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Office insignia, diplomatic gifts and fashion items:
on some 5™ century brooches
in the Adriatic-Alpine area
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J. Pinar Gil

Office insignia, diplomatic gifts and fashion items: on some 5% century brooches in the Adriatic-Alpine
area

From the second quarter of the 5% century, a number of crossbow and bow brooches produced in north-eastern Italy
(probably in or around Ravenna) substituted the classical Zwiebelknopffibeln as official insignia for Roman officers. Throughout
the 5™ century, these objects became fashionable items and were accordingly imitated by a number of secondary producers;
at the same time, their modalities of use changed, eventually distancing themselves from their original, official use. However,
some types of brooches kept their original meaning, being used as signs of office and also as insignia for client rulers by both
the Late Roman administration and its “barbarian” successors.

. MuHap HMunb

Cny:HebHble UHCUTHUK, AUNJIOMaTUYECKME NOAAPKU U NpeAMeTbl MoAbl: 0 HEKOTOpbIX ¢ubynax V BeKka
B AApuaTUKO-ANbNUINCKOM pervoHe

Co BTOpOI1 YeTBePTM V BEKA HEKOTOpbIe apbaneTHble ¢ubynbl, NPou3BeAeHHbIE B CEBEPO-BOCTOUHON UTanum (BeposTHo,
B PaBeHHe wnn B ee pervioHe), 3ameHWnM Knaccudeckue Zwiebelknopffibeln B KauecTBe CyrKebHBIX UHCUTHWIA PUMCKUX UK~
HOBHWMKOB M CiyKalumx. Ha npoTaAskeHun V BeKa 3TW NpeaMeThl CTa/i MOAHBIMU 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, VM MOAParKan MHorve
BTOPWYHbIE NMPOU3BOAUTENW; B TO e BPeMA MOAAILHOCTU UX UCTONb30BaHNA U3MEHUVCh, B KOHEYHOM UTOre OTA/MBLLMCH
OT WX NepBOHAYasIbHOMO, 0MLIMAIBHOTO UCMoNb3oBaHWA. OfHaKO HeKoTopble TUMbl GYBYN COXPaHUIM CBOe 3HaKOBOE 3Haue-
HWE, NCMOJb30BABLUMCH B KAYeCTBE CIYKEOHBIX MHCUIHUI, @ TakMkKe B KaYeCcTBe 3HAKOB OT/INYMA NPaBUTeNeil — «KIUEHTOB»

MMnepum, Kak NO34HEPMMCKON aAMUHUCTPALMEN, TaK U ee «BapBapCKMMM» MPeeMHUKaMW.

1. A 5% century deposit in
the agora of Argos

The archaeological fieldwork carried out at the
Argos agora in 1990 unveiled, among other struc-
tures, a masonry pit. The stratigraphy of the area
and the materials recorded on its bottom layer date
its construction in the late 4™ or in the early 5®
century (Ivantchik 2002: 331—334). The abun-
dant material retrieved from the well suggest that
it was filled and sealed rather quickly, especially
with regard to a compact layer located at a depth
between 0,15 and 6,50 m (“deposit 2”). This ma-
terial included, among other finds, imported and
local pottery, glassware and metal artefacts.

Two coins (Valentinian II and Arcadius, the
latter providing a likely tpq in 404 CE) and some
African red slip ware fragments have been used
as the main chronological indexes to attribute
the “deposit 2” to the first quarter of the 5" cen-
tury (Ivantchik 2002: 338). In my view, the pro-
posed time span can be slightly delayed to the
second quarter or to the mid 5" century in view
of more recent observations on the chronology
of Hayes’ 61B and 75—76 forms and A-III dec-
orations, as well as on the start of the production
of Atlante X A lamps (Bonifay 2004: 167—171,
192, 199—201, 371—390).

Such a framework fits well with the filling of
the upper layer (“deposit 3”), which delivered

SV project “Upgrading the archaeology of the Odoacrian/Ostrogothic kingdom: archaeometry, bioarchaeology and context
analysis” B «O6HoBneHWe apxeonorn koponescTBa Of0aKpa/oCTPOroToOB: apXxeoMeTpus, 6UoapXeonorna N aHaIn3 KOHTeK-
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African pottery from the late 5" century (Ivant-
chik 2002: 339—340). Dating “deposit 2” in the
two central quarters of the 5 century, moreover,
suits better the morphology of the bronze objects
retrieved in it (fig. 1): a hammered jug and a bow
brooch (Ivantchik 2002: 404). The former finds
good counterparts south of the Alps, for instance
in a deposit of 5" and 6" century metalware found
in Milano-San Raffaele (Castoldi 1989: 84—86)
and in the second hoard from Polhov Gradec in
Slovenia, attributed to the early 5" century (BoZi¢
2005: 322, 354, 360). As for the brooch, it finds a
close counterpart at luenna/Globasnitz, grave 16,
where it occurred together with a necklace con-
sisting of miniature glass beads and of melon-
shaped beads, closed by a bronze composite clasp
(Pollak 2021: 77—79). The combination of beads
and the archaizing features of the clasp suggest
that the burial may have been performed not lat-
er than the first decades of the second half of the
5% century.

2. Brooches of the mid and
late 5% century in the Adriatic

The brooches from Argos and Globasnitz be-
long to a rather uncommon group (fig. 2: 7—9),
mainly clustered in the eastern Alps, as finds such
as Globasnitz itself, Jadersdorf-Kapelle, Schief-
ling-Kathreinkogel and Burghdfe show (Pollak
2021: 77—79; Gleirscher 2021: 25—26). Some
years ago, I proposed that this group might be re-
garded as a local, eastern Alpine variant of the Ttal-
ian brooches of type Tac (Pinar 2018: 149—150).
Since then, the publication of a silver brooch from
a private collection in Munich, displaying mixed
features of the “Argos-Globasnitz” group (Eger
2017: 302—303), the new examination of the
Globasnitz context (Pollak 2021: 77—79) and the
evidence from Argos add further shades of mean-
ing to this hypothesis.

The geographical distribution of the group
outlines a very similar picture than a number of
broadly coeval crossbow and bow brooches (figs.
2—3). About the central third of the 5" century can
be dated the first examples of the Desana and the
Tac types (Schulze-Dérrlamm 1986: 657—659;
2000: 605—607; Pinar 2010: 235—239; 2018:
145—146) and shortly afterwards, the “Reggio”-
Aquileia group which, as said, should be re-
garded as an evolution of the latter (Pinar 2018:
145—146, 149—150). Slightly later, between the
second half of the 5" and the first half of the 6"
century, should be dated the crossbow brooches of
the Gurina, Siscia, Grepault, Passau, Lauriacum
and Invillino types (Schulze-Dérrlamm 1986:
635—641, 663—668; Milavec 2009: 226—232).

J. PiNar GIL

Fig. 1. Argos, agora. Selection of metal objects from the
Late Antique well (after Ivantchik 2002).

Puc. 1. Aproc, aropa. Beibopka MeTaniMyeckux npegMme-
TOB 13 Nno3aHeaHTU4Horo Konodua (no Ivantchik 2002).

The pin catch of the specimen from Martigny
(Grepault type) opened to the left in its position
of use (fig. 2: 22) is an early typological feature
present in the Tac and Desana type brooches that
is to be observed in some Gurina specimens as
well (fig. 2: 26). The brooch recorded at Mautern-
Burggartengasse, gr. 205 (Wewerka 2004: 416),
showing a morphology halfway between the De-
sana and Gurina types, may help to identify the
Gurina type as a relatively early derivate from the
Desana brooches.

The list may be completed by at least two types
of luxury brooches: a group of solidus brooch-
es with no mount, occurring in contexts rang-
ing between the second quarter of the 5 centu-
ry and the early 6" century (Manzelli, Pinar 2017:
117—119), and the “Pistoia” type bow brooches,
decorated with gold-and-garnet cloisonné and at-
tested between the second third of the 5" century
and the first decades of the 6™ century (Bierbrauer
1975: 344). A rather heterogeneous, and yet inter-
related group formed by the crossbow brooches
from Blucina-Cezavy, Brescia and “Split” (Tihel-
ka 1963; De Marchi 1999: 321—322; Riegl 1901:
151; Vinski 1967: 7—15), should be included in
the list as well (fig. 2: 15—17). According to the
Blucina context and to typological criteria (the
pin catch opens to the left), it may be attributed to
the second half of the 5" century.

The geographical dissemination of all these
types reveals a very consistent pattern, showing
a major clustering in the eastern Alps and around



OFFICE INSIGNIA, DIPLOMATIC GIFTS AND FASHION ITEMS: ON SOME 5™ CENTURY BROOCHES

the northern Adriatic, completed by more or less
occasional occurrences north of the Alps and in
the southern Adriatic-Ionic area (fig. 3). Assum-
ing that the finds north of the Alps may be slightly
overrepresented due to the wider use of burying
the dead clothed with metal accessories in com-
parison with southernmost territories, the pic-
ture clearly points out the eastern Alps and the
northern Adriatic area as the most likely territo-
ry where these brooches were originally produced
and used. The remarkably high amount of finds
in Emilia Romagna, Veneto and Friuli regions, in
which “clothed inhumations” are relatively rare
in this period, could be a hint that this might be
the area hosting the main production centre (s) of
such objects.

This seems to be particularly accurate when
examining the distribution of the earliest types
considered, namely the Tac, Argos-Globasnitz,
Desana and Grepault types and, possibly, the
“Reggio”-Aquileia and Blucina-Brescia groups:
as far as the territories south of the Alps are con-
cerned, a significant amount of finds have been
recorded in north-eastern Italy. That suggests that
significant productive and distributive centres in
the area may have been involved in the popular-
ization of these brooches. Central places such as
Ravenna or Aquileia may thus come into play.

3. Italian
“post-Zwiebelknopffibeln”

Which central places and how, that is some-
thing that can be better established by exam-
ining some details in the typological evolution
of some of these brooches. In this context, the
specimen from Argos is of particular relevance,
as it shows a specific relationship with the Al-
pine brooches of its same group: it is much big-
ger, the appendices of the headplate are onion-
shaped and the bow’s centre part has a middle
flat rib. These features bring it closer to the latest
variants of the bronze Zwiebelknopffibeln (Prot-
tel 1988); in addition, the relative proportions of
head and footplate, and the form of the latter, are
similar to 5" century Prottel 6 and 7 specimens.

This observation enables to identify the spec-
imen from Argos, belonging to the earliest range
of its own group, as likely deriving from Zwie-
belknopf-brooches. The case bears an extent of
parallelism to the “Reggio”-Aquileia group and
its typological relationship with the brooch-
es of Tac type: the former appears as a simpli-
fied, mould-cast derivation of the technological-
ly more complex and more lavishly decorated
brooches of type Tac. Much like the Argos spec-
imen, moreover, the “Reggio Emilia” brooch has

some details reminiscent of the Zwiebelknopffi-
beln, namely the form of the headplate appen-
dices (fig. 2: 4). The already mentioned silver
brooch from Munich (Eger 2017, 302—303) dis-
plays a form related to both the Argos-Globasnitz
and the “Reggio”-Aquileia group, and can be re-
garded of a further evidence of the shared origin
and mutual permeability among many of the ear-
ly Alpine-Adriatic brooches. Its nielloed decora-
tion and its long pin catch opened to the left fur-
ther support this impression, as they are close to
some Tac and Blucina-Brescia specimens.

The Tac type brooches and the Zwie-
belknopffibel shared one major detail: they
were conceived to be worn on the right shoul-
der, a standard position for Roman civil and mil-
itary officers. Accordingly, the pin catches of all
these objects were open to the left in the posi-
tion of use of the brooch. As said, this is a fea-
ture shared by the earliest types of Alpine-Adri-
atic brooches discussed so far: the specimens
from Blucina and Brescia were intended to be
worn on the right, at least some examples of the
Desana group show the same purpose. Interest-
ingly enough, the bigger specimen in the Desa-
na treasure (fig. 2: 18), reaching up to 10,8 cm
long, has its catch opened to the left, whereas its
smaller counterpart from the same assemblage
(fig. 2: 20) has its catch open to the right (Ai-
mone 2010). The difference could mirror that
the first one was actually intended to fasten a
man’s cloak on his right shoulder. It the hypoth-
esis is to be accepted, then the brooch from the
Argos agora, much bigger than any of its coun-
terparts (11,1 cm long), could be interpreted in
the same way. The Desana type brooch from the
male inhumation 11 at Globasnitz (fig. 5: 2), as
well as the Tac brooch from Obuda (fig. 2: 3),
have comparable sizes.

The fastening mechanism conveys impor-
tant information about the origin of the early
“post-Zwiebelknopffibeln”. Since Prottel 6 and
7 brooches had a completely different fasten-
ing mechanism, the affinities between the Tac,
Blucina-Brescia, Argos-Globasnitz and Desa-
na brooches, on the one hand, and the Zwiebel-
knopffibeln, on the other, should be traced back
to Prottel 3/4 and 5 types. Since both types were
in use until the beginning of the 5" century, this
observation provides a chronological framework
that corresponds well with the data of the earli-
est depositions of Italian “post-Zwiebelknopffi-
beln”, dating approximately to the second quar-
ter of the 5™ century. Interestingly enough, the
5t century Keller/Prottel 6 Zwiebelknopffibeln
display, in the Alpine-Adriatic and Danubian
regions, a similar pattern than the broadly co-
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Fig. 2. Alpine-Adriatic brooches of the mid and late 5 centuries (after Riegl 1901; Schulze-Dérrlamm 1986, 2000; De
Marchi 1999; lvantchik 2002; Milavec 2009; Pinar 2010, 2018; Manzelli, Pinar 2017; Gleirscher 2021). Tac Type: 1 —
Basel-Kleinhiiningen, 2 — Tac-Margittelep, 3 — Obuda-Féld utca; “Reggio”-Aquileia group: 4 — “Reggio Emilia”, 5 —
Invillino, 6 — Aquileia; Argos-Globasnitz group: 7 — Argos, 8 — Jadensdorf-Kappelle, 9 — Schiefling-Kathreinkogel,
“Pistoia”-Carthage group: 10 — Khanguet si-Mohamed Tahar, 11 — “Pistoia”, 12 — Barbing-Irimauth; Solidus
brooches: 13 — Prague-Zli¢in, 14 — Morro d’Alba; Brescia-Blucina group: 15 — Blucina-Cezavy, 16 — Brescia-
Santa Giulia, 17 — “Split”; Desana type: 18, 20 — Desana, 19 — Erding-Altenerding; Grepault type: 21 — Grepault,
22 — Martigny, 23 — Pustertal; Gurina type: 24 — Invillino, 25 — Gurina, 26 — Somma Prada; Altenerding type:
27 — Neumarkt-Laag, 28 — Algund, 29 — Saben/Sabiona; Lauriacum type: 30 — Sv. Lovrenc nad Zabreznico, 31 —
Sv. Lambert nad Pristavo pri Sti¢ni, 32 — Tonovcov Grad; Siscia type: 33 — Bozen/Bolzano, 34 — Siscia, 35 — Teurnia,
Invillino type: 36 — Lauriacum, 37—38 — Invillino.

Puc. 2. Anbnniicko-aapuatudeckue Gubynbl cepeamHbl U KoHua V B. (no Riegl 1901; Schulze-Démrlamm 1986, 2000;
De Marchi 1999; Ivantchik 2002; Milavec 2009; Pinar 2010, 2018; Pinar, Manzelli 2017; Gleirscher 2021). Tun Tau:
1 — Bazenb-KnaiHxioHuHrer, 2 — Tau-Mapruttenen, 3 — ynvua Obyna-®énbg; Mpynna «Pemox»-Axkeunes: 4 —
«Pefo-IMunnsy, 5 — VHBunMHO, 6 — Akeunes; Ipynna Aproc-To6achHuu: 7 — Aproc, 8 — fineHcaopd-Kannenne,
9 — WwndnuHr-KatpaiHkorens; Npynna «Muctoiia»-Kapdaren: 10 — XaHret Cu-Moxamep Taxap, 11 — «[nctoins»,
12 — bapbuHr-MpnmayT; dubynbl Solidus: 13 — Mpara-3mmumH, 14 — Moppo g’Anbba; Mpynna bpelwma-bnyunHa:
15 — BbnyunHa-Yesasbl, 16 — Bpeluma-Canta rkynua, 17 — «Cnnut»; Tun OecaHa: 18, 20 — [ecaHa, 19 — SpauHr-
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AnbteHepauHr; Tun Mpeno: 21 — lpeno, 22 — MapTuHby, 23 — lNycteptans; Tun lypuHa: 24 — VHBUAAWHO, 25 —
lypuHa, 26 — Comma Mpaaa; AnbTepHaTUBHBIV TvN: 27 — HolimapKT-Jlaar, 28 — AnryHg, 29 — Ceben/CabuoHa; Tun
JNaypuaryM: 30 — CB. JloBpeHL-Haa-3abpe3nuko, 31 — CB. JlambepT-Hag-MprctaBo-npu-CTnyHn, 32 — ToHOBLOB
Ipag. Tun Cucuma: 33 — Boser/bonbuano, 34 — Cucuma, 35 — Tephus; Tun UHBunnnHo: 36 — Jlaypuakym, 37—

38 — UHBUMHO.

eval early “post-Zwiebelknopffibeln”, yet with
different clustering areas (fig. 4): Keller/Prottel
6 brooches are far more numerous in the Dan-
ubian lands and, in northern Italy, they are clus-
tered in Aquileia and almost missing in Emilia-
Romagna (Buora 1997: 2013). This phenome-
non may suggest that the earliest specimens of
the Tac, Desana and Argos groups were pro-
duced in or around Ravenna. As a matter of fact,
the three types are missing in Aquileia, where
Keller/Prottel 6 brooches are widely attest-
ed; in all likelihood, later variants of the Italian
brooches (“Reggio”-Aquileia group and its deri-
vates) reached Aquileian territory somewhat lat-
er, in the last decades of the 5 century.

All these data bring together the follow-
ing picture: about the second quarter of the 5"
century, somewhere in north-eastern Italy start-
ed a production of silver and bronze derivates
of the traditional Zwiebelknopffibeln used by
the late Roman administration (Prottel 3/4 and
5 types). The first examples were bow brooch-
es with either semicircular (Tac type) or vaguely
cross-shaped headplates (Argos group), as well
as crossbow brooches (Desana type and, prob-
ably, Blucina-Brescia group). They had in com-
mon their long pin catch opened to the left and
the presence of three appendixes on top of the
bow or on the headplate, being more of less rem-
iniscent of the bulb-shaped appendices that give
the Zwiebelknopffibeln their name.

Considering the time and place where this
production started, it seems likely that the new
“post-Zwiebelknopffibeln” were started to be
produced in north-eastern Italy by administra-
tion-commissioned workshops (in Ravenna?),
and that they were intended, just as the Zwie-
belknopffibel, as insignia for imperial officers.
The new brooches, bringing together classical
“Roman” and “Germanic” technological tradi-
tions (Schulze-Dérrlamm 2000), replaced the
old Prottel 3/4 and 5 brooches and were con-
current to broadly coeval Prottel 6 Zwiebel-
knopffibeln. During the following decades, in
the Alpine-Adriatic area, a continuity in the
production and use of different local and re-
gional derivates of the early “post-Zwiebel-
knopffibeln” can be identified at least up to the
end of the 5" century.

4. Fashion trends, office holders
and foreign affairs

As a newer version of Zwiebelknopffibel, ear-
ly “post-Zwiebelknopffibeln” may have been a
prerogative of civilian and/or military officers. As
a consequence, they can be regarded as evidence
for the administrative geography and of the geo-
politics between the times of the Theodosians and
those of Theodoric. Their emergence is connected
in time with the rule of the Western Theodosians
(Honorius, Galla Placidia and Valentinian III) in
Ravenna. Since the Italian types, exception made
for the Argos brooch, find no direct counterparts
within “Byzantine” territories, the production of
these brooches can be seen as an early material
evidence of the political split of the Roman state
after Theodosius I.

The brooches from Aquincum and Gorsium
(Nagy 1993: 370; Fitz 1970: 41—46) might mir-
ror the arrival of new Western Roman function-
aries in Valeria. The brooches, as said, may date
from the years immediately after the reintegra-
tion of the province into the Empire in the times
of Aetius and Galla Placidia. It is therefore likely
that both brooches, as well as their counterparts
from Basel and Schiitzen am Gebirge (Giesler-
Miiller 1992, 99—100; Mitscha-Méarheim 1971,
194), may be regarded as evidence for the restruc-
turing of the Danube-Rhine defence line in Pan-
nonia Prima, Valeria and Sequania, taking place
in the late 420s and early 430s. The tight spatial
correlation between these brooches and the cen-
tral places in all these regions (the cities of Aquin-
cum, Gorsium, Scarbantia and Augusta Raurica)
seems to support this hypothesis. Much closer to
the alleged metropolis, the hoard found at Rim-
ini (Maioli 1992) should belong to the same kind
of social group, corresponding to relatively high-
status state officers. The silver crossbow brooch-
es from Desana and Brescia (located in or next
to significant cities) must have been connected to
similar milieus.

Judging by the recorded contexts of use, the
original “official” function of the Italian brooches
faded away over time: as soon as the second half
of the 5" century, women were starting to wear
derivates of these brooches, apparently on the
middle of their chests (Pollak 2021: 59), where-
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Fig. 3. Geographical distribution of brooches in the Alpine-Adriatic area and in the neighbouring regions (J. Pinar).
Sources: Vinski 1967; Bierbrauer 1975; Schulze-Dérrlamm 1986, 2000; Wewerka 2004; Milavec 2009; Pinar 2010;
2018; Grabherr-Kainrath 201 1; Bierbrauer, Nothdurfter 2015; Manzelli, Pinar 2017; Pollak 2021; Gleirscher 2021.

Puc. 3. leorpadmyeckoe pacnpoctpaHeHve ¢ubyn B Anbnuitcko-AgpuaTMyeckoM apeasie U B COCEOHUX pervoHax
(no ). Pinar). Uctounnku: Vinski 1967; Bierbrauer 1975; Schulze-Dérrlamm 1986, 2000; Wewerka 2004; Milavec 2009;
Pinar 2010, 2018; Grabherr-Kainrath 201 1; Bierbrauer, Nothdurfter 2015; Manzelli, Pinar 201 7; Pollack 2021; Gleirscher

2021.

as men were wearing them on their left shoul-
ders: even some brooches produced to be worn to
the right were instead worn on the opposite side
(Giesler-Miiller 1992: 99—100; Tihelka 1963).
The brooches retrieved from women’s graves
were apparently produced to be worn to the left,
even the early ones, such as in Globasnitz 16.
About 500 CE, apparently, late variants of cross-
bow and bow brooches were only used by wom-
en, either as a single brooch or in combinations
of two or more brooches (Pinar 2018: 151—153).

This is the only context of use recorded so far for
many of the late crossbow brooches of the group.
The use of the Adriatic solidus brooches of the
same time shows a very similar trend (Manzelli,
Pinar 2017: 117—119).

The original function of the “post-Zwiebel-
knopffibeln” however, was never entirely forgot-
ten. In all likelihood, the context at Globasnitz
grave 11 is that of a state officer, as some scholars
suggested (Glaser 2003; Pollak 2020; Gleirscher
2021: 37—38). I am inclined to consider that he
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Fig. 4. Geographical distribution of Keller/Préttel 6 Zwiebelknopffibeln (after Buora 2013).

Puc. 4. [eorpaduyeckoe pacnpoctpaHeHue T-obpasHbix Gubyn Tuna Kennep/Mpéttens 6 (Mo Buora 2013).

was equipped from an Italian rather than from a
Gallic centre, and that his made-in-Italy office in-
signia were both the composite cloisonné belt set
and the damascened Desana brooch (fig. 5: 1—2).
The Emmanuel brooch from an imprecise loca-
tion in the Split area, as well as the iron belt buck-
le from Sirmione-S. Pietro in Mavinas (Breda et
al. 2011: 51) display the same ornamental tech-
nique as in Globasnitz and are, quite probably,
related to the same social and institutional con-
text as well: they thus support the northern Adri-
atic origin of this group of late 5" century metal-
work. Damascened iron insignia may have come
into use by state officers in Odoacer’s and/or The-
odoric’s kingdom not later than 470 CE. Judging
by the Globasnitz example, by that time the offi-
cers fastened their cloaks with brooches worn on
the left shoulder, against the tradition represented
by the Zwiebelknopffibeln.

The Ttalian “post-Zwiebelknopffibeln”, much
like their predecessors, may have played a role in
geopolitics, as diplomatic gifts or, rather, as in-

signia representing and sealing political allianc-
es. In this context, the famous grave at Blucina-
Cezavy in southern Moravia is of the uttermost
importance. Generally speaking, the assemblage
of objects deposited in the grave can be regard-
ed as a more modest version of the splendorous
treasures recorded in the kingly graves of the Ap-
ahida-Tournai group. In particular, the clothing
accessories may have had a quite different prov-
enance (fig. 5: 3—4): in view of the examined
evidence, there is little doubt that the silver, niel-
loed brooch was produced in north-eastern Italy,
as probably was the belt-buckle, technologically
identical to Tortona-type iron buckles decorated
with garnet cloisonné on gold foil (Giostra 2008).
The combination of crossbow brooch and com-
posite cloisonné belt buckle (the same elements
recorded at Globasnitz!) may be thus regarded
as actual insignia sent from Italy to a client or al-
lied ruler. The Blucina burial is the most reliable
evidence to frame this diplomatic event: in my
view, the combination of brooch and belt buck-
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Fig. 5. Combinations of made-in-ltaly brooches and buckles from male graves. Different scales (after Pollak 2017;
Menghin 1983). 1—2 — Globasnitz, gr. 11; 3—4 — Blucina-Cezavy.

Puc. 5. KombuHaumm drbyn 1 npameK UTaNMACKOro NpoM3BOACTBa U3 MyKCKUX Moru (no Pollak 2017; Menghin 1983).
1—2: TobacHuu, rp. 11; 3—4: bnyumHa-Ye3asbl (cM. BbllLe). Macwwitab pasmyeH.

le, on the one hand, and the features of the sword
gear, on the other, bear witness of a chronolo-
gy broadly coeval with the Flonheim-Giiltlingen
horizon (about 470—510 CE), that in Italian po-
litical history corresponds to the times of Odoac-
er and the early reign of Theodoric. That would
imply that “Ravenna’s friend” in Blucina may
have been a Herul or Rugian ruler.

The long continuity in the typology of the
new insignia should not be surprising: Odoacer’s
Ravenna relied on late Roman symbols when it
came to the distribution of honours, as the Reg-
gio Emilia treasure suggests (Pinar forthcoming),
and this was probably the case in Theodoric’s
times as well. The continuity, under different ad-
ministrations, in the diplomatic insignia used by
Ravenna is suggested by the distribution of lux-
ury brooches, such as the solidus brooches and
the “Pistoia” bow brooches: the available con-
texts suggest a continuity of production and dis-
tribution from the mid 5® century to the early 6®
century, this is, between the Theodosians and the
Amals.

5. Conclusion

The times of Galla Placidia and Valentini-
an III brought a partial renovation in the typolo-
gy of the insignia of office in the Western Roman
Empire. A number of crossbow and bow brooch-
es produced in north-eastern Italy (probably in or
around Ravenna) substituted the classical Zwie-
belknopffibeln as official emblem of civilian
and/or military officers. The evolution of the ty-
pology of these objects up to the early 6™ century
shows that they became a fashionable item and,
accordingly, were imitated by a number of sec-
ondary producers; during that time, their modal-
ities of use changed, eventually distancing them-
selves from their official use (fastening a mantle
on a man’s right shoulder) and becoming a usu-
al accessory of female clothing. Throughout most
of their history, however, some types of brooches
kept their original meaning, being used as signs of
office and also as insignia given to client rulers by
both the Late Roman administration and its “bar-
barian” successors.
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CnHcoK cokpaleHum

— Apxeonorndeckyie Bectd. CaHKT-ITeTepOypr.

— Apxeororis i jaBHa icTopis Ykpainu. Kuis.

— ApxeosiorivHi JoC/ipKeHHs Ha YkpaiHi. KuiB.

— A30BCKHUI1 UICTOPUKO-apXeo/I0rMyeCKUii 1 NajIeOHTOI0rMYeCKUi My3eli-3aroBeJHUK. A30B.

— ApxeonoriyHuii itornuc JIiBobepexxHoi Ykpainu, [Tonrasa.

— Anralickuii rocyapCTBeHHbIN yHUBepcUTeT. bapHayit.

— Axagemus Hayk CCCP. Mocksa.

— Apxeonoruueckue OTKpbITHsL. MockBa.

— Apxeosnoriusi nam’sstku YPCP. Kuis.

— Apxeonoruueckuii c6opHUK [0cyfapcTBeHHOro JpmuTaxka, JlennHrpa/CaHkT-IleTepOypr.

— Apxeoriorus 1 sTHorpacust Mapuiickoro kpasi. Mormkap-Ora.

— Benopycckuii rocyfapcTBeHHbII YHUBepCUTET. MUHCK.

— bonbias coBeTckas sHLMKIIONeAWs, 2-e u3gaHue. 51 T. Mocksa: T'ocyapcTBeHHOe HayuHOe
n3narensCTBo «CoBeTcKasi SHIMK/Ioneaus», 1950—1960.

— GnaroTBOpUTE/TLHBIHN (OH.

— BopoHexxckuii rocyiapCcTBeHHbI YHUBEpCUTeT. BopoHex.

— Becrnuk gpesneii ncropun. Mocksa.

— Bosrorpagckuii rocyapcTBeHHbIM yHIBepcUTeT. Bomrorpag,

— T'icraperyHa-apxeasariudel 300pHUK. MiHCK.

—TocyapcTBeHHBIN  MCTOPUKO-apXeo/IoTMYeCKU  My3ei-3aroBefHUK  «XepcoHec TaBpuue-
cKuii». CeBacTornosb.

— T'ocynapcTBeHHBI HcTOprUecKuid My3eil. Mocksa.

— Tl'ocypapcrBenHbIit Myseit Boctoka. Mocksa.

— rocyAapCTBeHHbIi My3eli-3aroBe/IHK.

— rOCyZlapCTBEeHHbIN YHUBEPCUTET.

— TocynapcTBenHsblii Opmutaxk. CaHkT-ITeTepOypr.

— WncrutyT apxeonoruu Akazsemun Hayk CCCP. Mockasa.

— MHcruryT apxeonoruu HaryonansHoM AkafieMuy HayK YKpauHbl. Kues.

— VHcturyT apxeonoruy Poccuiickoit Akagemun Hayk. MocKBa.

— W3Bectust iMnepatopckoii apxeosnoruyeckoid Komriccuu. CaHkT-IletepOypr.

— WHctuTyT apxeonoruy Kpeiva KpeiMckoro dezepansHoro yHuBepcuTeTa. CHMGepoross.

— WHctuTyT apxeosnoruu U 3THorpadmn CUOUpcKoro otenenust Akazemunt Hayk.

— WucruryT uctopun um. 111, Mapykanu Akaziemuu Hayk Pecry6vku Tataperas. KasaHb.

— WHcTUTyT uMCcTOpMM MarepuanbHONM KynbeTypel Poccuiickoli Axkagemun HayK. CaHKT-
ITetepbypr.

— CoBeTckas ucToprveckas sHLMK/Ione us1. 16 T. Mocksa.

— InctutyT apxeonorii HarjionansHo! Akaziemii Hayk YkpaiHu. Kuis.

— IcTopuKO-Ky/MBTYpHUIA 3aroBiIHUK «Bibchk». KoTenbea.

— KpacHogapckuii rocyapcTBeHHbIN MCTOPUKO-apXeo/IorMyecKrii My3eli-3anoBeiHUK. KpacHo-
Jap.

— Kypckuii rocyapcTBeHHbIH 061acTHOM My3eii apxeosoruut. Kypek.

— KOJIbOPOBA BKJIeHKa.

— Kparkue coobmennst VIHCTHTYTa apxeosiorndl Poccuiickoit Akazemur Hayk. MocKBa.

— Kparkue coobiiennst IHcTuTyTa apxeonorur Akagemr Hayk YCCP. Kues.

— Kparkue coobijeHusi IHCTUTYTa UCTOPUM MaTepuaibHOW Ky/abTypbl. MockBa; JIeHUHrpazn/
Cankr-Iletep6ypr.

— Kynbsrooe cearwmie Tapakrani.

— Ky6anckuii rocysiapcTBeHHbIH yHHUBepcuTeT. KpacHozap.

— Kpemvckuii dpuman UHctyTyTa apxeonorun HarpioHampHOM AKazieMun HayK YKpavHbL

— JIeHMHTpaACKUiA TOCYAPCTBEHHBIM YHUBEPCHUTeT. JIeHUHTpas,

— Jlenunrpazckoe otzenenve MHcturyTa apxeonoruv Akagemun Hayk CCCP. JlenuHrpag,.

— MeskiyHapo/Has acCoLaLvs 110 U3yUeHHIo Ky/sTyp LleHTpansHol Asnm.

— Marepuassl 110 apXeoJIoriy, UcTopur ¥ 3THorpadmy Tasprn, CrMbeporosb.

— MockoBCKuUit TocyapCTBeHHbIN yHuBepcuTeT M. M. B. JlomoHocoBa. MockBa.

— Marepuans! u uccnegosanus no apxeonoruu CCCP. Mocksa; JleHuHrpaf,.

— MoOCKOBCCKUI (PH3UKO-TeXHIIeCKUI MHCTUTYT. MoCKBa.

— Hayunriit apxuB MHctutyTa apxeonorui HAH Ykpaunsl. Kues.

— HiKHeBO/DKCKHM apXeosiornyecKuii BeCTHUK. Bosrorpag,
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HAH — HarmonanbHas AxkazieMust HayK.

HAO — HayuHoe apXeosioriueckoe o0IIIecTBo.

HAO — Hay4YHO-apXVBHBII OTfeJL.

HUILINMAK KOy — HayuHo-uccnenoBatesibCKUi LieHTp UCTopuK U apxeosioriu Kpsiva Kpsivckoro ¢esiepanbHoro
ynuBepcHTeta. Cumdeporiosns.

OAK — Oruer Nmneparopckoii Apxeomnorudeckor Komuccuu. CaHkT-Tletep6ypr.

OKH — 00BEKT Ky/IBTYPHOIO HAaC/Ie/Iysl.

[INPK — ITpob6emb! nctopyy, HUIOIOTUH, KY/ETYpPEL. MarHATOTOpCK.

PA — Poccuiickast apxeosnorusi. Mocksa.

PAE — Poccuiickuii apxeonornueckuii exxeroqHuk. CaHkr-ITetepOypr.

PAH — Poccuiickasi Akaziemusi Hayk. Mocksa.

PCM — PaHHec/1aBsHCKUI MUp. ApXeosIoryst C/IaBsiH U X cocefieit. Mockaa.

CA — Cogetckas apxeonorvsi. Mocksa.

CAU — CBoJ apxe0/10rnyecKix UCTOUHUKOB. MOCKBa; JIeHMHrpas.

cry — CapaToBCKHii roCyiapCTBeHHBIH yHuBepcuTeT. Caparos.

CIiery — Cankr-ITetepOyprckuii rocyapcTBeHHbIN yHUBepcuTeT. CaHKT-ITeTepOypr.

CYAP — CHHBL3SH- YATYPCKUI aBTOHOMHBIH palioH.

(0C] — Cogertckast sTHorpadusi. Mocksa.

JURC) — Tpyapt TocynapcrtBeHHoro Spmuraxa. Jlenunrpan/CaskTt-ITetepOypr.

THUWAIN — TyBUHCKMIA HAayYHO-HCC/Ie[,0BaTe/IbCKUM MHCTUTYT S3bIKa, IUTepaTypbl U UCTOPUU. KbI3bLL.

TOB — ToBapKCTBO 3 0OMEXKEHOIO Bi/INOBiJATBHICTIO.

XA33 — Xope3McKasi apXeo/oro-3THorpadryeckast SKCIeAULIsL.

Xy — XapbKOBCKHUI TOCyAapCTBeHHbIM YHUBEPCUTET. XapbKOB.

AU B® — IleHTp apxeosioruuecKUx UCC/ejoBaHNi biarotBopuTenbHOTO QoHA.

LUITHAHY i YTOIIIK — lLlenTp nam’siTko3HaBcTBa HallioHanbHOI akazeMil HayK YKpaiHu i YkpaiHcebkoro ToBaprcTea
OXOPOHM IaM’SITOK iCTOpil Ta Ky/bTypuy. KuiB.

FOHIT — HO>kHbIit HayuHbI LieHTp Poccuiickoli akafieMuy HayK. PoctoB-Ha-/IoHy.

BAR — British Archaeological Reports. Oxford.

BARIS — British Archaeological Reports, International Series. Oxford.

DictMidAges — Strayer J. (ed.). Dictionary of the Middle Ages. NY: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1982—1989. Vol.
1—13.

DNP — Cancik H., Schneider H., Egger B., Derlien J. und andere (Hrsg.). Der Neue Pauly. Enzyklopadie
der Antike. 16 Bande (in 19 Teilbdnden sowie 6 Supplementbénden). Stuttgart/Weimar: Metzler,
1996—2010.

KIP — Ziegler K., Sontheimer W. (Hrg.): Der Kleine Pauly, Lexikon der Antike (in 5 Bénden) auf

der Grundlage von Pauly’s Realencyclopéadie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft unter
Mitwirkung zahlreicher Fachgelehrter. Miinchen: dtv, 1979.

LAW — Lexikon der alten Welt. Ziirich, Stuttgart: Artemis, 1965.

LexMA — Lexikon des Mittelalters. 10 Bénde. Artemis, Miinchen/Ziirich/Lachen am Ziirichsee). 1977—
1999; Neudruck (in 9 Banden): Stuttgart/Weimar 1999.

ODByz — Kazhdan A. (ed.) The Oxford Dictionary of Byzantium. New York, Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1991. 3 vol.

RE — Ziegler K. (Hrsg.): Pauly’s Real-Encylopddie der classischen Altertumswissenschaft.

Neubearbeitung, begonnen von G. Wissowa, fortgefiihrt von W. Groll und K. Mittelhaus.
Stuttgart 1894—1963 (1. Reihe —XXIX), 1914—1972 (2. Reihe I—X) und 1912—1978
(Supplementbédnde), Register von H. Gértner und A. Wiinsch. Miinchen 1980.

RGA — Jankuhn H., Beck H., Kuhn H., Ranke K., Wenskus R. (Hrsg.). Reallexikon der Germanischen
Altertumskunde. 35 Bénde. Berlin; New York: De Gruyter, 1968—2007.

RGZM — Romisch-Germanisches Zentralmuseum. Mainz.

SH — The State Hermitage museum. Saint Petersburg.

SMP TC — The State museum-preserve “Tauric Chersonesus”. Sevastopol.

UMCS — Uniwersytet Marii Curie-Sktodowskiej. Lublin.



