Taciti libri
qui supersunt, E. Koestermann (ed.),
Bd. II, Fasc. 2: De origine et situ Ger-
manorum (Germania), Bibl, Teubneri-
ana, Lipsiae 1962.

Almgren, O. 1923. Studien {iber Nordeu-
ropidische Fibelformen der ersten nach-

some degree), but they also shared much
in common, even in the sphere of sacrum.

Focusing our attention on the similari-
ties of the Roman Iron Age archaeologi-
cal material from the area of the Lithua-
nian coastal region and the tarand-graves
region, we would like to understand why
there were many common features between
the “alien groups” of the Balts and the Bal-
tic Finns. Material culture combined with
written sources may provide good tools for
such research, although more unanswered
questions continue to appear.

christlichen Jahrhunderte mit Beriick-
sichtigung der provinzialrémischen
und siidrussischen Formen. Zweite Au-
flage. Leipzig.

Alseikaité-Gimbutiené, M. 1946, Die Be-
stattung in Litauen in der vorgeschich-
tlichen Zeit. Tibingen.

Ambroz, A. K. 1966. Am6pos, A. K.
1966: ©ubynpt  ora  Esporeiickoi
qactu CCCP II B. 5o u.5. - IV B. H. 3.
Mockasa. :

Andersson, K. 1993. Romartida gul-
dsmide i Norden, I1. Fingerringar. Occa-
sional Papers in Archaeology, 6. Uppsala

Bammersberger, A. & Karaliiinas, S.
1998. Zu Fragen nach der ethnischen
Identitdt der Aisten. - Baltistik. Aufga-
ben und Methoden. Heidelberg, 39-51.

Banyté, R. 1999. Baity kapinyno dviejy
kapy chronologijos klausimu. Summa-
ry: Concerning the dating of two graves
at the Baitai burial ground. - Archaeo-

logia Lituana, 1. Vilnius, 63-71.
Banyté-Rowell, R. 2000. Characteristics
of the end of the Roman Period accord-
ing to material from Baital grave site
(near Klaipéda). ~ Archaeologia Baltica,
4. Vilnius, 2000, 27-44,
Banyté-Rowell, R. 2001a. Vakary Li-
etuvos kapinyny laidosenos ypatumai
vélyvuoju roméniskuoju laikotarpiu.

117




- Interarchaeologia, 1

Summary: Features of burial customs in
west Lithuanian grave sites in the Late
Roman Period. - Archaeologia Lituana,
2. Vilnius, 29-47.

Banyté-Rovell, R. 2001b. Vakary Lietuvos
kapinyny su akmeny vainikais kultarineé
sritis Il a. - Va. pradzioje (daktaro di-
sertacijos santrauka). Summary: The
West Lithuanian Stone-Circle Graves
Cultural Area between the Third and
the Early Fifth Centuries. Vilnius.

Banyté-Rowell, R. in print. Imitation of
snake-head rings in the eastern half of
the Baltic Region. Aarbeger. Koben-
havn.

Barth, E (ed.) 1969. Ethnic Groups and
Boundaries. Oslo.

Beckmann, C. 1969: Metallfingerringe der
romischen Kaiserzeit im freien German-
ien. - Saalburg Jahrbuch, XXV7, 5-100.

Bezzenberger, A. 1892. Das Griberfeld
bei Schernen. - Sitzungsberichte der Al-
tertumsgesellschaft Prussia, 17. Kénigs-
berg, 141-168.

Bezzenberger, A. 1909a: Griberfeld bei
Lumpdnen, Kreis Tilsit. -~ Sitzungs-
berichte der Altertumsgesellschaft Prus-
sia, 22. Konigsberg, 1909, 130-147.

Bezzenberger, A. 1909b. Griberfeld bei
Abbau Thierberg, Kr. Osterode. ~ Sit-
zungsberichte der Altertumsgesellschaft
Prussia, 22. Kénigsberg, 70~104.

Bezzenberger, A. 1914. Fundberichte.
(XI. Graberfeld bei Pangessen). ~ Sit-
zungsberichte der Altertumsgesellschaft
Prussia, 23:1. Konigsberg, 149-156.

Bitner-Wroblewska, A. 2002. The Cou-
ropians in the Roman Iron Age and
Migration Age: their relations with the
cousins from the west. - Ventspils Muz-
eja Raksti, I1. Riga, 70-83.

Butkus, D. & Kanarskas, J. 1992
Lazdininky (Kalnalaukio) kapinyno
tyringjimai 1991 metais. Susmmary: Ar-
chaeological research of the Lazdininkai
(Kalnalaukis) cemetery in 1991, - ATL,
1990-1991, 81-85.

Deemant, K. 1980. Ausgrabungen des

118

Steinkistengrabes von Proosa. - TAT(J,
29: 4, 360-361.

Fritzner, J. 1886. Ordbog over det gamle
norske sprog, Kristiania.

Goden, Ch. 1999. Aathropology and Ar-
chaeology. A Changing Relationship.
London; New York.

Ginters, V. 1936. Romas imports Latvija
(mit Zusammenfassung). - Senatne un
Miksla, I1. Riga, 47-61.

Helm, R. 1954. Cassiodorus. - Reallexikon
fur Antike und Christentum, I1. Stutt-
gart, col. 916.

Jaanits, L., Laul, S., Lougas, V. & Tonis-
son, E. 1982, Eesti esiajalugu. Tallinn.
Karalitinas, 8. 1991. Aisciai ir jy vardas
(Kriti$ka lingvistiniy tyrimy apZvalga,

- Mokslas ir Lietuva, 2. Vilnius, 4-12.

Kulikauskas, P. 1968. Kurmaiéiy kapiny-
nas. Pesiome: Kypramel u rpyHTOBOI
Morsutb UK B Kypmaitusit. - Lietuvos ar-
cheologiniai paminklai. Lietuvos pajirio
[-VII a. kapinynai. Vilnius, 12-56.

Kunkel, O. 1943. Ostsee. ~ Realen-
zyklopadie der [klassischen  Alter-
tumswissenschaft, 18. Stuttgart, col.
1689-1854.

Labuda, G. 1960. Zrddla, sagi i legen-
dy do najdawniejszych dziejow Polski.
Warszawa.

Lang, V. 1665. A Pre-Roman tarand-grave
and Late Medieval fossil fields of Ilman-
du, NW Estonia. - TATU, 44: 4, 429-
436.

Lang, V. 1996. Muistne Révala. Muistised,
kronoloogia ja maaviljelusliku asustuse
kujunemine Loode-Eestis, eriti Pirita
joe alamjooksu piirkonnas. Summary:
Prehistoric Rivala. Antiquities, Chro-
nology and the Establishment of Farm-
ing Settlement in North-West Estonia,
with Special Reference to the Area on
the Lower Reaches of the Pirita River.
Muinasaja teaclus, 4. Tallinn.

Lang, V. 2000. Keskusest déremaaks. Vilje-
lusmajandusliku asustuse kujunemine
ja areng Vihasoo - Palmse piirkonnas
Virumaal.  Summary:  Establishment

Rasa Banyté-Rowell and Anna Bitner-Wrablewska -

and History of Farming Settlement in
Vihasoo and Palmse Area (Virumaa,
North Estonia). Muinasaja teadus, 7.
Tallinn.

LAP 1968. Lietuvos archeologiniai pamin-
klai. Lietuvos pajirio [-VIIa. kapinynai.
Pesrome: Apxeonornyeckie mamMATHUKN
Jluteer, Morumsruiku B3mopbs 1-VII
8. Vilnius.

Laul, 8. 1965. Virunuka tarandkalmed
Voru rajoonis. Zusammenfassung: Die
Tarandgriberfelder von  Virunuka,
Bezirk Voru. - Teaduste Akadeemia
Toimetised. Uhiskonnateaduste seeria,
XIV: 3. Tallinn, 317-360.

Laul, 8. 1985, Die Entwicklungsetappen
und Chronologie der Steingribern in
Estland. — Die Verbindungen zwischen
Skandinavien und Ostbaltikum aufgr-
und der archiologischen Quellenma-
terialien. Acta Universitatis Stockholm-
iensis. Studia Baltica Stockholmiensia, 1.
Stockholm, 67-82.

Laul, S. 2001. Rauaaja kultuuri kujune-
mine Eesti kaguosas (500 e.Kr. - 500
p.Ke.). Zusammenfassung: Die Heraus-
bildung der eisenzeitlichen Kultur im
siidostlichen Teil Estlands. Muinasaja
teadus, 9. Opetatud Eesti Seltsi Kirjad, 7.
Tallinn.

Lexicon Poeticum 1913-1916. Ordbog
over det norsk-islandske skjaldesprog,
Kebenhavn.

Lougas, V. & Selirand, J. 1989. Arheoloo-
giga Eestimaa teedel. Tallinn,

Lund Hansen, U. 1995. Himlinggje -
Seeland — Buropa: ein Griberfeld der
jitngeren romischen Kaiserzeit auf See-
land, seine Bedeutung und internation-
alen Beziehungen. Kebenhavn.

Mandel, A. 1995. Eisenzeitliche Grabfor-
men und Bestattungsbrauche auf dem
Westestnischen Festlande. - Archaeol-
ogy East and West of the Baltic: Papers
from the Second Estonian - Swedisch
Archeological Symposium  (Sigtuna,
May 1991). Stockholm, 111-115.

Michelbertas, M. 1972. Prekybiniai rySiai

su Romos imperija. Pestiome: Toprosbie
casigu ¢ Pumckoit ummnepueit. - Lietu-
vos gyventojy prekybiniai rySiai I-XIII
a. Vilnius, 5-125.

Michelbertas, M. 1986. Senasis geleZies
amzius Lietuvoje. I-1V amzZius. Zusam-
menfassung: Die altere Eisenzeit in Li-
tauen. Vilnius.

Michelbertas, M. 1998. Die romerzeitli-
che Fibeln in den baltischen Staaten. —
Forschungen zur Archiologie im Land
Brandenburg, 5, 425-432.

Michelbertas, M. 2000. Emaliuota segé
i Lazdininky, Kretingos r., kapinyno.
Zusammenfassung: Die Emailfibel aus
Lazdininkai, Rayon Kretinga. - I3 balty
kulttros istorijos. Vilnius, 57-62.

Moora, H. 1929. Die Eisenzeit in Lettland
bis etwa 500 n. Chr. I Teil: Die Funde.
Opetatud Eesti Seltsi Toimetused, XXV.
Tartu.

Moora, H. 1932. Die Vorzeit Estlands.
Tartu.

Moora, H. 1938. Die Eisenzeit in Lettland
bis etwa 500 n. Chr. 11 Teil: Analyse. Op-
etatud Eesti Seltsi Toimetused, XXIX.
Tartu.

Nowakowski, W. 1991. Kulturowy krag
zachodniobaltyjski w okresie wpltywow
rzymskich. Kwestia definicji i podziatow
wewnetrznych. ~ Archeologia battyjska.
Olsztyn, 42-66.

Nowakowski, W. 1995. Od Galindai do
Galinditae. 7 badai nad pradziejami
battyjskiego ludu z Pojezierza Mazursk-
iego. Barbaricum, 4. Warszawa.

Nowakowski, W. 1996. Das Samland in
der romischen Kaiserzeit und seine
Verbindungen mit dem rémischen Re-
ich und der barbarischen Welt. Mar-
burg; Warszawa.

Nowakowski, W. 1998. Die Nebenfor-
men Almgren 133 und 137 aus heutigen
Sicht. ~ Forschungen zur Archiologie
im Land Brandenburg 5, 197-201.

Nowakowski, W. 1999. Das Problem der
Chronologie der spitromischen Kai-
serzeit und Volkerwanderungszeit im

119



- Interarchaeologia, 1

Memelgebiet hinsichtlich der Funde aus
dem Griberfeld Aukstakiemiai (Ober-
hof). - Archaeologia Lituana, I. Viln-
ius, 110-117.

Okulicz, J. 1986. Einige Aspekte der Eth-
nogenese der Balten und Slawen im Li-
chte archiologischer und sprachwissen-
schaftlicher Forschungen. - Questiones
Medii Aevii, 3, Warszawa, 7-34.

Okulicz, J. 1992. Centrum kulturowe 2
pierwszych wiekéw naszej ery u ujscia
Wisty. - Barbaricum, 2. Warszawa, 137~
155.

Rimantiené, R. 1968. Tubausiy kapiny-
nas. Pesiome: Morunpuux B Tybaycsit.
- Lietuvos archeologiniai paminklai. Li-
etuvos pajitrio I-VI1I a. kapinynai. Viln-
ius, 183-209.

Schmiedehelm, M. 1931. Uber die Bez-
iehungen zwischen dem Weichselgebiet
und Estland zur romischen Eisenzeit. -
Congressus secundus Archaeologorum
Balticorum, Rigae, 19.-23. VIIIL. 1930.
Rigae, 395-408.

Schmiedehelm, M. 1955, [Mugexennpm,
M. 1955. Apxeonormueckue naMsTHUKH
[EPUOA PABNIOIKEHI POJOBOLO CTPOSE
Ha cepepo-pocroke cronuu (V 8. 1o H.
5. -V B. 1.9.). Tanmuw.

Shennan, S. 7. 1989. Introduction: archae-
ological approaches to cultural identity.
- Archaeological Approaches to Cul-
tural Identity. Ed. by S. J. Shennan. Lon-
don, 1-32.

Shennan, 8. J. 1991. Some current issues

120

in the archaeological identification of
past peoples. - Archaeologia Polona, 29,
Warszawa, 29-37.

Stankus, J. 1995a. Banduziy kapiny-
nas. Summary: The burial-ground of
BanduZiai. Lietuvos archeologija, 12.
Vilnius.

Stankus, J. 1995b: A unique pectoral or-
nament from BanduZiai, Lithuania. -
Archaeologia Baltica, 1. Vilnius, 81-86.

Tamla, 0.1977. Das Tarandgrab von
Maoigu-Peetri. ~ TATU, 26: 1. Tallinn,
55-61.

Tautavicios, A. 1980. TayraBuuioc, A.
Baarckuke IUteMeHa Ha TepPUTOPUY
Hurebt B 1 Thicadenetuun H. 3. - Us
ApeBHeNeR  ucropun  Hanrckux
HApOMoB (MO JAHHBIM APXEONOTHU W
anrpornonoruu). Pura, 80-88.

Vaitkunskieng, L. 1999. Zviliy kapinynas.
Surmmary: The Zviliai cemetery. Lietu-
vos Archeologija, 17. Vilnius.

Vasks, A. 1997, The cultural and ethnic situ-
ation in Latvia during the Early and Mid-
dleTron Age (1% - 8" century AD). - Latvi-
an Ethnic History, 3 (16). Riga, 49-74.

Wahle, E. 1928. Die Ausgrabungen in Rut-
zau und Bauske. — Archaiologijas raksti,
I (II). Riga, 9-53.

Zulkus, V. 1995. Vakary baltai goty-gepidy
migracijoje (I-IV a.). - Lietuvininky
kradtas. Vilnius, 65-107.

Zulkus, V. 2004. Kurdiai Baltijos jaros
erdvéje. Zusammenfassung: Die Kuren
im Ostseeraum. Vilnius.

CROSSBOW FIBULA AS A REFLECTION
OF SOCIAL STATUS AND RELATIONS

Mari-Liis Rohtla

Crossbow fibulae are discussed as one of the widespread categories of adornments in Roman
and Middle Iron Age stone-graves. [ will use the term fibula in the sense of a brooch with
bow-like construction that was commonly used around the Baltic during the period. While
the crossbow fibulae are mostly grave-goods, their placement in graves does not provide direct
information of their other functions. Nevertheless, after analysing the distribution and origin
of the different types of crossbow fibulae in Estonia and examining their different production
techniques, the author arrives at the conclusion that crossbow fibulae were adornments that in-
dicated status. The possible functions of the fibulae include their use for fastening clothing, their
presentation as prestige goods and their placement in graves. Contacts with other areas around
the Baltic are traceable via solitary artefacts marking direct import or the ideas of production.

The majority of crossbow fibulae are considered to be local specialities.

Key words: crossbow fibula, Roman Iron Age, Migration Period, grave-goods, social status

marker, production techniques of adornments.

Mari-Liis Rohtla, Department of Archaeological Collections of the Institute of History,
6 St. Ruditli, Tallinn 10130, Estonia; mariliis@ai.ee

Introduction

The most widespread adornments found
in graves of the Roman and Middle Iron
Ages are brooches (fibulae), among which
crossbow fibulae form one of the most dis-
tinctive groups. They are numerous and
were used for along time. Unlike other fib-
ulae, many subtypes can be distinguished
among the crossbow fibulae (table). The
form and function of some of the subtypes
have changed considerably over time. Their
use on the eastern coast of the Baltic Sea
exceeds the borders of archaeological peri-
ods, starting in the middle of the 2" centu-
ry in the Roman Iron Age and continuing
in the Middle Iron Age. It should be men-
tioned that no crossbow fibulae that could
be dated to the Roman Iron Age have been
found in western Estonia. At this point it
should be mentioned that crossbow fibu-
lae have been found in several hoards and
buried treasures, but the topic is left out of
the present article due to the lack of thor-
ough research in the area.

Until now there has been a lack of com-
prehensive analysis on crossbow fibulae.
Therefore my main task in this work will
be to try to give an overview of problems
concerning the above-mentioned fibulae.
Although relatively thorough research
into Roman Iron Age fibulae have been
published, including the ones of crossbow
fibulae (e.g. Almgren 1923; Moora 1938),
new directions and starting points have
arisen in artefact research during the last
decade. The attempt to interpret the as-
pects of past society that are not reflected
in the archaeological remains - for exam-
ple commercial relations, social hierarchy
in prehistoric society etc. - have become
the main directions (Bitner-Wrdblewska
2001; Wason 1994),

The primary problem with the investiga-
tion of Estonian crossbow fibulae is their
exclusive appearance in Roman Iron Age
graves (fig. 1). At the same time, it sets the
limits for the investigation of their possi-
ble use, as we only know of them as grave-
goods. On the other hand, these sites where
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