The making of the Slavs
has been used to "illustrate" Slavic ethnicity and the migration of the Slavs has been reconstructed on the basis of their map distribution. Since fibulae, as well as other dress accessories, particularly those of the female dress, became badges of group identity during the confrontation between Gepids and Lombards in the Middle Danube area, it is theoretically pos​sible that Slavs too used brooches as symbols of ethnic identity. Unlike the contemporary situation in the Carpathian basin, however, the distri​bution of various subgroups of "Slavic" brooches and their chronology suggest a much more complex mechanism of appropriation of the sym​bolism attached to these dress accessories.
Finally, I will take into consideration changes in material culture, which might be considered as emblemic style. I will focus on buildings and pottery, with an emphasis on pottery decoration and clay pans, a ceramic category associated with the consumption of special foods, par​ticularly flat loaves of bread. My intention is to show that, just as with "Slavic" brooches, the introduction of a "standard" form of sunken build​ing equipped with a single heating facility (either stone or clay oven), the generalization of certain styles of pottery decoration, as well as the intra-site distribution of clay pans, might all have been connected with the rise of elites. This argument will have a key role in asserting the association between chiefs and ethnicity, which is the major point of the conclud​ing chapter of this book.
DATING THE CHANGE! WHERE WERE THE EARLIEST SLAVS?
Ever since Ivan Borkovsky identified the Slavic pottery (the Prague type), archaeologists have used ceramic assemblages for dating the early Slavic culture. Iurii V. Kukharenko and Irina P. Rusanova rebaptized Borkovsky's type "Korchak-Zhitomir" on the basis of extensive excava​tions in the 1950s and 1960s in the Zhitomir Polesie, south of the Pripet marshes. Ukrainian sites replaced those of central Bohemia as the earli​est phase of the Slavic culture, and Soviet archaeologists made all possible efforts to demonstrate that the pottery found at Korchak and other sites in the Teterev valley, east of Zhitomir, was based on local traditions going back to the early Iron Age. The pottery type identified by Irina Rusanova by means of statistical analysis became the main and only indicator of Slavic ethnicity in material culture terms.3 At any place and time, finds of Korchak-Zhitomir-type pottery would indicate the existence of an early, sixth-century, phase of Slavic habitation. Archaeologists from other countries, such as Romania or Bulgaria, quickly embraced Rusanova's
Rusanova 1976.
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theories, and used the Korchak-Zhitomir pottery as a diagnostic type for their own research. More often than not, this involved visual, intuitive, comparison of vessel shape or rims with those found at Korchak and used by Rusanova in her work on the early Slavic culture.
Rusanova's ideas were further developed by Polish and Slovak archae​ologists, who focused on rim sherds, since whole vessels rarely came out of excavated settlements.4 Rim attributes were now a favourite trait for the analysis of Slavic ceramics, and newly discovered sites were dated on the basis of the presence or absence of certain lip forms in the ceramic assemblage.5 Sherds, however, represent only random and arbitrary sub​divisions of the vessel shapes. They are not discrete units of cultural behavior and should not be used as ad hoc boundaries for defining design elements. Variability in primary forms, such as shapes, usually in gross functional terms, is more likely than secondary variables (lip, base, or appendages) to inform about change in function, activities, and produc​tion. Ethnoarchaeological studies of modern communities of potters show that significant differences in rim form and size may appear even within a single-size class of vessels produced by specialist potters.6
There are, however, other major problems with Rusanova's approach. As is often the case in archaeology, it remains unclear whether the meaning of types, as imposed by archaeologists on to a group of artifacts, is only in the mind of the classifier, or, as Rusanova believed, nominal categories discovered by archaeologists by means of statistical identifica​tion of combinations of attributes may have also been recognized by manufacturers and users in the past. If the mental template used by the "original" Slavic potters in the Zhitomir Polesie was the Korchak-Zhitomir type, it remains unclear why and how it remained unchanged, almost frozen in tradition, long after the Slavs reached the limits of their alleged expansion.7
4
See Parczewski 1993; Fusek 1994.
5
See, for instance, Podgorska-Czopek 1991; Postica 1994; Fusek 1995:28. Despite her efforts to
establish a pottery classification based on the statistical ordering of whole vessels, Rusanova
(1976:11) claimed that rim and lip variations ultimately provided the most valuable chronological
information. Without the information provided by the base, however, the primary breakdown of
vessel types is impossible. See Froese 1985:239.
6
Rice 1987:279 and 1989:113. See also Richards 1982:40. Other studies show that, in all shape
classes, effective capacity (i.e., maximum volume of material that is normally placed in a vessel)
and use are strongly correlated with orifice diameter. Liquid separation, for instance, is made pos​
sible by outflaring rims, but not by vertical or insloping rims, which suggests that rim variation is
primarily functional, not stylistical. See Shapiro 1984:696; Hally 1986:279-80. For sherds as ad hoc
boundaries for defining design elements, see Skibo, Schirfer, and Kowalski 1989:401.
7
Cowgill 1990:67-74; Neverett 1991:32. The idea that types were entirely constructed by archae​
ologists was first advanced by J. A. Ford (1954). By contrast, A. Krieger (1944) and A. Spaulding
(1953 and 1982) believed that types were mental templates of prehistoric manufacturers and users.
For the "emic" nature of types, see also Tschauner 1985 and Rice 1987:283.
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For the purpose of this chapter, however, chronological problems are of comparatively greater importance. Rusanova and her followers emphasized ceramic attributes, because settlements excavated in the Teterev valley produced very few, if any, metal artifacts to be used for building relative chronologies and dating the sites. Rusanova assigned a date to the handmade urns found in cremation burials in eastern Volhynia (Miropol', Chernyakhov, Korchak) by visually comparing them with pots found in Bohemia and believed by Borkovsky to be "very old." For dating the ceramic assemblages from settlements excavated at Korchak, she relied upon information provided by the stratigraphical excavations at the nearby hillfort of Khotomel'.
Kukharenko and Rusanova's work at Khotomel'' was based on a heavily stratified site, which was divided into standard sized units and dug in arbitrary, horizontal levels. Even if they destroyed much stratigraphic data that could have been used to reconstruct the site's own history, their technique was appropriate in relation to Rusanova's frequency-based method of analysis. Like many before her, Rusanova considered archae​ological layers as containing objects peculiar to each stratum ("index-fossils") which could be used to identify deposits of the same date in other localities. The percentage of cultural remains which were comparable with more recent forms of objects was expected to decrease as the lower and earlier deposits were examined. Rusanova employed a rudimentary form of sedation, very similar to the "battleship curves" used by contem​porary American archaeologists, in order to convert percentage frequen​cies of pottery categories into a relative order. She then developed an evolutionary scheme for the handmade pottery, assuming that simple vessel shapes were earlier than complex ones. Vessel categories established in this way were then dated by means of metai objects, in association with which they were found in each arbitrarily excavated level. The earliest level at Khotomel' is from the late seventh and early eighth centuries. But despite clear evidence that the medieval history of the site had begun long after the "migration of the Slavs," Rusanova decided that the earliest pottery found at Khotomel' must have been of the sixth century, because it displayed ceramic profiles similar to those of pots found on fourth-century sites of the Chernyakhov culture.8
With serious methodological flaws and without acknowledging the impossibility of using vessel shapes or rims as chronological markers, Rusanova's conclusions should be regarded with extreme suspicion. One major problem with the exclusive use of ceramic types in chronological studies is the implicit assumption of strong covariation of all attributes
8 Rusanova 1958:44-5, 1968:581, and I973b:2i. Arbitrary horizontal stratigraphy: PraetzeUis 1993. For metal artifacts from the earliest layers at Khotomel', see Sedov 1982:198 pi. xxiv/4-8, 10-29.
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through the life of a type. There is, however, no indication of the actual degree of covariation.9 In addition, in the absence of metal objects or alternative methods of dating (such as dendrochronology), no exact date could be assigned to any one of the settlements excavated at Korchak. The pottery found there, which was classified as Korchak-Zhitomir, has no chronological value in itself. In other words, there is no indication that this pottery represents the earliest phase in the development of the Prague-Korchak-Zhitomir type. It cannot be considered as the earliest evidence of Slavic settlements. Moreover, Rusanova was not capable of recognizing much earlier materials excavated at Korchak, which were taken to be of the sixth century. In fact, her monograph on sixth- to ninth-century "Slavic antiquities" in eastern Volhynia lists ceramic assem​blages that are likely to be of a much earlier date. For example, the dec​oration with notches on a clay band applied to the vessel's shoulder, such as found in features 4 and 8 at Korchak I, and in features 7, 8, and 13 at Korchak VIII, is typical for ceramic assemblages of the Wielbark culture, dated to the first three centuries ad. No such decoration was found on any site attributed to the Slavs and clearly dated to the sixth or seventh century. A slightly later date may be ascribed to vessels decorated with clay knobs on the shoulder, which are typical for Dytynych-Trishin assemblages of western Ukraine.10
Mis-dating archaeological sites is, by no means, a problem restricted to Soviet archaeology. In Romania, the site at Ipote§ti gave its name to the Ipote§ti-Candesti culture, the archaeological culture "invented" by Romanian archaeologists in order to illustrate the life of the civilized Romanians before the arrival of the savage Slavs. The site produced a rel​atively large quantity of wheel-made pottery and comparatively fewer sherds of handmade pottery, which could arguably be attributed to the Slavs. Eager to use this argument in demonstrating an earlier date for the ceramic assemblage at Ipotesti - much earlier than the date of the Slavic migration - Romanian archaeologists failed to notice that one of the two sunken buildings excavated there produced a coin issued for the Roman
9 See Plog and Hantman 1986:89.
10 Ceramic decoration with notches on a clay band: Rusanova 1963:46-9 and 47 fig. 8, and I973b:pls. 5/11, 7/7, and 6/3. Wielbark parallels: Jaskanis 1996:108 and pi. iv/22.1; Wofagiewicz 1993:149-57. Further indication of Rusanova's wrong dating of the site at Korchak I is an iron knife of Minasian's class I. Such knives were particularly frequent on fourth- and fifth-century sites in the area between the Upper Dnieper and the Volga. See Rusanova I973b:pl. 32/5; Minasian 1980:69. For vessels with clay knobs on shoulders, see Baran 1984-7:81. Such vessels were found at Zelenyi Gai (Ukraine), a site that also produced stamped pottery of the Early Avar period. This is most likely an indication of two occupation phases. A vessel with perforated handles found in a sunken hut at Horodok (a settlement wrongly believed to be from the sixth and seventh centuries), suggests a much earlier date, perhaps in the first centuries ad. See Prikhodniuk 1975:124 pi. xiv/11; Vinokur and Prikhodniuk 1974. For Dytynych-Trishin assem​blages, see Baran 1973:27—9 and 28 fig. 1.
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emperor Nerva (96-8), but no artifacts clearly dated to the sixth century. At Boto§ana, one of the most important sixth- and seventh-century sites in Romania, one of the thirty-one sunken buildings excavated there by Dan Gh. Teodor produced a fourth-century fibula with bent-stem which is typical for assemblages of the Chernyakhov culture. The same is true for the iron fibula with bent stem found in a sunken building at Kavetchina, near Kamianec PodilVkyi (Khmiel'nyc'kyi region, Ukraine), which was recently used by O. M. Prikhodniuk and L. V. Vakulenko as an argument in favor of the idea that the early Slavic culture originated in late fourth- and early fifth-century Chernyakhov assem​blages in Podolia.11
A strong commitment to the culture-historical paradigm, with its emphasis on using written sources for dating the archaeological record, may have been responsible for the mis-dating of several Balkan sites. The ever-changing date of the early Slavic culture in Bulgaria is particularly evident in Zhivka Vazharova's work. Under the influence of Rusanova, according to whom the earliest Slavic settlements in Bulgaria could not antedate the presumably sixth-century sites in the Zhitomir Polesie, Vazharova initially gave up the idea of associating the ceramic assemblages found at Dzhedzhovi Lozia with the Prague and Korchak-Zhitomir cul​tures. However, the work of Atanas Milchev and Stefka Angelova on the early Byzantine site at Nova Cherna prompted her to change attribution. She now argued that at Garvan, near Silistra, the earliest phase should be dated to the late sixth and early seventh centuries. The site, however, pro​duced clear evidence of a much later date, such as ninth- and tenth-century ceramic kettles and pottery with lustred decoration. Vazharova attributed twenty-four features (twenty sunken buildings and four ovens) to the sixth and seventh centuries, but no artifact was found in any of them which could be dated with some degree of certainty. The presence of clay pans and potsherds decorated with either notches or finger impressions on the lip may suggest that at least some assemblages at Garvan coincided in time with late sixth- and early seventh-century archaeological assemblages in Romania, Moldova, and Ukraine. In reality, the earliest phase at Garvan may well be of the late seventh or early eighth century. In the absence of datable artifacts, Vazharova's conclusions
11 Vakulenko and Prikhodniuk 1984:82 and 57 fig. 32/9, and 1985. Botosana: Teodor i984a:22-4 and 108 fig. 29/4. The Kavetchina fibula belongs to the so-called "Gothic" class of brooches with bent stem, most typical for fourth-century mortuary assemblages of the Chernyakhov milieu. See Curta 1992:85-6. Unlike Boto§ana, the site at Kavetchina produced no sixth-century artifacts. Chernyakhov sites in Podolia: Baran 1973. Ipotesti: Roman and Ferche 1978. No indication exists of an earlier occupation, and salvage excavations unearthed only two settlement features. The extent of the original settlement is unknown. Doubts about the archaeological and historical value of the materials excavated at Ipote§ti were recently cast by Petre Diaconu (1993:299).
232

Elites and group identity
should be regarded with extreme caution, particularly because the ceramic chronology of the Garvan site was established on the basis of visual comparison with rim sherds of handmade pottery found at Nova Cherna.12
To many archaeologists, Greece appears as the ideal territory for testing hypotheses on the migration of the Slavs, because of the expected asso​ciation of "Slavic" artifacts with well-datable contexts of the early Byzantine sites. Unfortunately, the appealing culture-historical paradigm has prevented a serious archaeological analysis of the existing evidence. This is most obvious in the case of the French excavations at Argos. The ceramic assemblage from the ruins of Bath A was dated with surprising precision to ad 585. The only basis for this dating was the association of this assemblage with debris, which were hastily interpreted in connec​tion with Slavic raids into Greece, known from written sources. Since, following this invasion, a settlement of the Slavs would have been incon​ceivable for various reasons, the French archaeologist Pierre Aupert claimed that the "Slavic ware" testified to a temporary camp established by the Slavic marauders in the ruins of the city, just before returning to their homes north of the Danube river. The relatively large quantity of "Slavic ware" found at Argos and on various other sites in Greece sharply contradicts Aupert's views. In addition, his interpretation, which was rapidly embraced by other scholars, is based on a blatant error of dating. To be sure, the ceramic assemblage of Bath A at Argos is extremely diffi​cult to date in the absence of closed finds and metal objects. In this par​ticular case, however, the best guide for, at least, an approximate dating is the pottery decoration. A pot found during excavations at Koutroumbis, as well as other fragments of pottery made on a tournette (a turntable device turned with the hands) display a particular type of incised decoration with combed, vertical lines, sometimes cutting through the adjacent horizontal lines. No such decoration was found on any category of pottery (either wheel- or handmade) on any sixth- or early seventh-century site north of the Danube river. A recent analysis of the pottery from early medieval cemeteries in the Lower Danube region
12 Vazharova 1968 and 1986:70 with n. 1, 80 and 83 fig. 2 (ceramic kettles and pottery with lustred decoration), 137 and fig. 140/1-4 (clay pans), 156 and fig. 165/1-5 (sherds with notches and finger impressions on the lip). See also Rusanova 1978:142; Angelova 1980. Vazharova attributed four settlement features to the late seventh- or early eighth-century habitation phase at Garvan. Since she also dated twenty-four features to the sixth and seventh centuries, one is led to the conclu​sion that the site had three phases of occupation. In fact, neither the stratigraphy of the site, nor the material resulting from excavations, substantiate this implication. Nova Cherna: Milchev and Angelova 1970. To be sure, in the last few decades, an increasing number of early Byzantine sites in the Balkans produced small quantities of handmade pottery: Bottger 1979:34-5; §tefan, Barnea, andMitrea 1962:676; Scorpan 1978:160-1; Barnea et al. 1979:192 and 226; Diaconu 1959; Andrei Opait 1991:157 and 1996:105; Vilceanu and Barnea 1975. See also Hayes 1992:53; Rautman 1998.
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shows, however, that this decoration is particularly frequent on pots found in eighth- and ninth-century burials and settlements in southeast Romania and northeast Bulgaria.13
Such a late date should also be assigned to the "Slavic" pottery from the cremation cemetery found at Olympia, which many regard as the only "hard" piece of archaeological evidence for the presence of the Slavs in Greece. Despite previous caveats by Ion Nestor and Jean-Pierre Sodini, Speros Vryonis recently dated the site to the late sixth and early seventh centuries, on the basis of Vazharova's classification of the early Slavic pottery from Bulgaria. Like Rusanova's, Vazharova's classification is based on vessel shape. By contrast, Nestor and Sodini rightly pointed to vessel decoration. Six pots published by Vryonis, five of which were certainly used as urns, have the same pattern of combed decoration as the pottery from Argos. That at least some burials at Olympia should be dated to the eighth rather than the sixth or seventh century, is further suggested by three spindle-shaped glass beads found in grave 9. They belong to a category known to archaeologists as Melonenkernperle, which is typical for Late Avar assemblages (c. 700—800), but often appears in later contexts dated to the early ninth century. In any case, there is no indica​tion of a date earlier than с 700.14
Elsewhere in Greece, the archaeological context points to a date in the 600s, most probably in the second half of the century. This is the case of the mortuary assemblages found in Corinth, Philippi, Edessa, Athens, and Porto Cheli. Nothing, however, was found in any of these assem​blages, which may be associated with the "Slavic culture" north of the Danube river. By contrast, many artifact-categories have good analogies in Avar assemblages. There is, therefore, no serious basis for the bizarre claim that such burials belong to seventh-century Slavic foederati, to whom the Byzantine emperor had made grants of land.15
Where, then, were the earliest Slavs (Figure 31)? Drawing on an earlier
13
Aupert 1980:380-1 nos. 23-34 and figs. 15-20, 22-4, and 30; Fiedler 1992:153. See also Baratte
1984:170-1 and 178; Vryonis 1992:26—7 and 33. For "Slavic ware" in Greece, see Aupert and
Bottini 1979:626 and fig. 14; Kilian 1980:283 and 284 fig. 2; Etzeoglu 1989.
14
Vryonis 1992:36; Kovrig 1963:164-5; Cilinska 1975:87; Fiedler 1992:188 and 190. For combed decoration, see the urns of graves I, III, IX, 9, and 29, and one pot with no grave attribution (Vryonis I992:figs. 38, 8, 2, 9, 37, and 29). Potsherds with a similar decoration (vertical and oblique combing) were found in Musici (Bosnia), a site long viewed as the earliest Slavic settlement in former Yugoslavia. Several Late Avar settlements in Slovakia produced pottery with similar ornamental patterns. See Cremosnik 1975:109 fig. 7/a; Bialekova 1960:815 fig. 290/4; Budinsky-Kricka 1990:95, 98 and pis. xi/ii and xvi/10, 11; Fusek I99i:pl. vi/17; Mefinsky 1993:12 fig. 5/1. Olympia and the earliest Slavic settlement in Greece: Bouzek 1971; Vryonis 1992:33. See also Nestor 1969:144; Baratte 1984:170 with n. 33.
15
Ivison 1996. For seventh-century assemblages in Greece, see Davidson 1937:230, 232, and 235;
Davidson 1974: Gounaris 1984:47, 52, and 54; Petsas 1969:307; Travlos and Frantz 1965; Rudolph
1979:297—8. In addition, a seventh-century settlement was recently identified at Isthmia. See
Gregory 1993. The debate over the seventh-century burials at Corinth goes back to the contro-

Figure 31 Location map of principal sites mentioned in the text (insert: sites
found in Bucharest)
ι - Bacau; 2 - Balaceanca; 3 - Baleni-Romani; 4 - Bornis,; 5 - Bor§eni; 6 - Boto§ana; 7 -
Bozieni; 8 - Bratei; 9 - Bratestii de Sus; 10 - Bucharest-Baneasa; 11 - Bucharest-Ciurel; 12 -
Bucharest- Colentina; 13 - Bucharest-Straule§ti; 14 - Bucharest- Damaroaia; 15 - Bucharest-
Foi§orul Mavrocorda|ilor; 16- Bucharest-Soldat Ghivan Street; 17-Bucharest-Lunca; 18-
Bucharest-Maicanesti; 19 - Bucharest-Mihai Voda; 20 - Bucharest-Militan; 21 - Bucharest-Tei;
22 - Bucharest-Vacare§ti; 23 - Budeni; 24 - Ca^elu Nou; 25 - Cernat; 26 - Cipau; 27 -
Cucorani; 28 - Davidem; 29 - Dancem; 30 - Dode§ti; 31 - Dulceanca; 32 - Facai; 33 - Films.; 34
- Gordine§ti; 35 - Rashkov; 36 - Grodzisko Dome; 37 - Gutmas,; 38 - Hansca; 39 - Ia§i; 40 -
Ipote§ti; 41 - Izvoare-Bahna; 42 - Kavetchina; 43 - Kiev; 44 - Kodyn; 45 - Lazuri; 46 -
Ludanice; 47 - Malu Ro§u; 48 - Mihaile§ti; 49 - Obukhyv; 50 - Oltem; 51 - Oreavu; 52 -
Poian; 53 - Proscunani; 54 - Radovanu; 55 - Gorecha; 56 - Recea; 57 - Rus-Manastioara
(Udesti); 58 - Samchincy; 59 - §apte-Bani (Hucea); 60 - Sarata Monteoru; 61 - Seli§te; 62 -
Semenki; 63 - Sfm^e§ti; 64 - Skibincy; 65 - Suceava; 66 - Targ§or; 67 - Valea Neagra; 68 -
Vanatori-Neam|; 69 - Vedea
suggestion by Kazimierz Godtowski, the Ukrainian archaeologist Volodymyr Baran has recently argued that the earliest assemblages, which could be attributed to the Slavs, are those of the Upper Prut and Upper Dniester area. He cited Irina Rusanova and Boris Timoshchuk's work at Kodyn, near Chernivtsi, in Ukraine, where handmade pottery allegedly
versy between Kenneth Setton (1950, 1952) and Peter Charanis (1950, 1952). Both were driven by a strong desire to read culture-history in the archaeological record and, at least in Charanis' case, to prove the authenticity of the Chronicle of Monemvasia by archaeological means. The chronology of the Corinth burials is based on buckles of the Nagyharsany, Corinth, Boly-Zelovce, and Bologna classes. See Werner 1955; Hessen 1974; Ibler 1992:143-4; Varsik 1992:83 and 86-9. Of particular interest is also the knuckle-guard of the sword from the burial of the "Wandering Soldier." Similar specimens were found in Middle Avar burials and in the rich funer​ary assemblages from Malo Pereshchepino, Glodosy Voznesenka, and Kelegeia. See Ambroz 1986:63; Kazanski and Sodini 1987:78; Kiss 1987a; Simon 1995:117.
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of the Prague type was found in association with an iron crossbow brooch. A second crossbow brooch with twisted bow was found not far from the sunken building 21, which also produced handmade pottery. Both fibulae belong to the Prague class. Crossbow brooches of this kind were particularly frequent in two regions of East Central Europe: the Carpathian basin and the Baltic area of Mazuria and Lithuania. Specimens similar to that of Kodyn 10 come from Transylvania. Another was found in a grave of the Berekhat cemetery on the left bank of the Tisza river. A good analogy for the second brooch was found in a sunken building at Battonya, together with fine, grey wheelmade pottery with lustred decoration which was common in "Gepidia" around ad 500. A late fifth- and early sixth-century settlement excavated at Bratei (Transylvania) produced two more analogies. At Taurapilis, in Lithuania, a Prague-type crossbow brooch was found in association with a buckle with scrollwork decoration and a sword of Menghin's class A, both dated to the second half of the fifth century. Crossbow fibulae of the Prague class were also found in early Byzantine hillforts in the Balkans and in some of their associated cemeteries. On the basis of the two fibulae from Kodyn, Baran argued that the early Slavic culture originated in Podolia, not in Polesie, as claimed by Rusanova. He maintained that no other region of the Slavic oikumene produced assemblages as early as those of the Upper Prut and Upper Dniester area. In conclusion, this must have been the Slavic Urheimat.16
Leaving aside the fact that Baran's argument is built on the evidence of only two brooches, there are several other chronological markers of the late fifth and early sixth centuries in the neighboring regions. Notwith​standing the absence of closed finds to be assigned to phase D3 (third quarter of the fifth century) and phase Ε (last quarter of the fifth century), the two crossbow brooches from Kodyn are not the only late fifth-century artifacts in the region east and south of the Carpathians. A fibula with semicircular head-plate, similar to late fourth- and early fifth-
16 Baran 1994:6; Godiowski 1979:424. Kodyn brooches: Rusanova and Timoshchuk 1984:22, 48, and 21 fig. 19/2. That Kodyn 10 should be dated to the late fifth or early sixth century is also suggested by the presence of fine, grey wheelmade ware. This ceramic ware was found in great quantities on contemporary sites in "Gepidia" and archaeologists were able to identify at least one production center. See Cseh 1990b. As a consequence, Rusanova's and Baran s claims that this ware is indicative of Chernyakhov traditions in the early Slavic culture have no archaeological substance. For crossbow brooches, see Schulze-Dorrlamm 1986:600—3; Corman 1998:37. For finds in Transylvania, see Horedt I979a:pl. 41/5, 7; Barzu 1994-5:290 fig. 16/11, 13, and 17. Berekhat: Csallany 1961:82 and pi. lxxxi/2. Battonya: Szabo and Voros 1979:225 fig. 9/1. Taurapilis: Werner 1977. Balkan specimens: Gomolka-Fuchs I982:pl. 55/243, 244, 249, 255, and 257-8; Liubenova 1981:169 fig. 108/1, 2; Kharalambieva 1991:34 fig. 11. Two crossbow brooches of the Prague type were found in the Middle Dnieper area. See Tret'iakov 1974:97 fig. 16/1; Kazanski I992:fig. 1/21, 22.
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Figure 32 Crossbow brooch from Moles,ti-Rapa Adanca (Moldova)
Drawing, courtesy of loan Tentiuc, Museum of Archaeology, Chisinau.
century silver- or bronze-sheet brooches, was found in a grave at Sarata Monteoru. Another grave of the same cemetery produced a small brooch similar to late fifth-century fibulae of the Vyskov class. The Sarata Monteoru cemetery also produced a bronze buckle with embossed dec​oration, of a type that was popular in the Mediterranean area during the late fifth century. A crossbow brooch of the Viminacium type was recently found in a small settlement excavated at Molesti, near Cimi§lia (Moldova) (Figure 32). Brooches of the Viminacium class could be dated to the late fifth or early sixth century The best analogies for a brooch with bent stem found at Moldoveni, in Romanian Moldavia, are the so-called Emmanuel fibula from Salona and a similar specimen found in a late fifth-century burial in Jerusalem. A similar dating was advanced for another brooch with bent stem found at Targsor, near Ploiesti, in south Romania. An almost identical fibula found at Dragosloveni, in a sunken building, is probably of the same date.17
17 Coms,a i972:fig. 4/2. Sarata Monteoru: Fiedler 1992:82; 84; 83 fig. 11/5, 7; and 85 fig. 12/3. Vyskov class: Bierbrauer 1989:151 and 155. Buckles with embossed decoration: Kazanski 1994:161. Molesti: loan Tentiuc, 'Otchet о rabotakh iuzhnoslavianskoi arkheologicheskoi ekspedicii OE i IAN MSSR na poselenii Moleshty-Rypa adynka', an archaeological report in the archives of the Institute of Ancient History and Archaeology, Chi§inau, 1990. I am grateful to Dr Tentiuc from the Archaeological Museum in Chis,inau for allowing me to see the still unpublished material found at Molesti-Rapa Adanca and to reproduce his brooch drawing. Viminacium class: Schulze-Dorrlamm 1986:606—8; Kharalambieva and Atanasov 1991:44—5. The closest analogy of
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What all this brief survey shows is that we only now begin to concep​tualize in archaeological terms the period between the demise of the Hunnic "Empire" and the first Slavic raids known from historical sources. Due to the absence of closed finds, archaeologists have been unable to pin down those assemblages which may be dated to the late fifth or early sixth century, but the situation might well change in the near future.18 The Kodyn brooches are not unique, but because they were found in closed finds, they are invaluable elements for building a relative chronol​ogy of contemporary archaeological assemblages.
A seriation by correspondence analysis of 327 settlement features (sunken buildings, kilns, ovens, and pits) in relation to forty-two chron​ologically sensitive artifact-categories (including various types of pottery decoration), clearly shows that Kodyn 10 and Kodyn 21, which produced crossbow brooches, should be separated from assemblages of both the same site and other regions (Figure 33). After being abandoned as a house, Kodyn 10 served as a rubbish pit. Materials found in the filling are there​fore later than those found on the house's floor. Despite the presence of a crossbow brooch, a sherd of handmade pottery with finger impressions on the lip, which was found in the filling of Kodyn 10, caused the inclu​sion of this sunken building in the second phase of the seriation, though still far from the main cluster at the tip of the parabola (Figure 34).
A much smaller group of units belong to the third phase. An exam​ination of the scattergram showing the relationships between artifact-categories (Figure 35) indicates that this phase should be dated much later than the other two, primarily because of the exclusive presence of flint steels. The flint steel found in feature 4 at Bucharest-Militari was asso​ciated with a scraping tool (Henning's class P2). The earliest specimens of this tool, dated to the fourth and fifth centuries, come from southern Siberia, but similar implements frequently occur in sixth- and seventh-century warrior burials from the present-day Tuva autonomous region.
Footnote 17 (cont.)
the Mole§ti fibula is the specimen from the Lug II settlement near Pen'kyvka (Ukraine). See Berezovec 1963 :fig. 18/4. The Mole§ti fibula is not the only fifth-century artifact found in Moldova. The neighboring site at Hansca, near Chi§inau, produced a bronze mirror of the Chmi-Brigetio type, which may be dated to the mid-4oos (Figure 38/7). See Rafalovich 19720:33 fig. 3/8; Corman 1998:50; see also Werner 1956:18. Moldoveni: Mitrea 1973:664 fig. 1/1; Uenze 1992:151. Targs_or: Teodorescu 1971:126 fig. 2/2; Harhoiu 1990:204. A fibula of this kind was found in the early Byzantine fort at Gabrovo in a fifth-century context. See Koicheva and Kharalambieva 1993 :pl. 1/5. Another brooch from Targ§or is a fifth-century equal-armed fibula (Teodorescu 1971:126 fig. 2/1).
18 Beginning with issues of Anastasius, Byzantine coins reappeared north of the Danube river after a long interruption. A relatively large number of coins struck for the emperors Anastasius and Justin I were found in Romania, Moldova, and Ukraine. However, since old issues remained in circulation long after leaving the mint, they do not prove anything, for it is impossible to decide whether or not these coins reached the regions where they were found during the reigns of the emperors for whom they were minted.

Figure 33 Seriation by correspondence analysis of 327 settlement features in relation to categories of artifacts with which they were associated
For site name abbreviations, see Appendix A
In Europe, scraping tools occur in eighth-century burials in the Lower Don area. Along with certain axe-types, they have recently been inter​preted as social status markers for second-rank Khazar warriors, the so-called afsad. In the Middle Danube region, such tools were also found with warrior graves dated to the Middle Avar period. A date in the late seventh or early eighth century should be assigned to the mortuary assemblage from grave 7 at Aradka, which produced a flint steel very similar to those from settlement features of the third group. The same is true for two flint steels from Kalaja Dalmaces and Kruja, in Albania. Of a slightly earlier date is the flint steel from grave 5 at Unirea (Transylvania). In conclusion, phase ш may be dated to the second half of the seventh century, possibly to the late 600s.19
The majority of the seriated settlement features cluster in the second phase. A zoomed detail of the scattergram showing relationships between
19 Flint steels: Zirra and Cazimir 1963:69 fig. 17/1-2; Teodor i984a:97 fig. 18/2 and 1984^30 fig. 6/8; Rusanova and Timoshchuk 1984:73 pi. 13/6; Nagy I959:pl. 11/3; Ippen 1907:17 fig. 25; Anamali and Spahiu 1963:6 fig. 1; Roska 1934:124 fig. 2 C/7. Grave 5 from Unirea produced an iron clasp used for attaching the quiver to the belt, a good analogy of which was found in the rich warrior grave at Kunbabony, dated to the second or last third of the seventh century. See Toth and Horvath 1992:160; Kaminskii 1986:28-9. Scraping tools: Henning 1981:69 and 1989:91; Kovacs 1981:92-3 and 100; Mogil'nikov 1981:26 and 124 fig. 20/39; Makhitov 1981:25 and 116 fig. 13/58; Afanas'ev 1993:141—2.
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Figure 34 Phasing of 327 settlement features seriated by correspondence analysis in relation to categories of artifacts with which they were associated
Legend: phase I — triangle; phase II — rectangle; phase III — oval
artifact-categories (Figure 36) indicates those which are closely associated with this phase. At least six artifact-categories (specially marked in order to be easily identified) can assist us in estimating the date of the second phase. In addition, two settlement features from Boto§ana (nos. 13 and 20) produced coins struck for Emperor Justinian. Both are folles minted in Constantinople before the monetary reform (i.e., between 527 and 538). Coins dated to the first half of Justinian's reign were found on several other sites, though none in a closed find comparable to the Boto§ana settlement features. These coins can only provide a terminus a quo, for it is impossible to know how long they circulated before enter​ing the archaeological deposit through loss or discarding. As shown in Chapter 4, hoards closed before с 570 include a fairly large number of pieces issued between the reign of Anastasius and the first part of Justinian's reign. Folles minted during this period were occasionally col​lected even after с 57Q, unlike lower denominations, which seem to have become valueless and probably went out of circulation. This warns us against pushing the numismatic evidence too far. All that Justinian's folles from Boto§ana can tell us is that the archaeological context in which they were found cannot be dated earlier than ad 527.20
20 See Butnariu 1983—5:217—18. It is true that no Romanian hoard closed after с 570 contains coins antedating Justinian's monetary reform of 538. Some hoards buried next to the Danube frontier display, however, a different pattern. Veliki Gradac, with the last coin minted in 594/5, has two
2A0

Figure 35 Seriation by correspondence analysis of forty-two artifact-categories
found in sixth- and seventh-century settlement features
CAKES - clay lumps; 2-COMB - double-layered bone comb; AMPHORA - sherds of LR 1 or
LR 2 amphoras; ARROW - arrow head; B-AMU - bone amulet; B-FIBULA - bow-fibula; B-
NEEDLE - bone needle; B-SCRAP - bone scrapper; B/A-AWL - bone or antler awl; BEADS-I
— small-sized glass beads; BEADS-II — glass beads with eye-shaped inlays; BS-BROOCH — brooch
with bent stem; C-BROOCH — crossbow brooch; CER-COLL — handmade or wheelmade pots
with collar; CER-COMB — wheelmade pottery with combed decoration; CER-GROO —
wheelmade pottery with grooves; CER-LUST — wheelmade pottery with lustred decoration;
CER-PUNC — handmade pottery with punctuation depressions; CER-STAM — handmade or
wheelmade pottery with stamped decoration; CER-STRI — handmade pottery decorated with
striations; COIN-I — sixth-century coin; CRUC - crucible; FLINT — flint steel; I-AWL - iron
awl; I-KNIFE - iron knife; IBS- BROO - iron brooch with bent stem; IMP-FIN - handmade
pottery with finger impressions on rims; KNOBS — handmade pots with knobs on shoulders;
LADLE - clay ladle; LOOM - loom weights; MOLD - stone or bone mold; NP-OBUCK - oval
buckle without plate; NP-RBUCK — rectangular buckle without plate; PANS — clay pans;
QUERN - rotary quern; ROLLS - clay rolls (found m the oven); SICK - sickle; SLA-DEC -
handmade or wheelmade pottery with notches on rims; SPEAR — spear-head; SPINDLE —
spindle whorl; VERT-INC — handmade pottery with vertical incisions; WHET — whetstone
That phase II must be dated later than that is suggested by artifact-categories marked as special. Beads with eye-shaped inlays first occur in Early Avar burial assemblages in Hungary and remained popular through the Middle Avar period. The earliest known beads of this kind are those of grave 2 at Szentendre, in which they were found together with a tre-missis minted for Emperor Justin II, and those of grave 116 at Jutas, which were associated with a copper coin struck for Emperor Phocas.
coins issued for Anastasius, three for Justin I, and one pre-reform coin of Justinian. In the Murighiol hoard, twelve out of thirty-eight identifiable coins are pre-reform issues. See Minic 1984; Cristina Opai$ 1991:478—9.
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The making of the Slavs
Handmade pottery with stamped decoration, such as that from Poian and Cernat, was also found on Early Avar sites in Bohemia, Moravia, and Slovakia.21
Single- or double-layered combs are rare on early medieval sites in Eastern Europe, but relatively frequent in Central Europe, particularly on sixth-century sites. They remained popular during the Early Avar period, as well as later. A late sixth-century settlement at Ludanice (Slovakia) pro​duced clear evidence of comb production. A comb-case similar to that found at Davideni, which is decorated on either side with an incised and punched geometrical pattern, comes from grave 33 of the Early Avar cemetery at Pecs-Koztemeto.22
Amphora sherds were found on several sites south and east of the Carpathian mountains.23 Many belong to LR 1 and LR 2 amphoras (Figure 37).24 Both types may be dated to the sixth and seventh centu​ries. With LR 2 amphoras, a narrower dating is possible on the basis of
21
For beads with eye-shaped inlays, see Garam 1992:151; Kiss 1996:197. Such beads are relatively
common in contemporary assemblages in Romania. At Sarata Monteoru, 14 percent of all beads
are with eye-shaped inlays (Fiedler 1992:80). Handmade pottery with stamped decoration:
Szekely 1992:267 fig. 16/1—2 and 285 fig. 26/B 4; Klanica 1993:87; Hromada 1991. The crema​
tion cemetery at Bratislava-Dubravka produced a bronze bracelet, which is typical for early
seventh-century assemblages in northern Italy. See Werner 1991.
22
Mitrea 1974—6:fig. 18/1-2; Kiss 1977:96 and pi. xxxvi/33; see also Popovic 1984a. For finds in
Eastern Europe, see Vakulenko and Prikhodniuk 1984:96; Rejholcova 1990:380. For a list of Early
ν
Avar finds, see Kiss 1996:190. For Ludanice, see Fusek, Stassikova-Stukovska, andBatora 1993:33.
23
Amphora finds on various sites in Bucharest: Constantiniu 19б5а:9О— ι; Turcu and Marinescu
1968:125 fig. 6/8; Cantea 1959:33-4; Dolinescu-Ferche and Constantiniu 1981:319 fig. 16/3, 6;
Constantiniu 1963:83—4; Vasilica Sandu, 'Balaceanca, archeological report', paper presented at the
28th National Archaeological Conference (Satu Mare, May 12—15, Χ994)· Dulceanca: Dolinescu-
Ferche I974:figs. 85/6—8 and 99—100, 1986:137 fig. 10/9, 10, and 1992:136 fig. 5/5, 6, 139 fig.
8/9, 11-14, 18-19, 143 fig· 12/8, 144 fig. 13/4, 5, 20, 146 fig. 15/2-5, 148 fig. 17/2, 4-5. Other
finds: Barzu 1994—5:285 fig. 11/11; Mitrea, Eminovici, and Momanu 1986—7:224; Rafalovich
1972с:з8 fig. 8/8; Toropu 1976:212; Vakulenko and Prikhodniuk 1984:61 fig. 34/10, 64 fig.
37/10, 15; Rusanova and Timoshchuk 1984:18 fig. 12/3; Dolinescu-Ferche 1973; Rafalovich
1972b: 127. Early Avar burials produced only LR 1 amphoras, while local replicas of such ampho​
ras were found in Middle Avar assemblages. See Tettamanti 1980:158; Vida 1990—1:134,
1993:279-80, and 1999:90-3.
24
Amphoras of the Scorpan IX^Kuzmanov XVI^Antonova V^Opait: B-Id class, though common
• in late sixth-century deposits in Dobrudja, do not appear north of the Danube. They were only
found in the Middle Dnieper area. Two specimens were found in Kiev, one at Kyselivka, the other on the Podyl; a third specimen on the opposite bank, at Svetil'ne. See Shovkoplias 1957:101 and 1963:140. A fourth amphora was found in a Kievan suburb, at Vishgorod (Prikhodniuk 1980:130). Other classes are also represented. A specimen of the LR 1 class comes from A. V. Bodianskii's excavations at Iaicevoi-Zaporizhzhia, on the Lower Dnieper, and a fragment of LR 2 was asso​ciated with pottery with lustred decoration in a sunken building found at Budishche, near Cherkassy (Prikhodniuk 1980:130 and 127). Just as with contemporary specimens found in Cornwall and Ireland, amphoras found in regions so far away from their production centers in the eastern Mediterranean area point to trade relations. That Byzantine ships were sailing on the Lower Dnieper in the early seventh century is suggested by the anchor found at Khorticia, near Zaporizhzhia. See Shapovalov 1990. Its closest analogy is the anchor of the Yassi Ada shipwreck.
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Figure 36' Zoomed detail of the seriation by correspondence analysis of forty-two artifact-categories found in sixth- and seventh- century settlement
features
Triangles indicate special artifact-categories discussed in the text. For abbreviations, see Figure 35
the presence or absence of a pointed tip, a feature that disappeared after с 550. Specimens with combed decoration in the form of wavy lines should be dated to the second half of the sixth century and the early seventh century. Unfortunately, finds of amphora tips are rare, the most frequently encountered sherds being those of shoulders or bodies. However, excavations at Bucharest-Mihai Voda produced a LR 2 amphora tip, which suggests that the ceramic assemblage found there should be dated to the first half of the sixth century. Most other frag​ments have wavy combed decoration, a detail pointing to a date in the late sixth or early seventh century.25
The fibula with bent stem found in an oven at Bucharest-Militari belongs to a group which includes almost identical specimens from sites along the Lower Danube (Prahovo/Aquis, Korbovo, Krivina/Iatrus, Izvoarele-Parjoaia, and Adamclisi). This may indicate a center of local production, probably at Prahovo. Since all specimens with known arche​ological context (except the Bucharest brooch) come from early Byzantine forts, such fibulae may be associated with the implementation
25 Cantea 1959:33—4; Mackensen 1992:241 and 244. See also Scorpan 1977:274; Opai| 1984:316; Van Doorninck 1989:248. At Iatrus, the ratio between sherds of amphora body, rim, base (or tip), and handle is 16.4:1:0.2:0.5. See Wendel 1986:114.
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The making of the Slavs
Figure 37 Distribution of sixth- and seventh-century amphoras
of Justinian's building program in the northern Balkans and should there​fore be dated to the mid-500s.26
Another fibula with bent stem from Bucharest-Militari was found in a sunken building, together with handmade pottery with finger impres​sions and notches on the lip. All known parallels come from military sites along the Danube frontier of the Empire. They are all of the same size and have identical decoration, which strongly suggests they were pro​duced in the same workshop, probably at Prahovo.27
Analogies for the fibula with bent stem found in a sunken building at Poian, together with a clay pan and a single-layered comb, are only known from two burial assemblages in "Gepidia" dated to the first half of the sixth century (grave 102 at Berekhat and grave 146 at Kiszombor). Unlike these two specimens, however, the Poian brooch displays a char​acteristic hook at the end of the bow, which is viewed by some scholars as an indication of a slightly later date, probably in the mid- or late sixth century/0
26
Uenze 1992:147-8 and 151; Curta 1992:87. Bucharest-Militari: Sgibea-Turcu 1963:379 pi- n-
Production center: Jankovic 1980:177; Gencheva 1989:34. Balkan finds: Kharalambieva and
Atanasov 1991:56 pi. vin/4; Kharalambieva I989:pls. 11/6, 7 ardin/6, 9; Gomolka-Fuchs I982:pl.
55/269; Kharalambieva and Ivanov I986:pl. 111/18; Koicheva and Kharalambieva I993:pl. vn/2-4.
27
Sgibea-Turcu 1963:379 pi. 11/1. Balkan finds: Jankovic 1981:126 fig. 70 and pis. xvi/3 and xvi/i;
Uenze I992:pl. 3/5; Kharalambieva 1989^1. 111/4—5.
28
Szekely 1992:269 fig. 17/6; Csallany i96i:pls. lxxv/i and cxxxv/2; Uenze 1992:149-51.
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Three fibulae with bent stem found at Davideni also indicate a date in the late 500s. One of them has a characteristically trapezoidal foot, which is reminiscent of the gold fibula found at Markovi Kuli in a small hoard, together with a buckle of the Sucidava class, which may not be earlier than с 550 or later than с. боо. A second fibula from Davideni was found in association with a pectoral cross. The fibula is made of iron, instead of bronze. Such fibulae appear in late sixth-century contexts in Balkan hill-forts. At Markovi Kuli, one such fibula was found in association with two cbins issued for Emperor Justin II (dated 575/6 and 577/8, respectively). Finally, the third specimen found at Davideni is also made of iron and has no exact analogy. The closest parallels are a fibula from Heraclea (Yesllkoy) and another from an unknown location in Romania. All three have a wide bow and a comparatively narrower foot, a feature which reminds one of iron and bronze brooches found in seventh-century mor​tuary assemblages in Albania and the neighboring region (the so-called "Koman culture").29
Cast fibulae with bent stem are even stronger indications of a late date. Despite slight ornamental variations, this group of fibulae is remarkably homogeneous. Its dating to the reign of Justin II (565—78) is secured by specimens associated with hoards of copper concluding with coins issued for that emperor (Bracigovo and Koprivec). Fibulae of this kind were found in great numbers in forts, particularly in the northern Balkans. It has been suggested that they were part of the military uniform. However, specimens found in mortuary assemblages, always with female skeletons, indicate that cast fibulae with bent stem were worn by women, arguably by wives of soldiers. Such fibulae were produced locally in workshops like the one found at Turnu-Severin (Drobeta), on the left bank of the Danube. Since the specimens found at Barlalesti and Hansca (Figure 38/6) are unique, it is also possible that replicas of such fibulae were pro​duced in Barbaricum.30
29
Davideni: Mitrea 1974—6:fig. 15/1, 3, and 4. Analogies for the first fibula: Mikulcic and Bilbija
1981—2:213 fig. 7; Jankovic I98i:pl. xvi/5; Kharalambieva 1989^1. 11/7; Kharalambieva 1992:134
pi. 111/12. Analogies for the second fibula: Mikulcic and Nikuljska 1979:148 fig. 17; Dimitrov et
al. 1974:55 fig. 23; Uenze I992:pl. 2/8; Kharalambieva and Ivanov I986:pl. n/15—16; Poulter
1988:83 fig. io/ii; Kharalambieva and Atanasov I99i:pls. iv/8, 9 and vi/8; Koicheva and
Kharalambieva 1993:pls. I/9, II/5, and Ш/10, 12. For a production center for this group of
fibulae, see Uenze 1992:150; Koicheva and Kharalambieva 1993:61. Analogies for the third fibula:
Popescu 1941—44:503 fig. 10/115; Vinski 1971:388; Goriunov and Kazanskii 1978:26; Uenze
1992:149; Vazharova 1971:6 and 1973:265.
30
Barlale§ti: Coman 1969:309 fig. 16/4. Hansca: Rafalovich 19720:33 fig. ^/6. Turnu-Severin:
Bejan 1976. Coin-hoards with cast fibulae with bent stem: Milchev and Draganov 1992:39 and
fig. 5; Uenze 1974:485—6. See also Curta 1992:84-5. In addition, the "Nestor house" at Sadovec
produced a cast fibula with bent stem and coins struck for Justin II (Uenze 1992:156). For the
specimen found in a sunken building at Bacau and its Balkan analogies, see Mitrea and Artimon
245
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All this archaeological evidence suggests that the major part of the seri​ated settlement features, which were ordered into the second phase, should be dated to the second half or the last third of the sixth century and to the early seventh century. It is important to emphasize that some assemblages may be of an earlier date, possibly of the first half of the sixth century A LR 2 amphora tip was found at Bucharest-Mihai Voda. Salvage excavations at Sfm£e§ti produced fragments of grey gritty ware (Kuzmanbv I 4), which appeared around or just before the middle of the fifth century, but became popular shortly after 500. Both sites seem to have been occupied during the first half of the sixth century Without sufficient artifacts from the first half of the sixth century, archaeologists are not yet capable of differentiating the earlier material from later assem​blages. It is not unlikely, however, that a significant number of ceramic assemblages with no associated metal artifacts are earlier than с. 550.31
One important conclusion resulting from this analysis is that during the second half of the sixth century and the first decades of the seventh, a relatively large number of sites appeared east and south of the Carpathians, which displayed a similar set of artifact-categories. On many, occupation must have begun much earlier, as suggested by finds in Kodyn and Bucharest-Mihai Voda. Others continued to be occupied during the seventh century, as in Bucharest-Militari. On the evidence of the selected sites, it seems that the dramatic increase in number of sites took place during the second half of the sixth century, shortly after the implementation of Justinian's building program in the Balkans. As shown in Chapter 4, this is also the period in which the number of coins from both hoards and stray finds suddenly began to increase. More important, Slavic raids resumed during this period on a very large scale, often under the leadership of Slavic "kings" (Chapter 3). Social and political change seems to have coincided with material culture change, a coincidence which will be discussed in detail in the following chapter. That this coin​cidence is no accident is shown by the analysis of another artifact-category associated with settlement features of the second phase: "Slavic" bow fibulae.
Footnote 30 (cont.)
1971:242 fig. 13/1; Barrrea et al. 1979:218 fig. 169/10.2; Kharalambieva i989:pls. iv/i, 3, 8, and vi/i—3 and 7—8; Kharalambieva I992:pl. in/6—7; Kharalambieva and Ivanov I986:pl. 1/2, 4, and 5; Kharalambieva and Atanasov 1991:55 pi. vii/i; Brmbolic I986:fig. 31; Jankovic I98i:pls. xiv/2-6, 8-13 and xv/i-10^ 12; Gabricevic 1986:86 fig. 19/8; Uenze I992:pl. 3/8, 14, pi. 4/2, and pi. 122/15, i6. For the specimen from Suceava-§ipot and its analogies, see Corns,a 1972:14 fig. 4/3; Jankovic I98i:pl. xiv/7; Kharalambieva I989:pl. v/9. For finds south of the Stara Planina, see Gencheva 1989:35. A cast fibula with bent stem was found in Constantinople. See Gill 1986:266 and fig. v.
31 Dolinescu-Ferche 1967:130 fig. 3/1, 3. Grey gritty ware: Kuzmanov 1985:47 and 1992:213; Borisov I9$8a:ioo; Hayes 1992:54. See also Vekony 1973:213.
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Figure 3 8 Metal artifacts from fifth- to seventh-century sites in Moldova
Source: Rafalovich 1972c: 33 fig. 3.
"SLAVIC" BOW FIBULAE IN EASTERN EUROPE
A German archaeologist, Herbert Kiihn, first called the bow fibula an early medieval artifact par excellence.32 Textbooks and art history studies use it to illustrate sections dedicated to the Dark Ages. There are prob​ably thousands and hundreds of thousands of bow fibulae in European museum collections. A still greater number of specimens come out of archaeological excavations and their incredible diversity defies any attempts to establish unequivocal typologies.
The first classification of »bow fibulae found in Eastern Europe was produced by Joachim Werner, who also attached the label "Slavic" to the
32 Kiihn 1965.
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name of this class of artifacts. Werner divided his corpus into two classes (I and II), further subdivided into groups (А, В, С, etc.), on the basis of presumably different terminal lobes, shaped in the form of either human face ("mask") or animal head. A quick glimpse at those brooches ascribed by Werner to his respective classes, however, yields no positive result. There is no significant correlation between variables used by Werner and the brooches he discussed. More important, Werner's approach is rooted in Gu£tav Kossina's concept of Siedlungsarchdologie (see Chapter i). He used artifacts to identify "cultures." The distribution of artifacts was then interpreted as reflecting "cultural provinces," which he further viewed as coinciding with settlement areas of tribal or ethnic groups. The distribu​tion of bow fibulae in Eastern Europe convinced Werner that the migra​tion of the Slavs may have been responsible for the spread of this dress-accessory in areas so afar from each other as Ukraine and Greece.33
An important element of his theory was the idea that unlike the "Germanic" ethnic dress, "Slavic" bow fibulae were usually worn not in pairs, but singly, and that they were more likely to be found in associa​tion with cremation (the presumably standard burial rite of the early Slavs) than with skeleton graves.34 A large number of his "Slavic" bow fibulae have been found prior to World War II in a limited area in Mazuria, in archaeological assemblages which were foreign to anything both Werner and Soviet archaeologists viewed as typically "Slavic." Aware that his theory of the Slavic migration would not work with Mazurian brooches, Werner proposed that in this case bow fibulae be interpreted as a result of long-distance trade between Mazuria and the Lower Danube region, along the "amber trail." In accordance with the widely spread belief that mortuary practices were an indication of status hierarchy, he believed that bow fibulae found in Mazurian graves marked the status of the rich "amber lords" of the North.35
Werner's ideas were taken at their face value by many archaeologists
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and never seriously questioned. Despite heavy criticism, his interpreta​tion of the "Slavic" bow fibulae is the scholarly standard in many coun​tries of Eastern Europe, where a strong undercurrent of German archaeological tradition is still apparent. To be sure, despite occasional errors of attribution, Werner's classification is still valid and will be used in the following analysis. The principal question that remains to be tackled is whether the introduction of "Slavic" bow fibulae can be explained in terms of migration. Werner's dating of the entire corpus to the seventh century, an important element of his theory, is a starting point for discussing this group of artifacts.36
Werner's group Ι Β (Ve|el-Co§oveni), which I examined in detail else​where, can be subdivided into two series. One of them includes brooches similar to a gilded specimen with lavish scrollwork decoration, which is said to have been found at Constantinople and is now in a private collec​tion in Switzerland. Fibulae with similar, but more modest, decoration were found in Bulgaria, Romania, and East Prussia. Formal parallels for fibulae of this group may also be found among specimens of Kiihn's Aquileia class, particularly those of the Lower Danube area and Crimea, all of which are from the second half of the fifth century. These fibulae display two kinds of ornamentation, one resulting in coloristic effects (garnet inlay and mercury gilding), the other in textural effects consist​ing of chip-carving, scrollwork decoration on both head- and foot-plate. The scrollwork is reminiscent of the so-called Gava-Domolospuszta-style metalwork of the late fifth century. A Prunkfibel with typically Early Avar decoration in animal Style II, which was found at Co§oveni together with two silver earrings with star-shaped pendants and a silver collar, was used by Werner to date the entire corpus of "Slavic" bow fibulae to the seventh century. However, the Co§oveni brooch should be treated as an excep​tional specimen of the I B group, in terms of both decoration and archae​ological context.37
A date to the early seventh century may be assigned only to the second
33
Werner 1950:166 and 172, i960, and 1984b. Werner's class I includes also brooches with animal-
head terminal lobe (e.g., Werner I95o:pls. 29 and 31). Before Werner, the Soviet archaeologist
Boris Rybakov had already ascribed these brooches to the early Slavs, but because of linguistic
and ideological barriers, his work was far less influential in Europe than Joachim Werner's. See
Rybakov 1948.
34
Though Herbert Kiihn (1956) provided a considerable number of examples from East Prussia, in
which pairs of identical brooches were found in association with cremation, Werner (1960:115)
pei^sted in his idea that "Slavic" bow fibulae were typically worn singly, not in pairs.
35
Werner 1950:167 and 1984^74—7. This idea goes back to the work of the Latvian archaeologist
Eduard Sturms (1950:22), who first claimed that during the early Middle Ages the present-day
Olsztyn district of Poland possessed Europe's richest amber resources. As shown in Chapter 5,
connections between the Baltic region and the Carpathian basin are well illustrated by finds of
amber beads, which were particularly frequent in "Gepidia." For mortuary practices as indicat​
ing status ljierarchy, see Binford 1971:15. Olsztyn group: Okulicz 1989; Ma_czynska 1998:88—9.
* .
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36
When it comes to chronology, Werner's thesis is self-contradicting. He dated all "Slavic" bow
fibulae to the seventh century, including those of Mazuria, which he explained by means of trade
relations. However, he also claimed that regular trade relations between the Danube region and
the North were interrupted shortly before 600 by the arrival of Avars and Slavs. See Werner
1984b; Okulicz 1973:565; Dgbrowski 1975:196; Kulakov 1990:45; Teodor 1992:128. For alterna​
tive views, see Menke 1990; Fiedler 1992; Curta 1994b; and Vagalinski 1994. Contacts between
Mazuria and the Danube region continued even after the conquest of the Carpathian basin by
the Avars, as shown, for example, by ornament links between metalwork found on Early Avar and
Mazurian sites. See Urbanczyk 1977.
37
Werner 1950:150—2 and 157. Swiss fibula and its analogies: Werner 1960:119 and pi. 2; Curta
I994b:245—7 and 260; Mikhailov 1977:317—18 and pi. 7; Simonova 1970:75 and 76 fig. 1; Kiihn
1981:317 no. 502 and pi. 75/502. Gava-Domolospuszta style: Bierbrauer 1975:140; Menke 1986;
Harhoiu 1990:187. Coloristic and textural ornamentation effects: Leigh 1991:107.
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Figure 39 Cluster analysis of seventeen brooches of Werner's group I B, in
relation to their ornamental patterns
series of the I B group, which is represented by four brooches found in Greece (Litochoron/ Dion, Sparta, Demetrias, and Nea Anchialos). This is suggested by the crisp style decoration of the Nea Anchialos fibula and by the closest analogy for all four fibulae, which was found in an Early Avar grave of the Elloszallas cemetery. A cluster analysis by the Jaccard coeffi​cient of similarity shows indeed that fibulae of Werner s group IB fall into two variants, each defined by different ornamental patterns (Figure 39). When plotting on a map the nearest-neighbor relationships resulting from this analysis, it becomes clear that the two variants, though related to each other, have different distributions (Figure 40). In terms of ornamental pat​terns, fibulae found in Romania seem to represent the intermediary link between the two variants, since fibulae found in Greece or in Hungary are not direct analogies of the Constantinopolitan brooch.38
Werner's group I C (Figure 41/3, 6; Figure 42) is characterized by a foot-plate in the form of a lyre with one or two pairs of bird-heads. The only known parallel to this specific feature are buckles of the seventh-century Boly-Zelovce class. However, there is evidence that at least some specimens of group I C must be of an earlier date. The I C brooches found in graves 8 and 30 of the Mazurian cemetery at Kielary were
38 The crisp style decoration of the Nea Anchialos fibula is reminiscent of a horse shaped figurine from the Biskupije hoard, dated to the seventh century, and of a copper-alloy "votive hand" recently auctioned in New York. See Werner 1953:5 and pi. 4/4; Korosec 1958b; Kidd 1992:511 and 514 fig. 5c Elloszallas: Sos 1963:315 and 314 fig. 5b.

Figure 40 Plotting of the nearest-neighbor similarity of seventeen brooches of
Werner's group I B
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Figure 42 Distribution of "Slavic" bow fibulae of Werner's group I C
For legend, see Figure 50
Figure 41 Examples of "Slavic" bow fibulae
..«in
Bratei ff, 2), Gamba§ (3), Vartoape (4), Pietroasele (5), Poian (6), Butimanu (7), Seli§te (8), and
Danceni (9). Drawings by author
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Elites and group identity
The making of the Slavs
associated with crossbow fibulae, which are typical for sixth-century assemblages in the Baltic region and in Finland. By 550, fibulae of Werner's I C group were also in fashion in Transylvania, as indicated by a specimen found in grave 113 at Bratei together with a buckle of the Sucidava class. Specimens with two pairs of bird-heads (Corne§ti, Gamba§, Kruja) are, no doubt, the latest of the entire group. In a female burial at Kruja (Albania), two such fibulae were associated with a buckle of the Corinth class, which cannot be dated earlier than с. боо. At Gamba§, two other specimens were found in association with earrings with star-shaped pendants, similar to those found in the Priseaca hoard, which also produced hexagrams of Constantine IV.39
What catches the eye on the plotting of the cluster analysis of forty-one brooches of Werner's group 1 С in relation to their shape and orna​mental pattern (Figures 43—4) is that there are very few specimens without analogies from Mazurian cemeteries. These cemeteries also pro​duced the earliest specimens of Werner's group I C. Among brooches with two pairs of bird-heads, which are significantly later than the others, the one with the most elaborated decoration (niello triangles on all edges, paw-shaped head-plate knobs, etc.) is a fragmentary specimen from Tumiany. Brooches found on Mazurian sites (Tumiany, Tylkowo, Kielary) are almost identical, sometimes to such minute details as the terminal lobe. One can hardly avoid the conclusion that they were all worked by the same jeweller or by jewellers working after the same model. Brooches found in the Middle Dnieper region, in Romania, or in the western Balkan area are all dated later and display a much simplified version of the Mazurian decoration. We should note, however, that similar, if not iden​tical, fibulae are now found at greater distance, without any Romanian intermediary. Furthermore, four brooches of a small series (Launi, Pa§cani, Chernyvka, and Sarata Monteoru) are all alike, but have com​paratively fewer links with the rest of the group. This may indicate a locally produced series. In any case, everything points to the precedence taken by Mazurian specimens.40
39
Corne§ti: Palko 1972:677-8 and pi. 1/5. Gamba§: Horedt 1958:97—8 and 79 fig. 15/8, 9. Kruja:
Anamali and Spahiu 1979-80:61-2 and pi. 7/11, 12. Boly-Zelovce buckles: Ibler 1992:143-4.
Kielary: Kiihn 1981:177 and 179, pis. 38/237 and 39/243. Crossbow brooches: Bitner-
Wroblewska 1991:236. Another I C fibula was found in grave 1185 at Sarata Monteoru in asso​
ciation with a brooch, which is reminiscent of the early fifth-century Bratei class. See Nestor and
Zaharia 1960:513 and 511 fig. 1/7; Bierbrauer 1989:141—7. A I C fibula found in a cremation
burial at Tumiany was associated "with an envelope-shaped belt mount, most typical for late sixth-
and early seventh-century weapon graves on the island of Bornholm. See Kulakov 1989:192 and
255 fig. 39/3; Jorgensen 1999:149 and 153 fig. 9/4.
40
Tumiany: Kiihn 1981:111 and pi. 21/135. Launi: Spiru 1970:531 and fig. 2. Pasxani: Brfa 1985.
Спегпухка: Timoshchuk, Rusanova, and Mikhailina 1981:91 and fig. 7. Sarata Monteoru: Nestor
and Zaharia 1959:517 fig. 3. For other Mazurian specimens, see Kiihn 1981:57, 59 (Mragowo),
107, 109-11 (Tumiany), 177, 179-81, 184—5 (Kielary), 221 (Mietkie), and 310 (Tylkowo).
254

Figure 43 Cluster analysis of forty-one brooches of Werner's group I C, in
relation to their shape and ornamental patterns
Fibulae of Werner's group I D (Figures 41/2 and 45) are modeled after late fifth- and early sixth-century brooches of the Aquileia and Hahnheim classes. An early date seems to be confirmed by a pair of brooches found in grave 126 at Basel-Kleinhiiningen, dated to the late 400s and the early 500s, which are very similar to Werner's group I D. When we examine the plotting of the cluster analysis of thirty-four brooches of this group in relation to their decoration (Figures 46—7), it becomes clear that most specimens have analogies in Mazuria. At a closer look, almost all parallels to late fifth-century brooch ornamentation are also from Mazuria. Besides a I D fibula, grave 46 of the Tumiany ceme​tery produced a brooch imitating the early fifth-century Vinarice class. The fibula found in grave 85 at Kielary was associated with silver strap-ends from the first half of the sixth century. Outside Mazuria, specimens
255
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The making of the Slavs
Figure 44 Plotting of the nearest-neighbor similarity of forty-one brooches of
Werner's group I C

Elites and group identity
Figure 45 Distribution of "Slavic" bow fibulae of Werner's group I D
For legend, see Figure 50
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Figure 46 Cluster analysis of thirty-four brooches of Werner's group I D, in
relation to their ornamental patterns
of Werner's class I D are of a much later date, most likely of the late sixth century. This is the case of the fibula from the burial chamber 10 at Luchistoe (Crimea), which was found together with silver sheet brooches with trapezoidal head-plate (Ambroz's class II b) and a buckle with eagle-headed plate (Ambroz's class IV). Both have been dated to the late 500s and early 600s. An even later date may be assigned to the pair of I D brooches found at Edessa, in Greece, together with a buckle of the Syracuse class, which cannot be earlier than с. боо.41
Although I D fibulae were also found in the Middle Dnieper area, there are no analogies between them and Crimean brooches. In both areas, however, there are strong links to Mazurian specimens. By con​trast, Romanian brooches have closer links to each other than to outside specimens. This may suggest the existence of a local production.
41 Basel-Kleinhiiningen: Roth and Theune 1988:34. Tumiany: Jaskanis and Kachinski 1981:47 no. 47 and pi. 47/3; Kiihn 1974:565-71. Kielary: Kuhn 1981:183 no. 259 and pi. 41/259; Aberg 1919:98. Luchistoe: Aibabin 1990:22 and 199 fig. 20/6. Edessa: Petsas 1969:307 and fig. 320/ε, η.

Figure 47 Plotting of the nearest-neighbor similarity of thirty-four brooches
of Werner's group I D
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The making of the Slavs
Figure 48 Cluster analysis of eighteen brooches of Werners group I F, in
relation to their ornamental patterns
Moreover, there is at least one variant (represented by specimens found at Hansca, Budureasca, and Pruneni), which has no parallels in either Mazuria or Crimea. Production of this series may have involved the use of hard models, such as the silver-alloy model found at Bucharest-Tei, which is remarkably similar to the Hansca brooch.42
In sharp contrast to other series, Werner's group I F (Pietroasele) may have originated in Romania (Figures 41/4-5, 48, and 49). Fibulae of this group were modeled after specimens of the Aquileia class and decorated with scrollwork inspired by Gava-Domolospuszta metalwork, both from the late fifth century. Brooches cast in silver, with careful chip-carving in standard Gava-Domolospuszta style, were found at Pietroasele and Bucharest-Baneasa. By contrast, Mazurian brooches present a grossly simplified version of this ornament. Only two brooches found at Mr^gowo (graves 501 and 553b) have analogies outside Mazuria. No Romanian specimen was found in a datable archaeological context, but the unique association of a I F brooch with another of Werner's group I D in grave 424 at Mietkie suggests that the two groups coexisted. If, as
42 Bucharest-Tei: Rosetti 1934:207 fig. 1/4. Hansca: Rafalovich 19720:32—3, 196—7, 32 fig. 2, and 33 fig. 3/1. Budureasca: Teodor 1992:138 no. 3 and 147 fig. 6/3. Pruneni: Cornea 1972:15. For fibulae from Crimea and the Middle Dnieper area, see Ambroz 1970:74. Models in early medie​val metalworking: Capelle and Vierck 1971:51 and 86-7; Hines 1984:183 and 1997:211-13; Roth 1986:46 and 48; Mortimer 1994.
26О

Figure#49 Plotting of the nearest-neighbor similarity of eighteen brooches of
Werner's group I F
suggested by their archaeological context, some Mazurian I D brooches may be dated to the sixth century, then the burial assemblage at Mietkie could also be dated to that century as well. That the Werner I F group is of an earlier date than the others, perhaps from the first half of the sixth century, is also suggested by the fact that no such fibulae were found in Early Avar burial assemblages in Hungary.43
The main characteristic of Werner's group I G (Figures 41/1, 50, 51, and 52) is the tongs-shaped foot-plate, most probably inspired by early and mid-sixth-century Zangenfibeln. A large number of specimens, all found in Mazuria, display an elaborate ornamentation, which suggests links with Werners group I C (paw-shaped head-plate knobs, ribs on bow, etc.). No specimen of this series was found outside Mazuria, though
43 Pietroasele: Curta and Dupoi 1994-5. Bucharest-Baneasa: Constantiniu I905a:77—8 and 92 fig. 18. Mr^gowo: Kiihn 1956:95 and pi. 24/7, 12. Mietkie: Kulakov 1989:181 and 230 fig. 14/1. According to Manfred Menke (1990:151), the brooch found at Keszthely predates the migration of the Avars.
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Figure 50 Distribution of "Slavic" bow fibulae of Werner's group I G
the Dem'ianyv fibula displays a vaguely similar decoration on the foot​plate. This brooch is closely linked to four other specimens (Bratei, Davideni, Kiskoros, Caricin Grad), but not to those from the Middle Dnieper region or Crimea. This is a picture completely different from that given by the distribution of I F fibulae. Werner's group I G should therefore be dated much later than I F, but not later than, at least, some brooches of group I D. This results from the association of a brooch of Werner's group I D with a I G fibula in Luchistoe, burial chamber io.44
44 Dem'ianyv: Baran 1972:52 fig. 18/9. Bratei: Teodor 1992:138 no. 1. Davideni: Mitrea 1995:126 fig. 2/2. Kiskoros: Csallany 1961:230 and pi. 272/8. Caricin Grad: Mano-Zisi 1954—5:178 fig. 38. Luchistoe: Aibabin 1990:22 and 199 fig. 20/2. For fibulae of Werner's group I G and Zangenfibeln, see Popovic I984a:i74. For Zangenfibeln, see also Kuhn I965:pl. 82/19.1—27 and 1974:840. Such fibulae were still in use during the Early Avar period, as evidenced by the specimen found in a female grave at Varpalota (Werner 1962:65). For other possible parallels, see Petre 1966:265; Ibler 1992:144.
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Figure 51 Cluster analysis of twenty-one brooches of Werner's group I G, in
relation to their ornamental patterns
The same is true for Werner's group I H (Figure 41/7, 8; Figure 53). This group is characterized by extreme simplification and, with few exceptions, by the absence of any textural ornamentation. Group I H is not very· common in Mazurian cemeteries. A sixth-century date for this group is suggested by the association of a fibula found at Iatrus (Krivina) with a sixth-century bronze coin. At Pruneni, a I H fibula was found together with a brooch of Werner's group I D. Finally, the Seliste brooch was associated with a repousse bronze pendant, a dress accessory which appears in late sixth- and early seventh-century Ukrainian hoards of silver and bronze and in Early Avar assemblages in Hungary45
A date in the late sixth or early seventh century may be assigned to Werner's group IJ (Figure 54). This is supported by the association of the Ofoldeak brooch with glass beads with eye-shaped inlays in an Early Avar burial assemblage. Fibulae of Werner's group IJ may have been produced with copper-alloy models, such as that found in a jeweller's grave at Felnac, together with a complete set of models for belt plates. Some of these models may be linked to identical belt plates found in Early Avar
45 Iatrus: Herrmann 1979a:! 14—15 and 114 fig. 46/a. Pruneni: Fiedler 1992:100 no. 24. Seliste: Rafalovich and Lapushnian 1973:131 fig. 9/6.
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Figure 52 Plotting of the nearest-neighbor similarity of twenty-one brooches
of Werner's group I G

Figure 53 Distribution of "Slavic" bow fibulae of Werner's group I H
For legend, see Figure 50
mortuary assemblages together with solidi of Heraclius. The Felnac assemblage may therefore be dated to the 630s.46
A typical feature for Werners group II С (Figure 41/9; Figure 55) is the circle-and-spot decoration, which Werner himself viewed as a "cheap imitation" of the scrollwork ornament. Brooches of this group may be dated to the second half of the sixth century on the basis of the associa​tion of a specimen found at Carevec with a cast fibula with bent stem dated to Justin Us reign. The same is true for the fibula found in a house
46 Ofoldeak: Csallany 1961:138 and pi. 191/16 and 259/1. Felnac: Domotor 1901:63 pi. 1/5, 7; Hampel I9oo:pl. 11/5. For dated belt-plates from Hajdudorog and Sanpetru German, see Garam 1992:155 and 160.
264

at Caricin Grad, which, besides a cast fibula with bent stem, also pro​duced an earring with basket-shaped pendant of the Allach class, dated to с 6oo. At Szigetszentmiklos-Haros, a II С fibula was found together with two gold earrings with globe pendants. Such earrings were found at Szentendre in association with a tremissis struck for Justin II. The fibula from grave 86 at Suuk Su, in Crimea, was found in association with a bronze coin issued for Emperor Maurice and dated to 597—602. To the same date point the hat-shaped and repousse bronze pendants found at Luchistoe (burial chambers 38 and 54) and Mokhnach. Such artifacts are common with late sixth- and early seventh-century hoards of silver and bronze, such as Sudzha and Nova Odessa (Chapter 5). Crimean brooches coincide in time, for many were found in association with the same
265
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Figure 54 Distribution of "Slavic" bow fibulae of Werner's group IJ
For legend, see Figure 50
artifact-categories (silver sheet brooches, repousse bronze pendants, buckles with eagle-headed plates).47
When examining the plotting of the cluster analysis of thirty-five brooches of Werner's group II С (Figures 56—7), it becomes readily obvious that, with few exceptions, all specimens are linked to Crimean brooches. All fibulae found in hoards in Left Bank Ukraine or in Early Avar burials in Hungary have analogies in one of the four Crimean ceme​teries (Eski Kermen, Luchistoe, Suuk Su, and Artek) which produced such brooches. Moreover, there is a striking resemblance between the
47 Carevec: Kharalambieva 1993:25 and 26 fig. 1/1. Caricin Grad: Mano-Zisi 1958:312—13 and 327 fig. 39. Szigetszentmiklos-Haros: Sos 1961:51 and 40 fig. 11/1. Suuk Su: Repnikov 1906:23 and pi. vni/4. Luchistoe: Aibabin 1990: 22 and 196 fig. 17/5, 6. Mokhnach: Aksenov and Babenko 1998:113-14 and 114 fig. 3/1—2. For circle-and-spot decoration as imitation of scrollwork, see Werner 1950:163. Allach earrings: Bierbrauer 1987:147; FUemer 1992:126.

Figure 55 Distribution of "Slavic" bow fibulae of Werner's group II С
For legend, see Figure 50
fibula from the Martynovka hoard and the specimens found at Cherkassy and Luchistoe 36, including the characteristic rectangular lattice pattern on the foot-plate. The only difference is that instead of circle-and-spot, the Martynovka fibula is covered with scrollwork ornamentation. That this correspondence also points to a coincidence in time is demonstrated by the association of the Martynovka fibula with a silver cup bearing four stamps dated to Justin II's reign. Crimean burials with bow fibulae include "citations" from contemporary hoards of silver and bronze, such as female dress accessories. By contrast, there are no fibulae of this group in Mazuria.48
48 Cherkassy: Werner 1950:160 and pi. 37/12. Luchistoe: Aibabin I99o:pp. 22 and 196 fig. Г7/3. The northernmost specimen of this series was recently found in a hillfort near Mogilev (Belarus). See Sedin 1995:163 and 162 fig. 3.
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Elites and group identity
The making of the Slavs
Mear Neighbour Clustering of UERMER II С CDAMCEMI-SUUK SU)
Similarity Coefficient: Jaccard Number of Neighbours considered: 2Θ
Figure 56 Cluster analysis of thirty-five brooches of Werner's group II C, in
relation to their ornamental patterns
268

Figure 57 Plotting of the nearest-neighbor similarity of thirty-five brooches of
Werner's group II С
What immediately follows from this analysis is that all bow fibulae con​sidered here were "in fashion" around year 600, though they certainly enjoyed different popularity rates (Table 8). This is even true in spite of their different distribution patterns. Though no fibulae of Werners groups I С and IJ were worn in Crimea, and, accordingly, no Mazurian site yielded any II С brooches, all groups occurred at different moments in time in the Lower Danube region. As plottings of various cluster analyses show, fibulae found in this region have multiple links to brooches from distant areas, such as Mazuria or Crimea. The dissemination of the ornamental patterns described by these plottings may indicate the extent of social connections between manufacturers, clients, or wearers. Linked pieces of ornamental metalwork are likely to emphasize the extent of the movement of people and, therefore, of contact.
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The making of the Slavs Table 8 Chronology of "Slavic" bow fibulae
Notes:
dots: date range possible but uncertain
bold line: firm date range
During the first half of the sixth century, brooches of group I F, such as found in the southern area of present-day Romania (Pietroasele, Bucharest-Baneasa), were imitated by brooches found in Mazuria and in the Middle Dnieper area. At about the same time, brooches of group I D, the earliest specimens of which are those of Mazuria, may have served as models for those found in Romania and the Middle Dnieper region. In Mazuria, at least, these two groups coexisted, as shown by the assem​blage of grave 424 at Mietkie. During the 500s, smaller and more simple replicas of the I D series were produced in Romania and the neighbor​ing regions (Hansca, Budureasca, Pruneni, Bucharest-Tei).
Brooches of group I C, which probably originated in Mazuria, made their way into Romanian assemblages dated to the second half of the sixth century. At that time, I D brooches were still in fashion, as indicated by the association of the two groups in the assemblage of grave 211 at Bratei. It is possible that in the meantime, IB brooches, which most likely originated in the Balkans, had already reached Mazuria.49
Probably during the reigns of Justin II and Maurice, the first brooches of group II С appeared in Crimean mortuary assemblages, as circle-and-spot replicas of contemporary brooches with scrollwork decoration, such as that found at Martynovka. Brooches of Werner's group II С rapidly spread to the Balkans, to Hungary and to Left Bank Ukraine, but not to Mazuria. By the end of the sixth century, I G brooches appeared in Crimea and some other places, which were similar with, but not identi-
49 Mietkie: Kuhn 1956:90 and 95, pi. xxn/11.7 and xxiv/8. Bratei: Teodor 1992:137; and Eugenia Zaharia (personal communication, 1992). For linked pieces of ornamental metalwork as indicat​ing movement of people, see Arjnold 1997:140—1.
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cal to, a specifically Mazurian series. Shortly before or after с. боо, a dis​tinct series of the group I B was produced, which substituted the scroll​work decoration with a purely geometric pattern. This is also the period in which the exceptional Prunkfibel from Co§oveni was manufactured. After 600, I D brooches similar to those in fashion in Mazuria during the sixth century appeared in Greece (Edessa) and Crimea (Luchistoe). This coincided in time with the introduction of I C brooches with two pairs of bird-heads, such as those from Gamba§ and Kruja, and of I H brooches with three or five knobs.
It appears that early sixth-century distributions were more localized than late sixth- or early seventh-century ones, when we see a greater degree of interconnectedness. The apparent patterning among groups of brooches and types of ornament raises some important questions. Theoretically, the dissemination of a brooch-form or of ornamental details may take place at any time through the movement from one area to the other of either brooches (as gifts or trade), with or without their owners, of models for brooches, or, finally, of craftsmen carrying manu​factured brooches or models.50 Werner believed that "Slavic" bow fibulae reached Mazuria in exchange for amber. In reality, many Mazurian spec​imens antedate their analogies found outside Mazuria. In addition, there are no finds of Baltic amber on any sixth- and seventh-century site in eastern and southern Romania. By contrast, the majority of amber beads in the Danube region are those from contemporary assemblages in "Gepidia."
Another interpretation favors the idea of moving craftsmen. Prevailing views about the organization of production in the early Middle Ages are still based on the idea of itinerant specialists. Finds of models, such as those from Bucharest-Tei and Felnac, were believed to be sufficient proof for itinerant craftsmen carrying durable bronze or leaden models, which presumably allowed the creation of the brooch design in two-piece clay molds. There are indeed some examples of bow fibulae which accord with the idea of models being used, but there are more examples which do so only partially, if at all. There is little evidence for the physical copying of an existing brooch, though some parts of brooches may have been reproduced very closely, probably by some mechanical means, such as templates. Furthermore, the metallographic analysis of one brooch from the Ukrainian site Pastyrs'ke yielded different alloy compositions for the head- and foot-plate, respectively. That each brooch may have been made from its individual model makes the idea of an itinerant crafts​man carrying bronze or leaden models for each brooch pair a nonsense.
50 Leigh 1991: 117; Hines 1997:213; Arnold 1997:145.
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In addition, there is clear evidence of local production. A soapstone mold for bow fibulae was found, along with other smelting implements, in a sunken building at Bernashivka, near Mohyliv Podils'kyi (Ukraine). Although, to my knowledge, there is no matching brooch for the mold from Bernashivka except the pair of brooches found in burial chamber io at Luchistoe, the mold itself suggests that production was based on a different technology than that implied by the existence of bronze or lead-alloy models. Models presuppose two model- and mold-making pieces. A stone mold excludes the use of models, because the technique employed in this case is the lost-wax process. Regional variation is cer​tainly possible and we should probably envisage multiple technologies being used at the same time for the production of the same class of arti​facts.51
The absence of exact replication with many groups of bow fibulae is a strong indication that each brooch or pair of brooches was produced as required, probably for only one occasion at a time. This shifts the empha​sis from manufacturer to user or wearer. In Mazurian graves, bow fibulae
ν
were never associated with spurs. Eduard Sturms first interpreted this dichotomy as indication of gender division: bow fibulae were usually found in female graves, while spurs may have been male attributes. Within the Merovingian world, bow fibulae found with women, usually late adolescents or adults (twenty to forty years old), suggest a "threshold of acquisition" exactly comparable with access to shields and/or swords (spatha or sax) among weapon-bearing men. This arguably took place at marriage. Furthermore, the absence of brooches or other dress-fasteners from other female graves might lead to the conclusion that access to brooches was also dependent upon social status.52
The existing archaeological evidence shows that brooches worn with the female dress were easily visible, probably the most visible accessories, a particular sort of badge. They may have played an important commu​nicative role particularly in public, "beyond-the-households" contexts of social action.53 This is substantiated by a comparison of distributions for
4
51
Lost-wax procedure: Franke 1987. Itinerant specialists: Werner 1970; Capelle and Vierck 1971;
Teodorescu 1972. Metallographic analysis: Prikhodniuk 1994:63. Local production of fibulae:
D^browski 1980; Vinokur 1994. For the pair of brooches from Luchistoe that match the
Bernashivka mold, see Aibabin 1984:239 and fig. 1.
52
Sasse 1990:48 and 56. Brooches and female burials: Sturms 1950:21; Jaskanis and Kachinski
1981:31; StrauB 1992:70; Dickinson 1993:39. Studies based on microwear analysis suggest that
there is a direct correlation between the degree of use and the age of the wearer, which may indi​
cate that the same brooches acquired at betrothal or marriage were then worn during the rest of
the lifetime. See Martin 1987:278 and 280; Nieke 1993:129; contra: Clauss 1987:530 and 564. The
early ninth-century Lex Thuringorum clearly states that brooches (nuscae) were inherited by daugh​
ters from their mothers (ed. Claudius von Schwerin (Hannover: Hahnsche Buchhandlung, 1918),
с 28, tit. 6.6). 53 The phrase "beyond-the-households" context is that of Conkey 1991.
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Figure 58 Distribution of principal classes of fibulae in the Lower Danube
region
variqus classes of sixth- and seventh-century brooches on both sides of the Danube frontier. Uwe Fiedler noted a sharp contrast between the dis​tribution of Aquileia brooches and that of "Slavic" bow fibulae.54 The contrast is "even more evident when we take into consideration other classes, such as simple and cast fibulae with bent stem (Figure 58). Despite continuous interaction, there is a tendency for bow fibulae to cluster north of the Danube river. By contrast, finds of fibulae with bent stem and cast fibulae concentrate in early Byzantine forts south of the river. This suggests that bow fibulae communicated a locative imagery, which went beyond the simple delimiting of a space of origin. Like bow fibulae in the Carpathian basin (Chapter 5), they may have been used for build​ing ethnic boundaries. On the other hand, the manner in which deco​rative patterns displayed by bow fibulae were interchanged and new ones occasionally added indicated a sort of heraldry, perhaps denoting individ​ual descent groups. If this is true, linked patterns of brooch ornamenta-* tion may point to long-distance relations between such groups, perhaps exogamy.
54 Fiedler 1992:91—105.
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Bow fibulae may thus indicate movement of people. This movement, however, was not a migration in the true sense of the word. Networks of linked fibulae may testify to a different form of mobility, that of gifts or of women married to distant groups in forging alliances. There are two reasons for favoring this approach. First, the movement of ornamental patterns is not that of a unidirectional movement of people, but a two-way transfer: some brooch-forms traveled north, others moved south, often at about the same time. Second, there is no fibula which may be ascribed to any one region alone, despite the precedence taken at times by Mazuria or Crimea in the dissemination of new forms. As soon as a new group emerged, linked specimens spread rapidly over wide distances, a phenomenon which could hardly be explained by means of itinerant specialists or transmission of models. Moreover, there is no chain of com​munication between the main areas of dissemination and, at times, no links exist between fibulae found in adjacent territories.
Everything points to the conclusion that "Slavic" bow fibulae were not simply symbols of social status or gender, but badges of power. This was the power of those able to establish long-distance relations and thus to yield influence. Like amber beads or Scandinavian brooches in "Gepidia," "Slavic" bow fibulae may have started by being exotic enough to produce prestige. They did not become "Slavic," therefore, until some time after contact with a distant dissemination center, especially Mazuria, was established. Soon thereafter, a transferred "model" was copied in less sophisticated forms apparently in response to an exclusively local demand. It is no accident that all groups coexisted shortly before and after с. боо. This is the period in which symbols of personal identity seem to have been in higher demand. Brooch-forms borrowed from other cultu​ral settings were now culturally authenticated and an "emblemic style" emerged, which existed only in the repetitions and contrasts created by the replication of ornamental patterns or forms.
The social meaning attached to these dress accessories may have also been fixed in time, as the rise of Slavic "kings," many of whom were able to mobilize large numbers of warriors in successful raids across the Danube, necessitated markers of sharper social differentiation. What dis​tinguishes the area south and east of the Carpathian mountains on a dis​tribution map is the fact that a large number of bow fibulae were found in settlements, not in mortuary assemblages (Figure 59). Despite system​atic excavations and, in some cases, a considerable number of settlement features unearthed, no settlement produced more than one brooch. In most cases, the building in which this brooch was found was also the one with the richest furnishings, which may indicate that access to brooches as symbols of identity was restricted to elites. More important, the intra-
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Figure 59 Distribution of bow fibulae (circle: stray find; star: found in a sunken building) in relation to sixth- and seventh-century settlements
(rectangle)
Insert: the territory of modern Bucharest
site distribution of artifacts, as I will show in the next section, points to the use of material culture, including brooches, for the construction of a new social hierarchy.
Not all "Slavic" bow fibulae should be dated to the seventh century, as Werner once believed. Some, like group I F, were in fashion in the early 500s. For many groups, the earliest specimens are those from Mazuria, which suggests that they were neither Slavic inventions, nor products of early Byzantine workshops.55 The dissemination of bow fibulae to the Lower Danube region, as well as to other areas, is likely to indicate long​distance contacts between communities and to signalize the rise of indi​viduals having the ability both to entertain such contacts and to employ craftspersons experienced enough to replicate ornamental patterns and brooch-forms. Instead of treating "Slavic" bow fibulae as "index-fossils" for the migration of the Slavs, we should therefore regard them as indi​cators of contacts established by such individuals and as symbols of social identity.
55 Slavic inventions: Werner 1950. Byzantine artifacts: Petre 1966; Pallas 1981.
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grubenhAuser, pots, and clay pans: material culture
in action
Some ioo sixth- and seventh-century settlements have been excavated so far in Romania, Ukraine, Moldova, Poland, and Slovakia. Only a few were systematically explored. There are even fewer cases in which research was designed on a micro-regional scale from the beginning. It is not easy to generalize from this patchy evidence, but a settlement pattern is already visible. In Slovakia, as well as in Walachia (southern Romania), settlements are located on the lowest river terraces, below the 200— or 300-meter contour, at the interface between everglades and higher ground. In Walachia, this specific settlement pattern did not go unno​ticed by contemporary sources. The largest number of settlements are sited on rich soils, stagnogleys or chernozems. Those which have been systematically excavated proved to be no larger than 0.5 to 2 hectares, with a small number of features per habitation phase, ranging from ten to fifteen.56
Though still limited, micro-regional research offers some glimpse into the phenomenon of settlement mobility Suzana Dolinescu-Ferche's work at Dulceanca, near the modern city of Alexandria (Romania), admirably demonstrates how sixth- and seventh-century settlements were relocated. The first identifiable occupation at Dulceanca was a fifteen-feature settlement, which was abandoned at some point during the 500s. A new settlement grew at 1 km distance from the old one, on the bank of the Burdea creek (Dulceanca II). During the second half of the sixth century, this settlement moved to the south (Dulceanca III). It was smaller (nine features), of briefer duration, and more dispersed. Another seventh-century settlement was installed here some time after the previous one was abandoned. It is apparent from all this that Dulceanca was not a village but a series of shifting hamlets. It is very likely that these transfers were brought about by the condition of arable land losing its fertility after repeated cultivation without manuring, and regaining it only after several years.57
56
Strategikon xi 4.38: "The settlements (τα χωρία) of the Slavs and Antes lie in a row along the
rivers, very close to one another. In fact, there is practically no space between them, and they are
bordered by forests, swamps, beds of reeds." Suzana Dolinescu-Ferche's work in the Vedea valley
of southern Romania is a unique and excellent example of micro-regional research. See
Dolinescu-Ferche 1967, 1973, 1974, 1984, 1986, 1992, and 1995. For settlement location, see
ν
Salkovsky 1988:387; Dolinescu-Ferche 1984:122—3. For the number of residential units per hab​itation phase, see Pleinerova 1980:51; Timoshchuk 1985:12. Settlements in Walachia tend to have larger numbers (twenty to thirty) of sunken buildings per occupation phase (Dolinescu-Ferche 1984:124).
57
Pleinerova 1980:53—4; Beranova 1976:437 and 1984:12. For a description of "itinerant agricul​
ture," see Stahl 1980:61. Dulceanca I: Dolinescu-Ferche 1974. Dulceanca II: Dolinescu-Ferche
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Two types of buildings were found on settlements of this period. Ground-level buildings were only found at Dulceanca I, but this may only be the result of exceptionally careful methods of excavation of that site. The largest proportion of settlement features were, however, sunken buildings of the kind known in Germany as Grubenhauser and in Russia as poluzemlianki (Figures 60, 61, and 62). The Russian word refers to a struc​ture partially dug into the ground, often less than 1 m deep. The structure had a gable roof, as suggested by postholes found on either two or all sides of the pit. Table 9 shows that this was, by no means, a general rule. Relatively large settlements, such as Dulceanca II or Filia§, produced no buildings with posts, while others had considerably fewer buildings without posts. Despite comparatively smaller number of cases with posts in Walachia (Bucharest-Baneasa, Bucharest-Militari, Bucharest-Straule§ti, and Dulceanca), there seems to be no regional pattern. Moreover, a few seventh-century, or even later, sites produced evidence of tent-like, circu​lar buildings, with one central and a multitude of surrounding posts, which were interpreted as yurts.58
The actual Grubenhaus was erected over a rectangular pit, ranging in size from four to over twenty-five square meters of floor area. Table 10 shows the degree of variation within each listed settlement. A pattern is easily discernable. On sixth- and seventh-century sites east and south of the Carpathians, the majority of sunken buildings were under fifteen square meters of floor area. The same is true for contemporary settle​ments in "Gepidia," such as Bratei or Mores, ti. By contrast, all wattle-
1986. Dulceanca III and IV: Dolinescu-Ferche 1992. Despite claims to the contrary, there is no evidence, neither at Dulceanca, nor on any other site in Walachia, of slash-and-burn agriculture, which is archaeologically visible through evidence of woodland, growing cereals, and high pro​portions of hunted animals. Judging from the existing evidence, the dominant pattern seems to have been some flexible form of natural fallow sequence in which arable lands were periodically left to lie fallow for a varying number of years, sometimes for a period sufficient for old fields to turn back to waste land. No parts of plows were found on any sixth-century site, and the number of agricultural tools is very limited. The plowshares cited by Igor Gorman (1998:30—1) and Magdalena Beranova (1976:433—4) are not of the sixth and seventh centuries. That cultivation of cereals was the basic economic activity is, however, confirmed not only by contemporary sources (cf Strategikon xi 4.5), but also by the relatively large number of querns found on sixth- and seventh-century sites, all of which belong to Minasian's class I. See Minasian 1978:104 and 110. Very few, if any, such implements appear on contemporary sites in the Middle and Upper Dnieper area, where querns were found only on seventh- and eighth-century sites. See Sedov 1982:40. 58 The largest number of buildings with posts, often in six-, seven-, eight-, and nine-post array, were found at More§ti, Kodyn, and Boto§ana. The first two sites also produced evidence of an earlier occupation phase, dated to the late fifth or early sixth century, which suggests that such buildings are older than those without posts. On the other hand, the absence of postholes does not neces​sarily indicate buildings without posts, for the ethnographic evidence demonstrates that buildings often had posts, which left no trace in the archaeological record. See Rappoport 1975:114; Timoshchuk 1978:188. Yurts: Vazharova 1971:18; Bcma 1973:68; Cremosnik 1980:137 and 140. Dulceanca I: Dolinescu-Ferche 1974:63— 80. Regional patterns: Rappoport 1972:229; Pleinerova 1979:631.
277

[image: image31.jpg]Jem. 2





[image: image32.jpg]



[image: image33.jpg]



[image: image34.jpg]



The making of the Slavs

Elites and group identity
Figure 61 Seliste, sunken buildings 5 and 6 with stone ovens; plans and
artifacts found in sunken building 5 Source: Rafalovich 1972b: 136 fig. 11.
Figure 6o Seliste, six-post array in sunken building 2 with stone oven; plan
and associated artifacts
Source: Rafalovich 1972b: 132 figs. 7—8 (re-combined).
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Table 9 Sunken buildings in sixth- and seventh-century settlements
Buildings
without
posts
Figure 62 Recea, sunken building with stone oven; plan and profiles
Source: Rafalovich 1972c: 64 fig. 10.
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	Settlement
	1
	2
	3
	4 5
	6
	7
	8
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	Total
	posts

	Bacau
	
	I
	I
	2
	
	1
	
	
	5
	3

	Biharea
	
	I
	
	
	
	
	I
	
	2
	0

	Boto§ana
	
	3
	I
	1 2
	4
	2
	6
	2 I
	22
	1

	Bratei
	η
	8
	2
	2 I
	
	
	
	
	20
	50

	Bucharest-Baneasa
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	9
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	I
	
	2
	
	
	
	
	3
	6
	

	Bucharest-Ghivan
	
	
	2
	I
	
	
	
	3
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	Bucharest-Maicanes,ti
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0 8
	
	

	Bucharest-Militari
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	8
	

	Bucharest-Straule§ti
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	7
	

	Ca^elu Nou
	2
	1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	3
	5

	Cernat
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	4

	Cucorani
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	
	2
	4

	Danceni
	
	
	
	I
	
	
	
	
	1
	0

	Davideni
	I
	
	
	I I
	
	
	
	
	3
	27

	Dip§a
	
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	8

	Dodes,ti
	
	I
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	4

	Dulceanca I
	2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	2
	18

	Dulceanca II
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	13

	Dulceanca III
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	8

	Dulceanca IV
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	13

	Filia§
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	33

	Gorecha
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	I
	1
	3
	0

	Gutina§
	
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	1
	6

	Hansca
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	II

	Ia§i-Nicolina
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	3

	Izvoare-Bahna
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	7

	Kavetchina
	I
	
	
	I
	1
	
	
	
	3
	20

	Kiev
	
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	2

	Kodyn
	9
	5
	3
	3 4
	5
	4
	6
	2 I
	42
	9

	Lazuri
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	2

	Malu Ro§u
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	2

	Malae§ti
	
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	I
	0

	Moresti
	
	7
	2
	6
	5
	1
	
	I I
	23
	13

	Obukhyv
	
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	2

	Oreavu
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	0
	1

	Poian
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	15

	Recea
	I
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	I

	§apte-Bani (Hucea)
	
	
	
	
	
	I
	
	I
	6
	

	Seliste
	
	
	2
	
	
	I
	
	
	3
	3
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	0
	8

	Skibincy
	
	
	1
	
	
	
	
	I
	2
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Table io Size of sunken buildings from sixth- and seventh-century settlements
by floor area
	
	
	Floor
	area (in sq. meters)
	
	Total number

	Settlement
	4-10
	10-15
	15-20
	20-5
	over 25
	of buildings

	Cernat
	4
	
	
	
	
	6

	Cucorani
	1
	2
	2
	
	
	7

	Gutina§
	1
	5
	1
	
	
	7

	Seli§te
	2
	3
	1
	
	
	14

	Izvoare-Bahna
	3
	3
	I
	
	
	7

	Bucharest-Ciurel
	3
	3
	I
	I
	
	10

	Bacau
	3
	2
	I
	I
	
	8

	Filias,
	5
	15
	II
	
	
	40

	Botosana
	4
	I7
	3
	
	
	31

	Poian
	5
	7
	3
	I
	
	32

	Davideni
	8
	9
	2
	
	
	46

	More§ti
	II
	16
	4
	2
	1
	37

	Kavetchina
	15
	4
	2
	I
	
	37

	Kodyn
	16
	12
	2
	I
	1
	32

	Bratei
	34
	18
	5
	
	
	74

	Budeni
	
	3
	
	
	
	3

	Dode§ti
	
	5
	
	
	
	6

	Dip§a
	
	6
	2
	
	
	17

	Kiev
	
	2
	1
	
	
	3

	Semenki
	
	3
	1
	2
	2
	14

	Svetinja
	
	
	I
	2
	3
	7


Note: There is a difference between numbers of buildings within size categories and the total number of buildings because there is not enough information for аД houses within each individual settlement to allow ordering within any one of the size categories given in the table.
walled houses found on the early Byzantine site at Svetinja, near Viminacium (see chapter 4) are over twenty square meters of floor area. To explain this pattern is not easy,but an experiment stemming from excavations of the early medieval settlement at Bfezno, near Prague, might offer some hints. The building experiment consisted of two houses, which were exact replicas of two sunken buildings excavated on the site, one of the late sixth or early seventh century, the other of the ninth. The sixth- to seventh-century feature was relatively large (4.20 χ 4.6o m) and deep (80 cm under the original ground). The excavation of the rectangular pit represented some fifteen cubic meters of earth. The excavation, as well as other, more complex, operations, such as binding horizontal sticks on the truss or felling and transport of trees, required a
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minimum of two persons. The building of the house took 860 hours, which included the felling of trees for rafters and the overall preparation of the wood. Building the actual house required 2.5 cubic meters of wood (ash, oak, and beech). In itself, the superstructure swallowed two cubic meters of wood. Three to four cubic meters of clay were neces​sary fof daubing the walls and reeds harvested from some 1,000 square meters, for the covering of the superstructure. Assuming sixty to seventy working hours per week and a lot more experience and skills for the early medieval builders, the house may have been built in three to four
weeks.59
The experiment clearly demonstrated that a house like that could accommodate a family of no more than five (the experimental family included two adults and two children), provided that the available room was divided and certain activities were assigned fixed places. This suggests that, despite claims to the contrary, the basic social unit represented in sixth- and seventh-century settlements was the minimal family. The average settlement may have consisted therefore of some fifty to seventy individuals. This further suggests that the lowest level at which the archaeological evidence from settlements should be interpreted is most likely that of descent groups. Occasional finds of intrasite graves of infants, which were buried next to sunken buildings, points to the same
direction.60
The most important characteristic of sixth- and seventh-century sunken buildings in Eastern Europe is the presence of a stone oven placed in one of the corners and built directly on the floor. At a micro-regional level, there seems to be some consistency in terms of the position of the oven within the house, though it is not clear whether this should be inter​preted as a practical response to local conditions (such as wind direction) or as emblemic style. Volodymyr Baran claimed that the stone oven was a Slavic ethnic badge, for the earliest examples of Gnibenhauser equipped
59
Pleinerova 1986:113-14 and 139. Various prohibitions (e.g., selection of the building site, propi​
tious time for starting the building, etc.), as well as a number of ritual practices pertaining to the
symbolism attached to the house, some of which are known from the ethnographic evidence,
may have considerably delayed the building process. See Vareka 1994.
60
Intrasite children burials: Dolinescu-Ferche 1992:133; Bona 1973:72. Four other intrasite burials
were found at Korchak IX and Teterevka (Rusanova I973b4)· In the absence of datable artifacts,
their chronology is uncertain. For residential units and minimal families, see Rappoport 1975:154;
Prikhodniuk 1988:189; Timoshchuk 1990^184; Parczewski 1993:113- See also Cilinska 1980:80-
1; Litavrin 1987:36. Many scholars believe that the extended family group is archaeologically
visible through long-houses (Wohnstallhduser), a feature typical for early medieval sites m Central
Europe. See Baran, Maksimov, and Magomedov 1990:122-3; Heather 1991^58. According to B.
A. Timoshchuk, however, the extended family group may also be associated with sunken build​
ings surrounding a central area, as on the Ukrainian sites Kodyn II and Semenki. See Timoshchuk
i99oa:i32. For estimated numbers of inhabitants, see Timoshchuk 1985:12; for slightly larger esti​
mates, see Baran 1986:168.
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with such ovens were found in association with fourth-century sites in that area of the Chernyakhov culture, in which Baran believed the early Slavic culture originated. Others emphasized the contrast between "Slavic" Grubenhduser with stone ovens and sunken buildings found on early medieval sites in Central and Western Europe, which had no heating facility. That a strong relationship existed between sunken build​ings and stone ovens is confirmed by the Bfezno building experiment mentioned above, which also included measurements of heating during winter time (January through early February). In temperatures below zero Centigrade, a replica of a late sixth- and early seventh-century sunken building with stone oven offered protection of some six to seven degrees centigrade. Intensive heating during more than two weeks, which required 1.35 cubic meters of wood, increased the average tem​perature inside the house from seven to fourteen degrees centigrade. Between twelve and eighteen cubic meters of wood may have been nec​essary to maintain this temperature through the cold season. The experi​ment demonstrated that thermal isolation was considerably enhanced by sinking the floor below the ground level. This concern with maintain​ing a comfortable temperature for indoor activities may also be recog​nized in cases where ovens were built in clay, not in stone, as in all four settlements at Dulceanca. Such ovens were often associated with clay rolls found in great numbers on the hearth, which may have served for retain​ing heat within the oven area. There are also examples of sunken build​ings equipped with two ovens, only one of which produced clay rolls (as in Dulceanca II). The other must have been used for cooking.61
If regional variation in oven building can easily be detected, it is much more difficult to explain it, for no one-to-one relationship seems to exist between the kind of oven preferred and resources available. Clay ovens often occur in regions which were otherwise rich in stone, sometimes in association with stone ovens, either within the same settlement or even within the same building. A distribution map of sixth- and seventh-century heating facilities (Figure 63) suggests that the contrast is not simply one between buildings with stone or clay ovens and buildings without ovens, as Peter Donat once suggested. Many sixth-century forts in the Balkans produced evidence of brick ovens, but not of stone or clay ones. The remarkable cluster of clay ovens in Walachia, close to the
61 Dolinescu-Ferche 1995:173—6. Clay rolls: Tel'nov 1991:159; Dolinescu-Ferche 1995:163; Gorman 1998:27. Clay ovens: Dolinescu-Ferche 1995:162; Gavritukhin 1993:110. Bfezno experiment: Pleinerova 1986:145, 148, and 152—3. In a constantly inhabited building, the tem​perature may have been even higher, for additional heating may have been given by taking in domestic animals, such as sheep or goat. In addition to heating, some eighteen cubic meters of firewood per year may have been necessary for cooking. Stone ovens and Slavs: Tel'nov 1991:161-2; Baran 1986:170; Vakulenko 1983:176; Donat 1980:57.
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Figure 63 Distribution of heating facilities on sixth- and seventh-century sites
Danube frontier, may therefore represent not just a local adaptation of the standard sunken building with stone oven, but a stylistic variation.62
This may also be true when we examine another class of evidence, that of pottery As shown in the first chapter, it was often believed that Slavic ethnicity was "represented" by the Prague type, reified as ethnic badge. The Romanian archaeologist Ion Nestor asserted that potsherds exhibiting rilling or, in the case of bases, concentric striations caused by removing the vessel while the wheel was still turning, were either "imports" or later developments of the early Slavic culture.63 Soviet and Bulgarian archaeologists emphasized handmade pottery as a hallmark of Slavic ethnicity. Some even insisted that the Slavic pottery is character​ized by the use of specific tempers, such as crushed sherds. Suzana Dolinescu-Ferche's excavations at Dulceanca I proved, however, that local potters fired both handmade and wheelmade pottery in the same kiln. There are few studies based on textural or petrological analysis and even fewer in which the focus is the basic technique used for construct​ing the pot. The potter may have divided the pot conceptually into
62
Donat 1980; Salkovsky 1993:73.
63
Nestor 1969:141—7. For a recent version of this theory, see Corman 1998:64—5.
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various parts and used different sequences for building the vessel, such as "opening" the lump of clay by inserting fingers and squeezing the clay (pinching technique) or constructing the vessel from upside down, using one or more slabs of clay (slab modeling). From a cognitive point of view, these are fundamental aspects which link pottery-making to other aspects of culture and permeate very large areas of the activity of any group of people. In terms of a chaine operatoire approach, it is interesting to note that all handmade pots from the Ukrainian site at Rashkov were made using the coiling technique. More studies are needed, however, for making comparisons which may be relevant for the question of ethnic identity.64
Another possibility is to treat pots as tools, for their shapes and, to a certain extent, their decoration are constrained by their intended con​texts and conditions of use. Recent studies have shown a strong correla​tion between volume and shape of vessels found on many early medieval sites. The Brezno experiment demonstrated that three-liter pots were the most suitable for cooking soups and porridges, while one-liter pots served as containers for milk and for manipulation. All cooking opera​tions were performed using a set of eleven pots of different shapes and three vessels of wood. This is also confirmed by ethnographic studies, which reveal that full vessel assemblages in present-day communities typ​ically consist of between eight and twenty morphological vessel types.65
The experiment suggests that early medieval pottery-making may have operated on the basis of "prototypic shapes," mental models of the potter's preference for morphological set attributes, which could be rec​ognized in vessels belonging to the same family. Other studies show that despite variation in size, functionally equivalent vessels in various ceramic
64 Baran I988a:52. Chaine operatoire approach: Richards 1982:35; Rice 1987:124-7; Guthnick 1988:91-3; Cowgill 1990:73; Van Der Leeuw 1994. For a classification of medieval pottery on the basis of fabric, see McCorry and Harper 1984. Slavs and crushed-sherd tempered pottery: Rafalovich 1972c: 137; Rusanova 1973b: 12. Dulceanca kiln: Dolinescu-Ferche 1969. Such kilns were capable of producing and maintaining temperatures over 800 degrees centigrade. See Pleiner 1988. In most other cases, handmade pots were fired using the clamp method, i.e., a bed of fuel, then pottery, and finally more fuel on top. Temperatures attained by such bonfires range between 600 and 800 degrees centigrade. For an archaeological example of open firing, see Rafalovich 19720:138.
In archaeological contexts, however, it is impossible to use potsherds for making statements about parent population assemblages, for the number of pots from which we have a sample is unknown and one cannot tell what proportion of the population is missing. See Orton 1993:178. Pots as tools: Braun 1980 and 1983; Shapiro 1984; Smith 1988. For the relation between form and content in ceramic classification, see also Zedeno 1985. For the correlation between volume and shape, see Bialekova and Tirpakova 1983. Vessel assemblages in present-day communities: Hally 1986:273 and 275. Brezno experiment: Pleinerova 1986:162; Pleinerova and Neustupny 1987:90-101 and 119 pi. πι. The use of wooden vessels is archaeologically confirmed. See Fusek, Stassikova-Stukovska, and Batora 1993:34.
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assemblages display identical proportions. There are many methods for shape representation for boundary retrieval and display using pattern matching to provide automatic retrieval. However, handmade pots from early medieval ceramic assemblages in Eastern Europe are typically asym​metrical, which suggests that approaches based on vessel ratios should be preferred to those based on vessel profiles. The advantage of using ratios is that they eliminate all differences which would arise in comparing vessels of similar shape but different size. In Eastern Europe, the most popular approach to shape analysis based on vessel ratios is that pioneered by the Russian archaeologist Vladimir Gening, who inspired Irina Rusanova's analysis of early Slavic pottery. The method is still used, with slight variations, by archaeologists working with sixth- and seventh-century ceramic assemblages in Romania, Moldova, Slovakia, and Poland. Genning's approach consists of a number of basic measurements made from scale drawings of vessels (Figure 64), which are then used to derive shape variables, viewed as ratios between these measurements. Classification is obtained by applying the Robinson coefficient of agree​ment to the matrix of shape variables. Classes of pottery are thus derived, which are then considered as chronologically sensitive and used for dating sites.66
The classification of sixth- and seventh-century pots tound on mst European sites raises two major problems. One is that of dating, which I already discussed in a previous section of this chapter. The other is that of the mental template, a combination of technological, functional, cog​nitive, and cultural factors, which in the eyes of many archaeologists was specific to the early Slavs, and only to them. The idea of a mental tem​plate was behind Borkovsky's Prague type and Rusanova's Zhitomir-Korchak type. Rusanova and others made extensive use of statistical methods for shape analysis, in order to approximate as closely as possible that combination of mechanical and aesthetical executions, which, in their eyes, formed a definite structural pattern in the minds of the early
66 Gening 1973:120-3 and 132, and 1992. For a mathematical description of the Brainerd-Robinson method of ordering assemblages, see Shennan 1990:191-2. For Rusanova's application of Genning's approach, see Rusanova 1976:10-1. For its further application in Eastern Europe, see Teodor 1996; Postica 1994:15-16; Fusek 1994 and 1995; Parczewski 1993:31-2. See also Tirpakova and Vlkolinska 1992. For a similar approach in American archaeology, see Froese 1985. J. D. Richards (1982) applied a similar method for the classification of Anglo-Saxon urns. For vessel proportions in ceramic analysis, see Stehli and Zimmermann 1980; Whallon 1982; Madsen 1988:17. For methods of shape representation using pattern matching, see Kampffmeyer et al. 1988. For an automatic artifact classification using image analysis techniques (the Generalized Hough Transform) to extract the initial information for classification, see P. Durham, P. H. Lewis, and S. J. Shennan, "Classification of Archaeological Artifacts Using Shape," on the web site of the University of Southampton (http://www.ecs.soton.ac.uk/research/rj/1994/im/lewis/phl.html, visit of May 18, 2000).
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Figure 64 Measurements used for vessel shape analysis based on vessel ratios
a - maximum vessel height; b - rim diameter; с - base diameter; d - maximum vessel diameter; e - height from neck to shoulder; f - height to maximum diameter
Drawing by author.
medieval potters. In order to test the idea of template expression, I selected 112 vessels from various sites in Romania, Ukraine, and Moldova, both handmade and wheelmade. Some of these pots were found in archaeological assemblages with no certain date (Korchak IX). Others were associated with burial assemblages in "Gepidia," which have nothing to do with the "Slavic culture" (Bistritsa). Another pot was found
288

Figure 65 Correspondence analysis of 112 vessels in relation to eight ratios
proposed by Gening 1992
For site name abbreviations, see Appendix В
during excavations on the early Byzantine site at Capidava. All pots were classified according to two sets of variables proposed by Vladimir Gening and Michal Parczewski, respectively (Figures 65 and 66).67
Both plots show a strong resemblance between almost all pots consid​ered, regardless of where they were found. Two zoomed details of these plots indicate that very similar proportions were used for the manufac​ture of both handmade and wheelmade pots (Figures 67 and 68). Can this pattern be interpreted as a template, in Borkovsky and Rusanova's sense? In my opinion, the answer must be negative for a variety of reasons. First, Borkovsky and Rusanova insisted that the Prague type is a specific class of handmade pottery, but this series of plots clearly shows that both hand​made and wheelmade pots were shaped similarly. Second, the Bfezno experiment and the fact that very similar shapes appear in ceramic assem​blages considerably different in date suggest that vessel shape is primarily determined by vessel use and is not a function of "ethnic traditions." Furthermore, the experiment demonstrated that contents of all pots had to be mixed frequently as the cooking was mostly carried out at the hearth by the oven, so that only half of the pot was usually exposed to fire. This seems to point to a certain correlation between use of cooking
67 For a detailed description of the ratios used in this analysis, see Gening 1992:50—1; Parczewski !993:32· Korchak IX: Rusanova I973b:pls. 8/7, 17, 18 and 9/1, 16, 20. Bistrit:a: Gain 1992:117 fig. 2/23 and 119 fig. 4/1. Capidava: Scorpan i968:fig. 22b.
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Figure 66 Correspondence analysis of 112 vessels in relation to six ratios
proposed by Parczewski 1993
For site name abbreviations, see Appendix B.

Elites and group identity
Figure 67 Zoomed detail of the correspondence analysis of handmade (circle) and wheelmade (rectangle) vessels in relation to eight ratios proposed by
Gening 1992
ovens and vessel shape and size. If so, the allegedly prototypic shape should be interpreted in relation to food preparation, not to "emblemic style." Third, archaeologists working on distinguishing artifact variability that reflects differences in consistent practices or templates from "acci​dental" variability normally focus on single assemblages or, at the most, on assemblages from the same site. As the example from Rashkov shows, procedural modes pertaining to the manufacture of pots may have existed at the individual site level. A limited number of distinct practices and templates may have been in use in any given community. It is unknown whether or not such isomorphism existed between sites, particularly between those located at considerable distance from each other, such as Rashkov and Dulceanca.68
We may be in a better position when examining not vessel shape, but vessel decoration. Ethnographic evidence indicates that pottery decora​tion may be used for building ethnic boundaries. Stamped pottery was used in both "Lombardia" and "Gepidia" and no specific clustering of stamps or dies was found on either side of the "no man's land" between the Danube and the Tisza rivers (Chapter 5). However, when compared
68 See Baran 1986:52; Cowgill 1990:72. See also Corman 1998:62. Detailed analyses of ceramic assemblages from sites dated by dendrochronology point to a long use-life of most pottery types. See Donat 1986:85. Brezno experiment: Pleinerova 1986:162. Most of the pots selected for my analysis were found on the hearth, by the oven's door.
29О

to the distribution of pots with finger impressions or notches on the lip, which were found on contemporary sites, the distribution of stamped pots reveals an interesting contrast (Figure 69). There is a significant cluster of vessels with finger impressions or notches east of the Carpathians, while stamped decoration is especially abundant within the Carpathian basin. The earliest specimens of handmade pottery with finger impressions or notches on the lip (Figure 70) were found in asso​ciation with artifacts of the second half of the sixth century.69
This decoration became popular, however, after с. боо. Potsherds with finger impressions and notches were found at Bucharest-Militari in asso​ciation with a jingle bell very similar to those from contemporary hoards of silver and bronze in Ukraine (Chapter 5) and a sixth-century fibula with bent stem. At Dodesti, potsherds with similar decoration were asso​ciated with a bronze buckle with three lobes, a dress accessory most fre​quently associated with early seventh-century Reihengrdberkreis and Early Avar assemblages. At Hansca, fragments of such pottery were associated with a pair of equal-armed brooches (Figure 38/2, 3), which cannot be dated earlier than с 650. This is also confirmed by finds from the Early
69 Pottery decoration and ethnic boundaries: I§fanoni 1991. Only a few examples exist of finger impressions or notches on seventh- to ninth-century sites in Poland, Slovakia, east Germany, and Bohemia. See Madyda-Legutko and Tunia 1991:85; Corman 1998:66.
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Figure 68 Zoomed detail of the correspondence analysis of handmade (circle) and wheelmade (rectangle) vessels in relation to six ratios proposed by
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Parczewski 1993
Figure 69 Distribution of stamped pottery (1) and pottery decorated with
finger impressions or notches on lip (2)
292

Figure 70 Examples of handmade pottery with finger impressions on lip
Source: Tel'nov 1985: 97 fig. 4. 293
, The making of the Slavs
Avar site at Dunaujvaros and by mortuary assemblages in Crimea, where pots with finger impressions and notches on the lip were associated with Martynovka mounts. The distribution of finds strongly suggests that this type of decoration was used in the late 500s and early 600s to mark ethnic boundaries.70
An interesting case is that of signs incised on both pots and spindle whorls. More often than not, such signs consist of simple crosses, some​times followed by a wavy line, or swastikas. There are also images offish and even short inscriptions.71 That such signs may have carried a Christian symbolism has already been suggested. In the light of the exist​ing evidence, this is a plausible interpretation. Two pectoral crosses and a few molds for producing such artifacts were found north of the Danube river. Identical crosses with a distinct Christian symbolism were popular on contemporary sites in the central and western regions of the Balkans. Besides being used as pectorals, they were often attached to dress pins or earrings. Molds similar to those found north of the Danube come from early Byzantine forts. As for the pottery decoration, it is interesting to note that very similar, if not identical, signs were found on various sites located far from each other (e.g., crosses with "tails" at Bacau and Dulceanca). The handmade pottery on which such signs were incised is, however, of indisputably local production. This suggests the existence of a cross-regional set of symbols shared by potters and/or users of pottery, despite an arguably localized production. The relatively large number of cases indicates that this was a widespread phenomenon, which coincides in time with the use of finger impressions and notches.72
70
Bucharest-Militari: Zirra and Cazimir 1963:63. Dode§ti: Teodor 1984^46 fig. 18/1, 4, 6, 47 fig.
19/3, 31 fig. 8/1. Bronze buckles with three lobes: Swoboda 1986. Hansca: Tel'nov and Riaboi
1985:116 fig. 6 and 117 fig. 7. Equal-armed brooches: Godlowski 1980:83 and 99 fig. 15; for a
much later dating, see Ambroz 1993:182. Dunaujvaros: Fiedler 1994b:307-х6. Crimea: Baranov
and Maiko 1994:98.
71
Simple crosses: Mitrea and Artimon 1971:246 fig. 16/7-8 and 247 fig. 17/1-2; Teodor 1991:133
fig. 15/1, 3-6; Teodor I984a:i26 fig. 47 and 121 fig. 42/3; Nestor and Zaharia 1973:195;
Constantiniu 19б5а:9з; Dolinescu-Ferche and Constantiniu 1981:314 fig. 12/3; Constantiniu
1965b: 178 fig. 85/2; Morintz and Rosetti i959:pl. xxxi/5; Mitrea i974-6:fig. 5/3 and Mitrea
1994:322 fig. 23/4; Teodor i984b:47 fig. 19/7; Dolinescu-Ferche 1992:150 fig. 19/2 and 143 fig.
12/10; Mitrea, Eminovici, and Momanu 1986-7:243 fig. 10/1, 4 and 246 fig. 13/5; Coman
197^:481 fig. 2/4, 5; Timoshchuk and Prikhodniuk 1969:77 fig. 4/3, 4; Mitrea 1980:444 fig.
11/2; Vakulenko and Prikhodniuk 1984:46 fig. 21/15; Baltag I979:pl. xxxvin/3; Szekely I975:pl.
xxxvi/i; Rafalovich and Lapushnian 1974:132 fig. 11/6; Teodor 1991:133 fig. 15/1, 4. Crosses
followed by wavy lines: Dolinescu-Ferche I974:fig. 52/2; Rosetti 1934:210 fig. 5/4; Teodor
1991:138 fig. 19/2. Swastikas: Zaharia 1994-5:349 fig. 13/7; Dolinescu-Ferche 1979:189 fig. 4/21;
Dolinescu-Ferche and Constantiniu 1981:309 fig. 9/6; Teodor 1991:125 fig. 7/8, 9; Dolinescu-
Ferche I974:fig. 70/1; Berezovec I963:fig. 19. Images offish: Teodor I984a:98 fig. 19/5 and
1991:130 fig. 12/5. Inscriptions: Teodorescu 1971:109; Teodor 1991:137 fig. 19/1, 8.
72
At Bucharest-Ciurel, both kinds of decoration were associated in sunken building 2A. The same
is true for Davideni 42 and Dodesti 1. See Dolinescu-Ferche 1979:185 and 206-7; Mitrea
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The study of ethnicity as a mode of action has recently caused a shift in emphasis from group boundaries to group experience, as ethnicity is now viewed as a phenomenon of the Alltagsleben. Foodways is an impor​tant aspect of this new line of research, for food preparation is a daily activity, involving habitual dispositions, which, according to some authors, are key elements in understanding how ethnicity is created and recreated through material culture.73 Very few things are known about diet in the 500s and 600s, but one aspect deserves particular attention. It has long been noted that a characteristic of sixth- and seventh-century ceramic assemblages in Romania, Ukraine, Moldova, and, to a lesser degree, Bulgaria, is the presence of clay pans (Figure 71). As the ethno​graphic evidence suggests, these handmade vessels served for baking flat loaves of wheat or millet bread. As a consequence, use of clay pans indi​cates cultivation of wheat or millet, which is also mentioned in contem​porary sources. A long-held belief has been that clay pans are specific Slavic artifacts and that their presence signalizes that of the migrating Slavs.74 Soviet archaeologists argued that early medieval pans derive from clay discs, often found in ceramic assemblages of the Zarubinec culture of the first centuries ad. They were also common on third- and fourth-century sites in the Desna basin and in Left Bank Ukraine. Such discs, however, served as lids for cooking pots or urns, not for baking, which makes the alleged typological link very problematic.75
1994:307, 309, and 311; Teodor 198413:22-3. For incised signs as Christian symbols, see Coman 1971b; Barnea 1985a; Teodor 1991. Pectoral crosses: Baran 19883:21 fig. 12/7; Mitrea i974-6:fig. 14/1. For similar crosses in the Balkans, see Vinski I968:pls. 111, iv/19, and vn/30; Simoni 1989^1. 4/4; Prendi 1979—8o:pl. ix/v.22. Molds for pectoral crosses: Teodor I984a:99 fig. 20/1; Constantiniu 1966:675 fig. 5/3; Preda 1967. For finds of molds in the Balkans, see Uenze 1992:164 fig. 9/6; Danila 1983:559.
73
Bentley 1987. For Alltagsleben, see Greverus 1978; Rasanen 1994; Tebbetts 1984.
74
Strategikon xi 4.5: the Sclavenes "possess an abundance of all sorts of . . . produce, which they store in heaps, especially common millet (κέγχρος) and Italian millet (ελυμο$)." Clay pans and Slavs: Skruzny 1964; Babic 1972:114-15; Herrmann 198613:270; Zabojnik 1988:419; Szoke
1995:54. Until very recently, clay pans were still produced by women in various regions of the Balkans, such as Bosnia, Macedonia, and Bulgaria. In all those regions, pans remained in use as
long as the baking of the bread on an open hearth survived. See Filipovic 1951:6 and 159;
Bratiloveanu-Popilian 1968. Manual-rotation mills (quern stones) also bear out an overwhelming
emphasis on growing bread cereals and on flour-based foods. On sixth- and seventh-century sites
east and south of the Carpathians, they were typically associated with clay pans.
75
Clay discs used as vessel lids first appear in Early Iron Age (Hallstatt B1-B3) assemblages in Slovakia
and Volhynia. Both discs and pans are absent from ceramic assemblages of second- and third-
century sites in Walachia and Moldova and from the pottery of the subsequent Chernyakhov
culture. See Moscalu 1983:87 and 89; Rafalovich 1972c: 132 and 151. Clay discs used as urn lids:
Symonovich 1975:22 with n. 18; Rusanova 19733:5; Lipking 1974:144, 149, and 145 fig. 4/46.
Clay discs in Zarubinec assemblages: Tret'iakov 1974:66-7; Maksimov and Terpilovskii I993:111-
For clay discs in third- and fourth-century assemblages in the Desna region and Left Bank
Ukraine, see Symonovich 1969:88 and 90 fig. 2; Goriunov 1974:124-5; Sukhobokov 1975:35;
Terpilovskii 1984:28; Abashina 1986:79; Baran, Maksimov, and Magomedov 1990:147.
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Figure 72 Distribution of clay pans on sixth- and seventh-century sites
Figure 71 Examples of clay pans
Source: Rafalovich 1972c: 152 fig. 25.
By contrast, true pans first occur in sixth- and seventh-century assem​blages (Figure 72). The earliest specimens were found on Romanian sites. A mid- or late sixth-century fibula with bent stem was associated with clay pans in the assemblage of the sunken building 20 at Poian. At Boto§ana, a sunken building produced fragments of clay pans and a coin struck for Emperor Justinian. At Bacau, fragments of clay pans found in sunken building 6 were associated with a cast fibula with bent stem, dated to Justin Us reign. At Davideni, clay pans were associated with early seventh-century "Slavic" bow fibulae. A glass bead with eye-shaped inlays, typical for Early and Middle Avar assemblages, was found together with fragments of clay pans at Dulceanca II.76
To judge from the existing evidence, clay pans and the associated foods
76 Poian: Szekely 1992:263. Boto§ana: Teodor I984a:3i and 128 fig. 49/1, 3. Bacau: Mitrea and Artimon 1971:236. Dulceanca: Dolinescu-Ferche 1986:148 fig. 21/9, 11. Davideni: Mitrea 1994:305 and 321 fig. 22/7, 9; 1994—5:446. The association of clay pans with bow fibulae is also attested at Hansca and Semenki. See Rafalovich 1968:97 and 100; Khavliuk 1974:207. For clay pans as a sixth-century phenomenon, see also Rafalovich 1974:97—8; Sukhobokov and Iurenko 1978:133; Kravchenko 1979:86; Jelinkova 1990:257 and 1993:79.
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(flat loaves of bread) were first introduced in the late 500s on sites east and south of the Carpathians, not far from the Danube river. Clay pans represent no more than 3 to 4 percent of the entire ceramic assemblage found on any given site. Moreover, the distribution of clay pans within the site is not uniform. Not all settlement features produced clay pans and their distribution is not random. An examination of the settlement pattern of a few sixth- and seventh-century sites suggests that this is no accident.
Ever since Gordon R. Willey introduced the concept, settlement pattern analysis has been viewed as the strategic point for interpreting archaeological cultures as reflecting various institutions of social interac​tion and control. Since the late 1930s, a similar concept has guided Soviet archaeologists. According to current views, the distribution of storage pits and work areas on a given site directly reflects social relations within that community. Storage pits grouped within or next to individual sunken buildings, such as found at Hansca, are believed to be an indica​tion of private consumption, if not property. By contrast, storage pits found at Seliste, which were located far from any other settlement feature, have been interpreted as indicating communal property (Figure
297
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Figure 73 Seliste, intrasite distribution of artifacts
Irregular black spots indicate storage pits

Figure 74 Bucharest-Soldat Ghivan Street, intrasite distribution of artifacts
73). Needless to say, in both cases, there is no clear chronological relation between storage pits (usually devoid of any refuse material) and the rest of the settlement. In addition, such an approach entirely ignores the intrasite distribution of artifacts.77
People s decisions on how to organize the use of space within their res​idences and settlements may indeed be influenced by the socioeconomic organization of the group. This influence, however, is mediated by the kind of activities performed on the site at a given date. "Activity," in this context, must be understood as a specific task resulting in the deposition of clustered diagnostic archaeological remains. The spatial correlate to activity is the activity area, defined as an archaeologically consistent, spa​tially clustered, association of artifacts and/or ecofacts in a minimally dated archaeological horizon.78 At Seli§te (Figure 73), two groups of sunken buildings were located on either side of a large, central place with only one building surrounded by two ovens. Five sunken buildings in the eastern part of the site (nos. 10, 11, 12, 13, and 15) produced all needles, most of the amphora sherds, and all clay pans found on site. By contrast, all arrow heads, awls, and dress accessories (beads and bow fibula) were
77
Settlement pattern analysis: Willey 1953 and 1989; Trigger 1970. Soviet variant: Timoshchuk
I99oa:i29; Prikhodniuk 1988:189. Storage pits and social structure: Timoshchuk 1985:12; Baran
1987:64 and 1988b: 16—17; Prikhodniuk 1988:191; Hayden and Gargett 1990:16.
78
See Ferring 1984:117.
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found on the western side of the settlement. Furthermore, three of the five buildings in the east (nos. 10, 13, and 15) had no heating facility. This may indicate that, unlike structures in the western part of the settlement, which were equipped with stone ovens, buildings in the east were not permanently used. Perhaps they were not dwellings. The almost exclu​sive association of clay pans and amphora sherds with this settlement sector suggests that some sort of activities were performed there, which involved consumption of special foods.79
Though on a comparatively smaller scale, the site at Bucharest-Soldat Ghivan Street (Figure 74) shows an arrangement very similar to that of Seliste. Settlement features, all of which had clay ovens, were placed around a large area devoid of any structures. A large building on the northern side produced all tools and weapons found on site, while a neighboring structure had the only fragments of clay pans. No such arti​facts occurred in the south. A "Slavic" bow fibula, a potsherd with an incised cross, which were found in building 12, and a handmade lamp found in building 5, are in sharp contrast with the artifact distribution to the north.80
At Poian (Figures 75—6), the distribution of dress accessories (combs, a bow fibula, and a brooch with bent stem) deviates from that of tools
79
Rafalovich 1972b; Rafalovich and Lapuslmian 1974.
80
Dolinescu-Ferche and Constantiniu 1981.
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Figure 75 Poian, intrasite distribution of clay pans and handmade pottery with
stamped decoration
The bold line separates the northern from the southern sectors of the settlement, located at 700 m
from each other

Figure 76 Poian, intrasite distribution of non-ceramic artifacts
The bold line separates the northern from the southern sectors of the settlement, located at 700 m
from each other
(chisel, awls) and querns. A group of three buildings in the southern part of the settlement (nos. 18, 19, and 20) produced most items of the first category, but also the only fragments of handmade pottery with stamped decoration. A similar arrangement may be seen at Dulceanca I (Figure 77). The site consists of three sunken buildings with clay ovens and twelve ground-level buildings without any heating facility, all arranged in a loose semicircle around a central place dominated by a kiln. A sunken build​ing on the northern side produced all dress accessories and jewels (beads, brooch, finger-ring, and bracelet) found on site, while another, on the southern side, was associated only with tools (whetstone, mold, and spindle whorls). At Dulceanca II (Figure 78), a site with sunken build​ings arranged in a circle around two ovens, sherds of clay pans and amphoras cluster on the southern side of the settlement, while tools occur mostly in the northern sector.81
The site at Davideni consists of two groups of sunken buildings, in the past presumably separated by a creek. The larger group to the north includes the largest structures found on site, but also some of the smallest
81 Poian: Szekely 1992. Dulceanca I: Dolinescu-Ferche 1974:63—90. Dulceanca II: Dolinescu-Ferche 1986.
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buildings, such as no. 38 (only 8.25 square meters of floor area), which was located in the middle of a central, open area. Though too small to accommodate a family, Davideni 38 had two heating facilities, a stone oven and an open hearth (Figure 79).82 This structure produced no tools and no dress or personal accessories, only a few sherds of handmade pottery and clay pans (Figures 80, 81, 82, and 83). It is interesting to note that most other buildings surrounding the central area were equipped with two heating facilities. Davideni 42, a large structure of over sixteen square meters of floor area, had three ovens, two of stone and one of clay. There is only one structure with two heating facilities in the smaller group of buildings to the south. This group, however, was associated with three open-air ovens. Like no. 38, many sunken buildings surrounding the central area to the north produced large numbers of clay pans. Four of them (nos. 33, 35, 36, and 39) also produced the majority of tools found on site. The largest number of spindle whorls and needles were also found in this area. Sunken building 41, which was next to Davideni 42, produced a "Slavic" bow fibula and a fragment of a double-layered comb. Judging from the intrasite distribution of artifacts, the central area on the north​ern side of the settlement may have been a locus of industrial activities,
82 This is also true for Davideni 31 (6.19 square meters), with two clay ovens.
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Elites and group identity
Figure 77 Dulceanca I, intrasite distribution of artifacts
Filled contours indicate sunken huts (Β ι, Β 2, and В 3), numbers refer to ground-level buildings

Figure 78 Dulceanca II, intrasite distribution of artifacts
such as smelting and, possibly, production of dress accessories. It was also an area of special activities involving consumption of special foods. Clay pans were more frequently associated with features equipped with two or three ovens (nos. 27, 31, 34, 37, 38, and 42), which were located in this region. A comparison of the distribution of clay pans (Figure 83) to that of faunal remains (Figure 84) may strengthen the point. Consumption of flat loaves of bread substantially differed from that of meat. Moreover, pro​cessing of cereal-based foods is more complex than meat preparation and, consequently, more demanding in terms of space and equipment.83 As in Seliste, clay pans may signalize the existence at Davideni of an area of communal activities involving, among other things, production and con​sumption of flat loaves of bread. It is reasonable to believe that structures equipped with more than one heating facility were associated with such activities, particularly if we think of Davideni 38 and other neighboring structures, which were too small to serve as dwellings.84
The analysis of the intrasite distribution of artifacts on these sites reveals a systematic organization and use of space, which further gener​ates a specific site structure and a patterned arrangement of artifacts. The
The Bfezno experiment indicated that for a day of an exclusively cereal menu, the experiment​ing family of four needed 1.7 kg of flour, which the wife processed in some two hours of grind​ing. See Pleinerova 1986:161-2. 84 Mitrea 1972, 1974-6, 1992, and 1994.
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most important characteristics of this arrangement are the presence of the central, open area and the polarization of the artifact distribution. All sites examined are examples of sociopetal settlements, in which the commu​nal front region, where activities involving the entire community are per​formed, is placed at the center.85 This area may have served as the stage for communal activities and ceremonies involving consumption of special foods, such as feasts or assemblies. As the center for intervillage social, religious, or economic events, the communal front region may have acquired a special public character as the symbol for the community as a whole. It is important to note that artifact-categories which may have been used to express cross-regional identities, such as clay pans, pottery decorated with incised signs, or "Slavic" bow fibulae, were especially associated with the communal front region. The intrasite distribution of artifacts at Senate, Bucharest-Soldat Ghivan Street, and Davideni indi​cates, however, that bow fibulae, though found close to the communal front region, were part of artifact assemblages which suggest that, unlike most other neighboring buildings, no craft activities were undertaken there. If "Slavic" bow fibulae were symbols of power, such assemblages may represent either a dominant descent group or the head of the entire community. While the status of these individuals is reflected in the
85 For the concept of "communal front region," see Oetelaar 1993:664. See also Pleinerova 1980:52.
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Figure 79 Davideni, intrasite distribution of heating facilities

Figure 81 Davideni, intrasite distribution of spindle whorls and needles
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Figure 80 Davideni, intrasite distribution of tools and other non-ceramic
artifacts

Figure 82 Davideni, intrasite distribution of dress and personal accessories
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The making of the Slavs
Figure 83 Davideni, intrasite distribution of clay pans
Figure 84 Davideni, intrasite distribution of faunal remains (stars)
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Elites and group identity
marked contrasts revealed by the intrasite distribution of artifacts, bow fibulae, many of which have analogies in such distant location as Mazuria or Crimea, indicate their claims to an overarching, supra-regional iden​tity. The communal front region was thus not only a locus of communal activity, but also an arena of social competition, a "beyond-the-house-holds context" for displays of symbols of leadership.
CON CLUSION
The archaeological study of identity and status is often based on the anal​ysis of burial assemblages, notably of the nature and symbolism of grave goods. The extensive use of cremation, rather than inhumation, as well as the possible use of funerary rites that may have left no trace in the archaeological record, prevented the use of such data for Slavic archaeol​ogy.86 The data on which this chapter is based derive primarily from set​tlement excavations. Despite this bias, there are some important conclusions to be drawn for the reconstruction of social organization and
ethnic identity.
First, there is already enough evidence to move away from the migra-tionist model which has dominated the discipline of Slavic archaeology ever since its inception (Chapter 1). A retreat from migrationism is nec​essary simply because the available data do not fit any of the current models for the study of (pre)historic migration. Cultural correspon​dences were too often explained in terms of long-distance migration, despite lack of any clear concept of migration to guide such explanations. Recent research in anthropology and other social sciences laid a strong emphasis on discriminating between such diverse phenomena as seasonal population movements, "scouting," and outward migration. It has become increasingly evident that migrations across ecological or cultural boundaries would require considerable planning on the part of the migrants, and should leave substantial and clear archaeological evidence. '"Cultures'," as one archaeologist noted, "do not migrate. It is often only a very narrowly defined, goal-oriented subgroup that migrates."1 To speak of the Prague culture as the culture of the migrating Slavs is, there​fore, a nonsense.
Furthermore, the archaeological evidence discussed in this chapter does not match any long-distance migratory pattern. Assemblages in the
86
Zoll-Adamikova 1980:948 and 1983. The long awaited publication of the large cemetery at Sarata
Monteoru may bring significant changes to current views on status and identity expressed through
mortuary displays. For an interesting study based exclusively on cemeteries, see Losert 1991.
87
Anthony 1990:909. For the archaeological model of (pre)histonc migrations, see Rouse 1986;
Stark, Clark, and Elson 1995.
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Lower Danube area, both east and south of the Carpathian mountains, antedate those of the alleged Slavic Urheimat in the Zhitomir Polesie, on which Irina Rusanova based her theory of the Prague-Korchak-Zhitomir type. More recent attempts to move the Urheimat to Podolia and northern Bukovina are ultimately based on the dating of crossbow brooches found at Kodyn and some other places. These brooches, however, are not the only late fifth- or early sixth-century artifacts in the area. Despite lack of closed finds comparable to those at Kodyn, there are good reasons to believe that at least some archaeological assemblages in south and east Romania go back as early as с 500. The evidence is cer​tainly too meager to draw any firm conclusions, but from what we have it appears that instead of a "Slavic culture" originating in a homeland and then spreading to surrounding areas, we should envisage a much broader area of common economic and cultural traditions. The implementation of an agricultural economic profile, which is so evident on later sites, is very likely to have involved some short-distance movement of people. The dominant type of economy seems to have been some form of "itin​erant agriculture" which encouraged settlement mobility. Suzana Dolinescu-Ferche's research at Dulceanca brilliantly illustrates this model. Such population movements, however, cannot be defined as migration. There is simply no evidence for the idea that the inhabitants of the sixth-and early seventh-century settlements in Romania, Moldova, and Ukraine were colonists from the North.88
Nor does the idea of a "Slavic tide" covering the Balkans in the early 600s fit the existing archaeological data. South of the Danube river, no archaeological assemblage comparable to those found north of that river produced any clear evidence for a date earlier than с joo. By contrast, there is no doubt that many early Byzantine forts in the Balkans were abandoned only during Heraclius' early regnal years (Chapter 4). The ceramic assemblages found at Argos and Olympia have nothing to do with these developments, for there are good reasons to believe they are of a much later date. It is unlikely that either the small settlement at Musici or the cremation cemetery at Olympia existed at the time of the final withdrawal of Roman armies from the Balkans. The archaeological assemblages at Garvan may also be of a much later date than assumed by the archaeologist who led excavations there. Though both Greece and Albania produced clear evidence of seventh-century burial assemblages, they have nothing in common with the "Slavic culture" north of the Danube river.
88 Slavic Urheimat in Podolia and Bukovina: Baran 1978, 1981, 1991, and 1994. See also Godk>wski 1979. For Dulceana, see n. 57. For settlement mobility, see also §tefan 1968.
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The analysis of a considerable number of settlement features found in Romania, Moldova, and Ukraine has shown, on the other hand, that the second half of the sixth century and the early seventh century was a period of crucial change in the culture history of communities leaving north of the Danube river. While the existence of many settlements may have begun at a much earlier date, it is precisely during this period that they came to share a number of stylistic traits which may have been associated with emblemic styles. Pots ornamented with finger impressions or notches on the lip, clay pans, and Grubenhauser with stone or clay oven are just a few examples of regional styles which became the norm in the late 500s and early 600s. Not all represented ethnicity, as suggested by Christian symbols incised on pots. Others may have represented cross-regional iden​tities, as in the case of "Slavic" bow brooches with their ornamental pat​terns pointing to long-distance social contacts. Symbols drawn from "exotic" milieus may have been culturally authenticated and transformed into "native" symbols. The production of local series of bow fibulae, some imitating larger or more sophisticated specimens, may indicate this process. As such "imports" were "internalized," emulation of elite styles may have contributed to the dissemination of ornamental patterns.
Second, the analysis of intrasite distributions of artifacts suggests that with the agricultural economy established as a dominant subsistence pattern, processing and consumption of special, cereal-based foods, such as flat loaves of bread, became an essential ingredient of communal activ​ities. The principal locus for these activities was now the communal front region of the settlement. Finds of tools and clay pans cluster around this region. This may have also been an arena for ceremonies orchestrated to convey complex messages of group identity.
It is against this background that the relative status of those who wore "Slavic" brooches becomes visible in both social and archaeological terms. Since fibulae were primarily female dress accessories, it is likely that, as with contemporary hoards of silver and bronze in Ukraine, women were symbolic vehicles for the construction of social identity. Just what kind of identity was symbolized is a matter of how "Slavic" bow fibulae are to be interpreted. Wearing a Mazurian or a Crimean brooch may have given the wearer a social locus associated with images of power. Wearing a local reproduction of such a fibula was, no doubt, a very differ​ent statement, though still related to status. Beyond emulation, therefore, "Slavic" bow fibulae, particularly much cruder specimens, without com​plicated scrollwork ornaments, may have conveyed a message pertaining to group identity. Whether living within the same region or widely scat​tered, adherence to a brooch style helped to integrate isolated individu​als within a group whose social boundaries criss-crossed those of local
309
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communities. At the same time, brooches articulated a hierarchy of iden​tities both within and between those communities. Production of bow fibulae involved knowledge of complicated technological processes and access to them was certainly restricted by the ability either to procure such items from distant locations or to employ a craftsman with enough experience and skill to replicate ornamental patterns and brooch-forms. Just as with "Lombard" and "Gepid" brooches, "Slavic" bow fibulae were not "phenotypic" expressions of a preformed ethnic identity. There were no Slavic fibulae per se. Access to and manipulation of such artifacts, however, may have been strategies for gaining admission into a group of people known to Byzantine authors as "Slavs."

Chapter 7
KINGS" AND "DEMOCRACY": POWER IN EARLY SLAVIC SOCIETY
310

One of the most persistent stereotypes about the early medieval history of Eastern Europe is that, at the time of their migration, the Slavs were organized in a "polyarchic tribal society with no elevated notion of sov​ereignty." No Clovis or Theoderic arose among the Slavs to gather their scattered communities into a state and attempt a symbiosis with the Greco-Roman civilization of Byzantium. Incapable of organizing them​selves on the state level, the Slavs could not escape being conquered by Goths, Huns, or Avars, who thus eliminated any incipient aristocracy the Slavs may have developed. The idea of the political inferiority of the Slavs in the Middle Ages, in contrast with a Germanic stratified society, is not new. It may be traced back as far as Herders notion of a "democratic," egalitarian Slavic society. Today, the notion of the politically "primitive" Slavs of the early Middle Ages is a commonplace. This idea is primarily based on Procopius' frequently cited description of the Sclavenes and the Antes in the mid-5oos: "For these nations, the Sclavenoi and Antae, are not ruled by one man, but they have lived from of old under a democ​racy (εν δημοκρατία εκ παλαιού βιοτεύουσι), and consequently every​thing which involves their welfare, whether for good or for ill, is referred to the people (έ$ κοινόν άγεται)". Some have argued that "democracy" is derisively applied here to what, in Procopius' eyes, might have been the opposite of Byzantine monarchy. Others blame Procopius for being an unqualified witness, who could not distinguish between acephalous soci​eties and "primitive democracies." Some others, particularly among Soviet historians, believe Procopius to have described what is now known under the Marxist concept of "military democracy"1
1 Procopius, Wars vn 14.22. Procopius' democracy as "military democracy": Braichesvkii 1953:22; Cankova-Petkova 1962:267; Benedicty 1965:61—2. See also Litavrin 1985:101; Havlik 1985:176. Procopius' democracy and Byzantine monarchy: Benedicty 1963:46—7 and 1965:53; Havlik 1985:174. Procopius and "primitive democracies": Evans 1989:63. For the political inferiority of the early Slavs, see Obolensky 1971:57; Anderson 1977:216 and 285; Pohl 1988:94; Alexander 1994:205—6. See also Grafenauer 1960:94; Richards 1986:327.
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There is still much confusion about this account and no attempt has been made to take a fresh look at historical sources referring to Sclavenes and Antes in the light of modern anthropological thought. My purpose in this chapter is to examine these questions from the scarce evidence that we have. This evidence has usually been analyzed by historians as an undiiferentiated body of information. It is assumed that, despite their own biases towards what constituted a "civilization" and a "barbarian" mode of life, the authors of our sixth- and seventh-century sources gave a reliable picture of the newcomers. I discussed both biases and accounts in Chapter 2. My intention here is to focus on what little textual evi​dence exists on descriptions of polity or society. I will first take into con​sideration two major theses about early medieval Slavic society, namely the "military democracy" and the "segmentary society" and I will analyze their basic tenets against the evidence of historical sources. By emphasizing the mechanism of the accumulation of power in the hands of the Slavic "kings," I will then focus on the applicability of the modern concept of chiefdom to Slavic society and compare Slavic leaders with both their Germanic counterparts and "classical" examples of big-men and great-men, on the basis of a theory of symbolic power.
"military democracy": useful concept or procustean
BED?
Procopius' account of the Slavic "democracy" became a favorite historio-graphical theme in the days of the Slavic Congress in Prague (1848). Both Palacky and Safarik interpreted Procopius' text as referring to a distinc​tive quality of "Slavdom," as opposed to the aggressiveness and brutality of the Germans. To Niederle, the Slavic "democracy" was as a pristine form of ancestral, Indo-European social structure based on social equal​ity and cooperation between large families. He imagined these families as identical to the Balkan zadruga, "discovered" by Western ethnogra​phers in the late nineteenth century. Like Niederle, many still argue that the peculiar social organization of the early Slavs prevented centralization of economic and political power, despite clear evidence that the zadruga was a much later phenomenon.2
By contrast, Soviet historians of the late 1930s referred to early Slavic society only as a "military democracy." As such, the early Slavic society would by no means be different from the Germanic one. The concept was first introduced to the academic discourse by Lewis Morgan. In his
2 See Palacky 1868:74—89; Schafarik 1844: 1, 17. For the Slavic zadruga, see Schrader 1901:73; Niederle 1923:26 and 1926:173; Cross 1948:17; Richards 1986:326. Zadruga as a recent phenom​enon: Baumann 1982; Todorova 1993:133—58.
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Ancient Society (1877), Morgan described the "military democracy" as the transitional stage from kin-based societies to state societies. According to him, the military democracy presupposed the existence of an elected and removable chief, a council of the elders, and a popular assembly. Frederick Engels first gave the concept its economic and social meaning. To Engels, "military democracy" concerned Avar and organ​ization for war, since those were now "regular functions of the life of the peoples who began to regard the acquisition of wealth as one of the main purposes in life." He considered population pressure to be the primary cause for the emergence of the military democracy. Engels insisted that the military democracy contained both elements of the kin-based society and, in nuce, the principles of class-based state society. Not surprisingly, Soviet historians fully endorsed Engels' definition. To them, Procopius' notion of Slavic democracy was just "military democ​racy" avant la lettre. Since Engels emphasized warfare, Soviet historians used the Strategikon to argue that the Slavic "military democracy" implied a particular form of slavery, which they described as "patriar​chal." Warfare brought a large number of captives, who became slaves. Such slaves, however, played no determining role in production, and, in time, they were set free.3 Drawing on Engels' suggestion, S. P. Tolstov argued that the military democracy represented the final stage of prim​itive society, the last step before class society. The theory of the "mili​tary democracy" gradually lost its popularity after World War II and during the 1960s was exposed to harsh criticisms from both Soviet and Western Marxists. The wide variety of political forms and structures described by anthropologists and ethnographers made the rigid scheme derived from Engels' work a totally inadequate concept. Some have argued that, if at all, the "military democracy" has some conceptual value only when applied to the military tribal organization. With much of its initial appeal long dissipated, the military democracy was now replaced by the "Germanic mode of production" as a model for the description of decentralized stratified societies. Since there is no critical evaluation of the "military democracy" thesis in relation to Slavic
3 Strategikon xi 4.4: "They do not keep those who are in captivity among them in perpetual slavery, as do other nations. But they set a definite period of time for them and then give them the choice either, if they so desire, to return to their own homes with a small recompense or to remain there as free men and friends." "Patriarchal slavery": Kuchma 1978:7; Sverdlov 1977:47—8, 50, and 54; Litavrin 1984:193. Military democracy: Engels 1968:581; Guhr and Schlette 1982:910; Guhr 1984; Persic 1988:150. "Military democracy"in Soviet historiography: Levchenko 1938; Mishulin 1939; Gorianov 1939a and 1939b. See also Herrmann 1982:15. A Polish historian, Gerard Labuda (1949), first applied the concept to Samo, Fredegar's "king" of the Slavs. V. D. Koroliuk (1970) described all medieval Balkan states as "military democracies." Labuda s interpretation of Samo s state is still prevalent and the concept remains popular in Eastern Europe, even after the demise of the Communist regimes. See Cilinska 1980:80; Parczewski 1993:114.
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society, it is necessary to examine the arguments and to discuss the rel​evance of this theory4
True, historical sources, particularly the Strategikon, describe warfare as one of the most important features of early Slavic society This, however, is an indication of the Byzantine authors' concern with the military organization of those whom they described as the enemy of the Empire. John of Ephesus, in a furious outburst, even complained that during their invasion of 581, the Sclavenes had learned to make war better than the Romans. Both John and the author of the Strategikon refer to the javelin as the favorite weapon of the Sclavene warriors. Procopius and the Strategikon considered ambushes, sudden attacks, and the stratagem of the feigned retreat to be typically "Slavic." At the time, however, Roman troops were themselves equipped with "Slavic javelins" and knew how to combat Sclavenes, using their own stratagems. It is true that the author of the Strategikon had only praises for the treatment of prisoners by Sclavenes and seems to have suggested that the Sclavenes were only con​cerned with "a small recompense" in exchange for freeing their captives. Both Procopius and Theophylact Simocatta, however, describe scenes of mass slaughter, in which captives were intentionally and systematically decimated, apparently with no concern for their "economic" value. To some, one important characteristic of the "Germanic mode of produc​tion" is that societies organized in this way often supply tribute-based states with slaves drawn from neighboring kin-organized groups. All Slavic raids known from historical sources aimed at and resulted in the capture of a great number of prisoners. No indication exists, however, of Sclavenes raiding neighboring territories in order to supply the Empire with slaves.5
4
Tolstov 1935:206. See Guhr and Schlette 1982:914; Khazanov 1974:134 and 144; Herrmann
1982:17; Persic 1988:85. "Germanic mode of production": Bromley 1979:207; Gailey and
Patterson 1988:81; Kruger 1988; Kristiansen 1991:19-20. The "Germanic mode of production"
has been elaborated with reference to the Sahara-Sahel nomadic herders (Bonte 1977) and the
Maasai of East Africa (Rigby 1985). To be sure, the "Germanic mode of production" is neither
identical with nor a more fashionable substitute of the "military democracy." Marx (1965:75—80)
defined the "Germanic mode of production" in opposition to the "Asiatic" one, as characterized,
among others, by a significant expansion of private property, with dispersed, self-sufficient, family
groups coming together only for reasons of defense.
5
John of Ephesus V125; Strategikon χι 4.4, 9, 11, 13, 25, 29, and 39, xn 2.5; Procopius, Wars yi 26.18,
vii 14.25, vii 38.11-23; Buildings iv 7.12-13; Theophylact Simocatta vn 2.3 and 9. The late sixth-
century military treatise known as De Militari Scientia lists Sclavenes and Antes, along with Saracens, Persians, and Scythians, as examples of nations making extensive use of ambushes. See Ivanov 1988.
Slaves and "Germanic mode of production": Gailey and Patterson 1988:82. For Slavic raids and
prisoners, see Procopius, Wars vii 13.24, vii 29.1, vii 38.20, vii 40.45; John of Ephesus vi 25;
Theophylact Simocatta 1 7.3—6 and vii 2.1. The qagan of the Avars boasted of having freed a great
number of Roman prisoners he had found north of the Danube, during his punitive expedition
of 578 (Menander the Guardsman, fr. 21; cf. 25.1). By contrast, the very name of the Sclavenes
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An important argument for interpreting early Slavic society as a mili​tary democracy is the existence of the chiefs retinue of warriors. According to Menander the Guardsman, the attack of the Avars in 578 was directed against Daurentius and "the chiefs of his people (тоид όσοι εν τέλει του έθνους)." Some argued that this particular passage indicated the existence of a tribal aristocracy, whose authority was presumably based on wealth differentials. That Daurentius was a warrior leader is beyond any doubt. Furthermore, the existence of Sclavene chiefs as pri​marily military leaders is well documented by Theophylact Simocatta. There is, however, no evidence for the council of the elders, one of the institutions both Morgan and Engels viewed as a necessary condition for the existence of a military democracy Nor can Menander the Guardsman's evidence be used to postulate the existence of a political hierarchy, in which the power of the military leader was checked by that of the "chiefs of his people." On the other hand, when Procopius refers to "the people" or to public affairs, there is no indication of chiefs. Where chiefs appear, there is no indication of their clear-cut separation from the agrarian substrate.6
The model of the military democracy presupposes a form of tribal military organization, characterized by the existence of a military leader. This is, however, in sharp contrast with the lack of coordination of many Sclavene raids. At several times, different groups of warriors seem to have operated on their own, without any master strategy or division of military tasks (see Chapter 3). Nor does the practice of slaying the prisoners fit this picture, and even less so the cannibalism reported by Pseudo-Caesarius.7 It is also difficult to understand why Sclavenes are constantly referred to as using rather "primitive" military equipment, though John of Ephesus did not fail to notice their adaptability to Roman warfare and weaponry. Insofar as the existence of military democracy is presumed, it is also difficult to explain the contradictory evidence of the Strategikon with reference to Sclavene "kings." The author of this treatise suggests that Roman generals should win over some of these "kings" by persuasion or gifts, but considers Sclavenes, in
seems to have been at the origin of the word "slave" in both Greek and Latin. See Verlinden 1937:125; Schelesniker 1973:7; Kopstein 1979:72; Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou 1986:358. To my knowledge, the only instance of Sclavenes selling their prisoners of war is the episode reported in Book π of the Miracles o/St Demetrius (11 4.249). In this case, however, prisoners were sold to other Sclavenes, not to the Byzantines.
6
Menander the Guardsman, fr. 21; Procopius, Wars vii 14.21-2. See also Benedicty 1965:53.
"Military democracy" and the retinue of warriors: Benedicty 1963:49-50 and 54-5, and 1965:66;
Pohl 1988:127. See also Sverdlov 1977:57.
7
Riedinger 1969:302: "The Sclavenes. . . with pleasure consume the breasts of women, full ot milk,
dashing infants with rocks like rats" (English translation quoted from Bacic 1983:152).
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general, to have no regard for treaties, "which they agree more out of fear than by gifts."8
In Engels' terms; military democracy was a form of social organization typically associated with the gradual disintegration of communal owner​ship and with the emergence of private ownership and exploitation based on tribute and clientship. Recent theorists stress the decentralized form of subsistence production, with village communities or farms scattered across the landscape and household-based relations of production. Although there seems to be no definite stratification, as Tolstov once believed, wealth differentials may truly exist in the "Germanic mode of production." Chiefs set themselves apart from the agrarian substrate and rule through a retinue of warriors. The warrior chief or king controls and exploits the farming communities through tribute and taxation. As a hallmark of a complex pre-state society, many scholars emphasize the importance of inter-regional market-places (emporia, ports-of-trade), where trading activities were controlled by kings or chiefs.9
There is no indication of trading communities, let alone towns, in his​torical sources concerning the early Slavs. Where available, the archaeo​logical evidence of hillforts could hardly be dated prior to the eighth or ninth centuries. The author of the Strategikon refers to the "abundance of all sorts of... produce" and livestock that Roman armies might expect to find in Sclavene villages. We are told that the Sclavenes used to bury their most valuable possessions in secret places (τα αναγκαία των πραγ​μάτων αυτών εν άποκρύφω χωννύουσιν), keeping nothing unnecessary in sight. Can this be an indication of storage facilities under the chief's control, as some have argued? Nothing in the passage indicates that this might be the case. By contrast, the passage is reminiscent of another in Book π of the Miracles of St Demetrius. Its author knew that every house left deserted in a Sclavene village near Thessalonica contained reserves of corn, pulses, and utensils. This dovetails with the archaeological evidence presented in Chapter 6, which suggests that late sixth- and early seventh-century communities living north of the Danube river were character​ized by an economic profile strongly oriented toward agriculture and consumption of cereal-based foods. That Sclavene communities south of
8
Strategikon xi 4.30 and 14. The author of the Strategikon knew that there were many "kings" at
odds with one another, but does not seem to have overruled the possibility of seeing them brought
together under one ruler (μοναρχία) (χι 4.30). For the adaptability of Sclavenes to Roman warfare
and weaponry, see John of Ephesus vi 25. For Sclavene weaponry, see Procopius, Wars vn 14.25;
Strategikon xi 4.11.
9
Emergence of private ownership and exploitation: Herrmann 1982:20 and 1987^263— 4.
Decentralized mode of production: Kristiansen 1991:19—20; Gailey and Patterson 1988:81. Ports-
of-trade: Engels 1968:581; Guhr and Schlette 1982:915; Hodges and Whitehouse 1983:92-3. See
also Smith 1976.
3l6

"Kings" and "democracy"
the Danube were able to produce food in large quantities is demon​strated, on the other hand, by the fact that, at the order of the emperor, the Drugubites were capable of feeding the entire population returning from the Avar qaganate under the leadership of Kuver. It is therefore very likely that keeping all valuable possessions in "secret places" was just a response to frequent inroads by outsiders, including Roman armies.10
Procopius, when briefly describing the religion of the Sclavenes, claimed that they sacrifice to "one god, the maker of the lightning . . . cattle and all other victims." If taken at its face value, this passage may be, and has indeed been, interpreted as referring to conspicuous consump​tion, but it could hardly be invoked as an argument for accumulation of wealth. To Emperor Leo the Wise, writing in the early 900s, the Sclavenes appeared as completely indifferent toward accumulation. Emperor Leo specifically referred to land property, which in late ninth-or early tenth-century Byzantium was a key factor for defining social status. Other sources, however, emphasize accumulation of chattels as a consequence of continuous raiding into the Roman provinces resulting in considerable amounts of booty. As shown in Chapter 4, collection of Byzantine coins is attested by a relatively large number of Romanian hoards. It would be difficult, however, to associate these hoards with accumulation of wealth. With a rampant inflation in the mid-sixth century, the amounts accumulated in hoards were worth slightly more than one or two modii of Egyptian wheat. Exotic wealth and the asso​ciated external ideologies may have been used as status-defining markers and as political currency in manipulating political relationships. This might have been the case of fibulae with bent stem or pectoral crosses discussed in Chapter 6. There is no indication, however, that such arti​facts participated in the construction of power or of class-society, in any way comparable to the model of "military democracy."11
10
Strategikon xi 4.5 and 8; Miracles of St Demetrius и 4.280 and π 5.289-90. See also Litavrin
1987:38—9; Ivanova 1980:86. Hillforts: Pohl 1992:15; Staria 1985. The earliest medieval hillforts
found in Eastern Europe, such as Szeligi, Hacki (Poland), and Zimno (Ukraine), were more likely
loci of communal social and religious ceremonies, not "royal centers." See Kobylmski 1989:309
and 1990:152 and 155.
11
Procopius, Wars vn 14.23—4; Leo the Wise, Tactica xvin 106: "They much prefer even short
rations, than bearing with difficulty the other burdens of farming, because they prefer to lead a
rather free and careless existence rather than to acquire property or costly food through great
effort" (English translation from Wiita 1977:276). See also Burmov 1963:61. Emperor Tiberius
succeeded in persuading the qagan of the Avars to organize a punitive expedition against Dauritas
and "the chiefs of his people," because Bayan knew the Avars would find "the land full of gold
(πολυχρήματον), since the Roman Empire had long been plundered by Sclavenes, whose land,
however, had never been raided by other people at all" (Menander the Guardsman, fr. 21). See
Havlik 1985:175. For sixth-century prices in Byzantium, see Morrisson 1989:239—60. A modius
was about 15 kg. For use of livestock by pastoralists in payment or sacrifice at naming ceremo​
nies, circumcisions, weddings, and funerals, see Ausenda 1995:27—8. Conspicuous consumption:
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Because it attempts to define society in terms of the impact of war and trade on economic relations that might have offered the path for trans​formation into a class-based society, the theory of the "military democ​racy" is inappropriate for a description of early Slavic society. Marxist theorists tend to limit research on "pre-capitalist" formations to scholas​tic discussion about the typology of modes of production and generally employ a restricted definition of economic interest (as a historical product of capitalism), without acknowledging that the theory of strictly economic practice is simply a particular case of a general theory of prac​tice. In reality, "economic calculations" should be extended to all the goods, material and symbolic, without distinction, that present them​selves as rare and worthy of being sought after in a particular social for​mation.12
The current literature on chiefdoms depicts them as institutions depending upon the interlocking of three major components of power: control over economy, military force, and ideology. It is precisely eco​nomic control that is absent from any description of early Slavic society. There are, however, clear cases of accumulation of "symbolic capital." John of Ephesus describes the Sclavenes of the early 580s as becoming rich and possessing "gold and silver, herds of horses and a lot of weapons," in sharp contrast to the "simple people" they used to be, who never dared "to leave the woods." The same phenomenon might have been at work in the episode of a Sclavene chief narrated by Michael the Syrian. During their raid into Greece, the Sclavenes carried off on carts the holy vessels and ciboria from devastated churches. In Corinth, however, one of their leaders took the great ciborium and using it as a tent, made it his dwelling. In doing so, he might have imitated the qagan of the Avars, who sat on a throne under a canopy when receiving embassies from Constantinople. The Sclavene chief seems to have clearly grasped the symbolic potential of the otherwise useless stone ciborium, shaped as it was like a canopy over a throne. This further suggests that, at least in this case, simple accumulation of "material capital" cannot account for the process of power concentration.13
Footnote 11 (cont.)
Ivanova and Litavrin 1985:47. Conspicuous, presumably ritual, consumption of liquor may also be derived from Theophylact's account of "king" Musocius. The Sclavene "king" was captured by Roman troops in the middle of a night of the year 593, as he was "drunk and debilitated by liquor, since on that day there had been a funeral celebration for his departed brother in accor​dance with their [Sclavene] custom" (vi 9.12). For liquor consumption at funerary celebrations, see Goehrke 1992:146. 12 Bourdieu 1994:173 and 194.
13 John of Ephesus vi 25; Michael the Syrian χ 21; Menander the Guardsman, fr. 27. See also Nikolajevic 1983:803. In Byzantine literature, disrespect for holy instruments or clothes, espe​cially those usually kept in churches, is a stereotypical complaint against barbarians. See Serikov 1991:289. In the 570s, the throne of the Byzantine emperor was usually associated with the throne
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The idea of military democracy indirectly suggests the potential for secondary state formation, that is, a social formation which is pushed toward a higher form of organization by an external power which has already been raised to statehood. There are, however, no attempts to examine the connections between Slavic chiefdoms and Roman fron​tiers. Moreover, the "military democracy" model only accounts for what is viewed as a transitional stage to state-level society. No explanation is given for the emergence of the presumed Slavic military democracy from "primitive society." Dissatisfaction with this model may explain why, more recently, historians following the pervasively Romantic ideas of Palacky and Safafik have focused on a specific, historically determined, "Slavic way of life," which may be used for describing long-term histor​ical processes in Eastern Europe. In contrast with highly stratified and centralized societies of the Germanic successor states, the early Slavs have emerged in recent literature as the medieval "segmentary society" par excellence.14
SEGMENTARY SOCIETY: IDEOLOGY OR ACTUALITY?
When historians speak of the "segmentary society" of the early Slavs they usually refer to the Strategikon, whose author claimed that Sclavenes were unable to fight a battle standing in close order or present them​selves on open and level ground. This lack of strategy, he argued, was a direct consequence of their political organization: "Owing to their lack of government (άναρχα) and their ill feeling toward one another (μισ-άλληλα όντα) they are not acquainted with an order of battle (ουδέ τάξιν γιγνώσκουσιν)." "Lack of government," it has been argued, refers to a segmentary lineage system. The underlying idea of such a system is that the functions of maintaining cohesion, social control, some degree of "law and order," which normally depend on specialized agencies, with sanctions at their disposal, can be performed with tolerable effi​ciency, simply by the "balancing" and "opposition" of constituent groups. Societies that Emile Durkheim coined "segmentary" are thus
of Christ, particularly after Justin II initiated the building of a new throne in the imperial palace (the so-called Chrysotriklinos). Justin Us coins emphasize this quasi-religious theme of the enthroned emperor, already glorified by Flavius Cresconius Corippus in his poem on the ceremo​nial of the emperor's rise to power. For more details on contemporary imperial imagery, see Cameron 1981:221. The phrase "symbolic capital" is that of Pierre Bourdieu. For the compo​nents of power in chiefdoms, see Earle 1989:86.
14 Nystazopoulou-Pelekidou 1986:354: "en effet, les tribus slaves - malgre leur vie sedentaire en Grece de plus de cinquante ans - n'avaient pas encore depasse Fetat des societes primitives dont parle deja au tournant des VI-e/VII-e siecles le Strategikon de Maurice - c'est-a-dire l'etat des societes 'segmentaires' qu'a si bien decrit Emile Durkheim." Instead of Durkheim, Walter Pohl (1988:126) cited Pierre Clastres (1977). See also Richards 1986:332.
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characterized by a paradoxical configuration: complex social organiza​tion, but lack of hierarchy, of super-ordination and subordination. Evans-Pritchard has called this "ordered anarchy" What is usually referred to as "segmentary society," however, is one that is in some way structured in terms of descent, in terms of lineage. The segmentary lineage model has as its premises a genealogical ordering of political alli​ances based on the principle of complementary opposition. Lineages are relative social entities, arising only when aroused by competition. Marshall Sahlins has argued that a segmentary lineage system is a preda​tory organization confined to societies in migration, for, as a social means of intrusion and competition in an already occupied ecological niche, it develops specifically in a tribal society which is moving against other tribes. The invading nucleus is eventually joined by people of related segments and all distribute themselves according to genealogical distance, paralleling their original positions.15
At first glance, Slavic settlements north of the Danube river seem to fit this model perfectly In the early 500s, Procopius described the scat​tered, "pitiful hovels," of the Sclavenes. At the turn of the century, every​thing changed: the settlements of the Sclavenes and Antes were now laying in rows along the rivers, so close to each other that "there was prac​tically no space between them. "Just as the Tiv of more recent times, the Sclavenes violently reacted against any attempts to impose on them rulers from the outside. The author of the Strategikon knew that the Sclavenes and the Antes were "both independent, absolutely refusing to be enslaved or governed, least of all in their own land."16 Emperor Leo the Wise wit​nessed the same stubborn resistance:
Even if they had crossed over [the Danube] and been compelled to accept ser​vitude, they did not wish to be happily persuaded by an outsider, but through some method by their own people. They would rather be led to destruction by a leader of their own tribe than to be enslaved and submit to Roman laws
15
Strategikon xi 4.12 and 16. See Strategikon xi 4.9 and 19; Procopius, Wars vn 22.3 and 5, vn 38.7,
vii 40.7; Buildings iv 7.12-13 and 17; Theophylact Simocatta vn 4.13-vn 5.1, vn 5.8. See also
Zasterova 1971:51-2; Kuchma 1978:8. For "lack of government" and the segmentary lineage
system, see Pohl 1988:126. Segmentary societies: Durkheim 1893:150; Evans-Pritchard 1940:181;
Fortes and Evans-Pritchard 1940:296. See also Sigrist 1967. For segmentary society as structured
in terms of lineage, see Munson 1989:387. See also Evans-Pritchard 1953:26. For the segmentary
lineage in political action, see Lindholm 1985:21; Ausenda 1995:19. Segmentary lineage system
and migration: Sahlins 1961:323 and 337-8. See also Sigrist 1967:43 and 98; Holy 1979:2.
16
Strategikon xi 4.1 and xi 4.38. Procopius, Wars vn 14.24 and 29. See also Benedicty 1965:75. For
the Tiv, see Bohannan 1958:11; Sigrist 1967:198—200 and 217—18. The chroniclers of the Fourth
Crusade described in similar terms the Milings and the Ezerites of Peloponnesus. Both were "un
gent de voulente et n'obeissent a nul seignor" (Livre de la Conqueste de la Princee de VAmoree, cited
by Weithmann 1978:117).
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nor have they received the sacrament of the baptism of the Savior until our time, in this case giving way to some extent in the practice of their ancient freedom.17
Sclavenes may in fact unite to attack or repel an enemy at one time, but may also fragment into feuding factions at another, quarreling over land or personal injuries. The former case is illustrated by "king" Musocius, who agreed to provide assistance for rescuing the Sclavenes from the neighboring territory of Ardagastus, previously attacked by the Romans. The Sclavene tribes living around Thessalonica allied them​selves in order to defend "king" Perbundos, arrested by Byzantine authorities. It is with this fact in mind that the author of the Strategikon recommended that Roman generals use any possible means to thwart Sclavenes from uniting "under one ruler." Emperor Tiberius' idea to incite Avars against the Sclavenes, "so that all of those who were laying waste Roman territory would be drawn back by the troubles at home, choosing rather to defend their own lands," was based on the same assumption. However, the "massing effect" may evaporate in the absence of a common danger: "When a difference of opinion prevails among them, either they come to no agreement at all or when some of them do come to an agreement, the others quickly go against what was decided. They are always at odds with each other (πάντων εναντίων αλλήλων φρονούντων)."18 When the defensive objectives that had induced con​federation have been accomplished, the confederation dissolves again into its several segments, and leaders that had emerged now fall back into social oblivion or retain only local influence. Ardagastus might have achieved enough fame beyond his primary group, enough indeed to be influential among neighboring, related, segments, and to organize raids across the Danube with other warriors coming from distant regions. But once his territory was devastated by Roman troops in 593, Ardagastus narrowly escaped capture and his name, which he had begun to build, rapidly vanished from Byzantine sources and, we may presume, from among Sclavenes.19
Can we then apply the model of the segmentary lineage system to the
17
Leo the Wise, Tactica xvin 99; English translation from Wiita 1977:259. See also Pseudo-Caesarius,
Eratopokriseis, in Riedinger 1969:302; Zasterova 1971:59; Pohl 1988:126.
18
Strategikon xi 4.14; see also xi 4.30. The phrase "massing effect" is that of Marshall Sahlins. For
Musocius, see Theophylact Simocatta vi 9.6. For Perbundos, see Miracles of St Demetrius 11 4.231.
For Emperor Tiberius and the Avar attack against the Sclavenes, see Menander the Guardsman,
fr. 21.
19
Theophylact Simocatta vi 7.5; see Zasterova 1971: 78—9. Ardagastus had also organized the expe​
dition crushed by Comentiolus under the walls of Adrianople, in 585 (Theophylact Simocatta 1
7-5).
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Sclavene case? In other words, was the early Slavic society structured in terms of descent? Inspired by Pierre Clastres' model of the "Society against the State," Walter Pohl derived a segmentary system from the pre​sumed absence of social mechanisms contributing to the consolidation of royal authority. Unlike the highly centralized model of Germanic society, the early Slavic society was characterized by a form of leadership, which typically enhanced "tribal hierarchies," without replacing them. Soviet historians cited the Strategikon as evidence for their claims that the Slavic society was a "military democracy" Pohl used the same source for advo​cating the idea of a "segmentary society."20
What he obviously ignored is that lineage theory and segmentation are not at all the same thing. The former deals with sequences of events at the level of observation, in particular with the appearance of groups, whereas the second deals with formal relations that characterize the types of events possible. The segmentary lineage model has been strongly crit​icized by historically minded anthropologists precisely for reifying local ideology to the level of social theory In other words, in assuming that segmentary societies ignore hierarchy and political leadership, anthropol​ogists did not, in fact, refer to a set of empirical facts about actual behav​ior, but to a set of actors' ideas about their political relations or to the anthropologists' own set of ideas about the actors' representations.21
Can our sources prove the existence of a segmentary lineage system? They have almost nothing to offer to anthropologists dealing with lineage theory. We are completely ignorant about what social mechanisms were responsible for the descent structure of the early Slavic society. We know that "king" Musocius attended a funeral ceremony for his departed brother, in accordance with the Sclavene custom. This, however, does not tell us anything about the structure of kin groups. Menander the Guardsman, on the other hand, narrates an episode of the Avar conquest, in which the leaders of the Antes, under the pressure of Avar incursions, decided to sent an embassy to the Avars and appointed as ambassador Mezamer "the son of Idariz and brother of Kelagast." If we are to believe the Cutrigur who had joined the Avars and incited them to kill the ambassador, Mezamer was "the most powerful of all amongst the Antes (outos ό άνήρ μεγίστην έσότι περιβέβληται δύυσμιυ εν "Ανταις)." Irrespective of what exactly was Mezamer's office, it seems evident that,
20
Pohl 1988:126—7, based on Strategikon xi 4.1.
21
Dresch 1986:309; Lindholm 1985:21. See also David Turton's comments to Giorgio Ausenda's
paper (Ausenda 1995:47): "The Langobards obviously had a descent construct but this could have
had other uses apart from group recruitment. It would be wrong to assume that, because they had a
descent construct, they necessarily had groups that were recruited by means of it. The fara may have been a
local group of assorted kin and affmes organized around an 'agnatic core' (emphasis added)."
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according to Menander the Guardsman, his status was derived from lineage. In this case, however, the organization of the Antes was more a ranked than a segmentary society.22
It has been observed that a segmentary structure of society involves a segmentary structure of space, the minimal unit of which represents the "primary tribal segment," as the smallest multifamily group that collec​tively exploits an area of tribal resources and forms a residential entity. How large was a segment? The author of the Strategikon understood that for an invasion into Sclavene territory to be successful, a fairly large force should be dispatched against each settlement (χωρίον). For attacking a settlement, he recommended the use of one or two bandons, i.e. 400 to 800 men, some going about pillaging, while others kept guard over them. He even insisted that it was not wise to detach more bandons, even if the settlement happened to be a large one, thus implying that 400 to 800 men were a sufficiently large force to overcome any possible resistance. We may safely presume therefore that the population of a Sclavene χωρίον was slightly inferior in size to the attacking Roman force, assuming that the estimations of the Strategikon are based only on the military potential of the enemy, that is, on the number of warriors, not on the total number of inhabitants.23 This is indirectly confirmed by the episode of the Roman soldiers slaughtered by Peiragastus'warriors in 594. Theophylact Simocatta relates that Peter, the general of the Roman army had ordered his army to cross the Danube, not knowing that the Sclavenes had pre​pared an ambush. The first 1,000 men were killed, but Peter eventually managed to cross over his entire army. The Sclavenes were eventually forced to withdraw, as Peiragastus was killed in the encounter. The Sclavene army may thus have been slightly larger than the unit (a μοίρα or brigade) of 1,000 men that first crossed the river. As a consequence, the warriors Peiragastus had under his command may have represented three to four χωρία. These warriors seem to have come from a distance. Indeed, after Peiragastus's death, Peter's troops began chasing the rem​nants of his army across the Sclavene territory, without encountering any settlement. When viewed against the background of the Strategikon, this episode suggests therefore that the force the Romans encountered in 594
22
Menander the Guardsman, fr. 3. For Musocius, see Theophylact Simocatta vi 8.12.
23
Strategikon xi 4.43. This estimate is much larger than that derived from the archaeological evi​
dence discussed in Chapter 6. An average number of inhabitants per settlement, ranging between
fifty and seventy, was inferred from excavations of Grubenhduser with under fifteen square meters
of floor area. It is possible, however, that a χωρίον was not a single settlement, but a cluster of
settlements. Segmentary structure of space: Balandier 1970:53; Sahlins 1961:325; Dirks, Eley, and
Ortner 1994:13. Bulgarian historians claimed the Slav settlers in the Balkans were divided into
numerous separate families, bound not so much by their common descent, as by their life together.
See Koledarov 1969:125 and 127—8; Cankova-Petkova 1962:266.
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did not represent a single segment. In other words, Peiragastus was not one of those "kings" living close to the Roman frontier, to be won by persuasion or gifts, so that "their common hostility will not make them united."24
The archaeological evidence may also indicate a segmentary organiza​tion of space. Groups of households found on sixth- and seventh-century sites north of the Danube river may have been communal villages of a kind described by Henri H. Stahl for early modern Romania. The family organization of the communal village allowed sons to found their own households and settle down near their parents, clear land, and build houses together, but the households lived separately, as small individual families. Once a family group was established, by clearing or simply taking over a certain part of the territory, it grew, biologically and socially, until it formed a hamlet. The group expressed its solidarity by invoking an ancestor, whose name was sometimes invented or derived from that of the hamlet. Paul Bohannan has found the same mechanism in the spatial distribution of Tiv primary segments in western Africa and his model may be applied to the Slavs. In this case, however, the early Slavic society was by no means unique, for the principle of segmentation existed in many other early medieval societies. Emile Durkheim has already classified Germanic tribes as "polysegmental societies doubly compounded."25
It remains unclear how much of what we know from Byzantine sources should be viewed as a set of empirical facts about actual behav​ior. It is logical to believe that the author of the Strategikon had a better (most likely first-hand) knowledge about Sclavenes than Procopius. In spite of significant differences, however, when the author of the Strategikon claims that Sclavenes were always at odds with each other, this is a well-worn topos, used by many before him, including Procopius.
The model of the "segmentary society" ignores historical process. It is very unlikely that the Sclavene society had remained "frozen" in its "primitive," segmentary, stage during contact with the Empire. Though Byzantine sources make it clear that Sclavenes had their own "kings," advocates of this model described the Sclavene society as characterized by social mechanisms inhibiting the rise of political leadership. In fact, by ideologically defining any political action as an affair of segments in
24 Theophylact Simocatta vn 5.1; Strategikon xi 4.30. It is interesting to note that Theophylact (or his source) calls Peiragastus a brigadier (ταξίαρχος), i.e. commander of a division (μέρος) with three brigades.
ъ Durkheim 1958:84: a "polysegmental society doubly compounded" results from the "juxtaposi​tion or fusion of several simply compounded polysegmented societies." For the Lombard society as segmentary, see Ausenda 1995. For communal villages, see Stahl 1980:44; Timoshchuk 1985:15; Bohannan 1958.
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balanced opposition and not an affair of particular individuals, the notion of the segmentary lineage structure allows for the emergence of men entrusted with considerable authority and wielding great political power. As long as political leadership remains personal and does not become institutionalized into an office, it can be accounted for within the given ideology and the ideological dictum of egalitarianism upheld in spite of considerable political inequality on the ground. The fact that so little attention has been paid to political leadership in societies classified as having segmentary lineage structures, such as that of the Sclavenes, and the fact that inequality of status, political authority, and power have been consistently underplayed in historical analysis is a typical consequence of mistaking the ideology for actuality.26
GREAT-MEN, BIG-MEN, AND CHIEFS
In a passage describing the savage Sclavenes, in contrast to the peaceful Physonites, Pseudo-Caesarius claimed that the Sclavenes "call each other with the howl of wolves (τη λύκων copuyfj σφά$ προσκαλούμενοι)." Α Greek linguist, Phaedon Malingoudis, has interpreted the passage as referring to lycanthropy and pertaining to a system of beliefs and rituals, the essential part of which was a ritual transformation of the young warrior into a wolf. The "howling wolves" appear in various other sources, always in connection with warfare. On the other hand, the author of the Strategikon knows that, while in Sclavene territory, Roman troops should expect sudden attacks from young Sclavene warriors (οι νεώτεροι αυτών). In encounters, they shout (κράζοντε$) all together and if their opponents begin to give way at the noise, they attack violently. The inhabitants of Thessalonica were all accustomed to the Sclavene battle cry, after being attacked three times by Sclavene warriors.27
It is difficult to decide from this evidence whether or not Malingoudis' interpretation of Pseudo-Caesarius is correct. He seems to suggest that the "howling wolves" may have gone through a kind of initiation that is often associated with secret brotherhoods of warriors, the Mdnnerhtinde which Georges Dumezil's studies of Indo-European mythologies have rendered famous. It is not impossible, but the evidence is too scarce to make the point convincing. If Malingoudis is right, this evidence would rather suggest that the "howling wolves" were some sort of "age sets," pan-tribal social groupings of young warriors, which cross-cut kinship and descent ties. Some authors pointed to the state-building potency of
26
Lederman 1990:10; РоЫ 1988:126—7. See also Holy 1979:19.
27
Riedinger 1969:302; Strategikon xi 4.12 and 39; Miracles of St. Demetrius 1 14.138, 1 1.185, and π
4.235—6. See Malingoudis 1990:90—1; Stange-Zhirovova 1980—1; Steindorff 1985.
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these associations, since they usually break through the kinship and neighborhood organization of society.28
Pseudo-Caesarius' evidence, nevertheless, is important for another reason. Writing in the 560s (see Chapter 2), he was familiar with the region of the Danube frontier, which suggests he had access to first-hand information. Thus, he is the first author to refer to Sclavene chiefs, who were often killed at feasts or on travels, that is during peacetime (συνεχώς άναιροΰντες συνεστιώμενοι ή συνοδεύοντες τον σφών ηγεμόνα και άρχοντα). This seems to indicate that strategies chiefs employed to expand their prominence and draw followings were checked by their kinsmen. Pseudo-Caesarius used this example to show that the Sclavenes were living by their own law and without the rule of anyone (άνηγεμόνευτοι), a remark which dovetails with the evidence of other sources. That the purge of would-be tyrants took place during feasts further suggests that chiefs were coordinators of communal ceremonies.29
Ever since Elman Service defined chiefdoms as "redistributional soci​eties with a permanent central agency of coordination," chiefs have been viewed as the prevailing characteristics of the social organization in early medieval Europe, which had existed beyond the Roman frontiers and persisted into the migration period. According to current anthropologi​cal views, chiefdoms are regionally organized societies with a centralized decision-making hierarchy coordinating activities among several village communities.
Were all Sclavene "kings" of the sixth and seventh century truly chiefs? The terminology employed by Greek sources is very complex and diffi​cult to interpret. Though already used with reference to Sclavenes by Pseudo-Caesarius, the author of the Strategikon, and the author of Book 11 of the Miracles ofSt Demetrius, and with reference to Antes by Menander the Guardsman, the term άρχων appears with some consistency only in ninth- and tenth-century sources, such as Theophanes Confessor and Constantine Porphyrogenitus. An archon was a ruler with full, region​ally organized authority.31 To the unknown author of Book 11 of the
28
Schiirtz 1902:324; Lowie 1961; Krader 1968:99; Ausenda 1995:25. For Mannerbunde, see Dumezil
1969 and Przyluski 1940. Beliefs in lycanthropy were widely spread and by no means restricted
to Indo-Europeans. See Eliade 1973; Comba 1991.
29
Riedinger 1969:302; Procopius, Wars vn 14.22; Strategikon xi 4.30. See also Benedicty 1963:50.
For examples of strategies responsible for the creation and maintenance of regional polities, see
Earle 1989:84-5; Webster 1975:466.
30
Service 1971:134; Hodges 1982:187; Haldon 1993:213. See also Earle 1987:288; Townsend
1985:144; Earle 1989:84.
31
Riedinger 1969:302; Miracles of St Demetrius π 4.271-3; Menander the Guardsman, fr. 5.2;
Strategikon xi 4.21. See also Kuchma 1991:388. For άρχων, see Ferluga 1982. It is not without
interest that the translation of άρχων in the tenth-century Old Church Slavonic version of
Eratopokriseis is knyaz (prince). See Benedicty 1963:54; Duichev 1957.
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Miracles of St Demetrius, Chatzon, the leader of the Sclavenes who besieged Thessalonica, was an "exarch" (εξαρχος). The word would later be used in the Life of St Gregory Decapolites with reference to Sclavene leaders who were subordinates of the Byzantine emperor. Menander the Guardsman calls Dauritas' "fellow chiefs" δσοι εν τέλει του εθνου$ and ήγεμόνε$. Ήγεμών is a term Menander employs frequently to refer to barbarian leaders. Alamundar and Alamundar, the chiefs of the Saracens subject to the Romans, Sandilkh, the chief of the Utigurs, and Sarosius, the king of the Alans, were also ηγεμόνες. The same is true, however, for leaders with an obviously different status, such as Sigisbert, the king of the Franks, Sizilbul and Turxanthos, both qagans of the Turks, and Bayan, the qagan of the Avars. By contrast, Alboin, the king of the Lombards, is a μόναρχος, just like Arsilas, the eldest ruler of the Turks. This suggests that those to whom Menander refers as δσοι εν τέλει του §6voug were not subordinates, or in any way inferior in rank, to Dauritas. All seem to have enjoyed a similar status and joined into what might be best described as a tribal confederation.32
Theophylact Simocatta, who wrote in the late 620s on the basis of a source written in the late 500s, has the widest variety of terms. The rulers of the Sclavenes living "at the boundary of the western Ocean" are έθνάρχαι, a term Theophylact only employed for rulers of distant, almost legendary, tribes. Both Peiragastus, the tribal leader of 594, and the "appointed officers" of the Sclavenes under Avar rule are ταξίαρχοι. This is a word Theophylact commonly applies to subordinate commanders of the Roman army. Peiragastus, however, is also a <ρυλάρχο$, like Ogyrus and Zogomus, the "tribal chiefs" of the Ghassanid Arabs.33 Finally, Musocius is a °ρηξ. The only other instance in which Theophylact Simocatta employs this word is in reference to the king of the Lombards. The author of the Strategikon employed the same word for the Sclavene "kings," in general. Less than a century later, the unknown author of Book и of the Miracles of St Demetrius applied the same title to both Perbundos and the "kings" of the Drugubites. The word was often used in late Roman sources in reference to independent barbarian leaders.
32
Menander the Guardsman, fr. 21; see Levinskaia and Tokhtas'ev 1991b:348. For other ηγεμόνες,
see Menander the Guardsman, fr. 2.1, 4.2, 5.1, 6.1, 9.3, 11, 12.4, and 19.1. The same term is used
for Alamundar by Theophylact Simocatta (in 17.7). For μόναρχος, see Menander the Guardsman,
fr. 12.1 and 19.1. For εξαρχος, see the Miracles of St Demetrius π 1.193; Weiss and Katsanakis
1988:136. See also Antoljak 1982:386; Ivanova 1987:61.
33
Φυλάρχος: Theophylact Simocatta vn 4.13 and n 2.5. Εθνάρχης was also the ruler of the "nation
of Kolch," who was defeated and killed in battle by the qagan of the Turks (vn 8.6). For Sclavene
ταξίαρχοι, see vi 2.12, vn 5.4, vi 4.5. For other ταξίαρχοι, see и 12. 7 (Ansimuth, a Roman
brigadier in Thrace), vi 8.9 (Alexander, a brigadier in Priscus' army), and и з. ι (Vitalius, a Roman
commander on the eastern front).
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Such leaders had significant power over their fellow tribesmen, a feature easily recognizable in Musocius' case: "But the Gepid described every​thing and revealed things in detail, saying that the prisoners were subjects of Musocius, who was called rex in the barbarian tongue (υπό Μουσώκιον τον λεγόμενον ρήγα, τη τών βαρβάρων cpcovrj) [emphasis added]." It is interesting to note that Menander the Guardsman, and the author of Book π of the Miracles of St Demetrius referred to ηγεμόνες and άρχοντες only in plural, whereas ρηξ was bestowed on individuals, often known by name (Musocius, Perbundos). This suggests that there were many Sclavene leaders at any one time, but not all had the same kind of power. While Pseudo-Caesarius' leaders were killed at feasts or on travels, argu​ably by their fellow tribesmen, "king" Musocius is explicitly said to have had "subjects."34
In anthropological terms, this variety of leadership forms may be best described as the coexistence of three different sorts of power. Anthropologists distinguish chiefs, whose powers are largely ascribed and coincide with privileged control of wealth, from big-men, whose powers are largely achieved and derived from the manipulation of wealth, and great-men, whose powers may be largely ascribed or achieved, but are not based upon the control of wealth. The distinction between chiefs and big-men goes back to Marshall Sahlins, who depicted the typical Melanesian leader as a "big-man," because he achieved his position in a context of egalitarian ideology and competition, and his Polynesian counterpart as a chief, because he succeeded to a hereditary position in a context of social hierarchy. "Big-man" arose as a conceptual model pri​marily because of the need to differentiate between self-made leaders and ascribed chiefs. Big-men are leaders who organize feasts and festivals, daring warriors and commanders in warfare, aggressors in interpersonal and intergroup conflict, orators, directors of communal work and enter​prise, men of authority who arbitrate disputes within the community, ritual practitioners, magicians, and sorcerers. Some dominate by their physical strength, particularly in contexts where leading warriors are politically important, some by force of character. The concept of big-man leadership was applied outside Melanesia when achievement rather than ascribed leader status was under discussion. Big-men are more likely to arise in exchange activities involving the entire community. When they compete as peers, the stakes are prestige, wealth, or even physical
34 Theophylact Simocatta vi 9.1 and vi 10.13; Strategikon xi 4.30; Miracles ofSt Demetrius 11 4.231 and 11 4.235—6. For Musocius, the Sclavene "king," see also Benedicty 1963:51 and 1965:66; Havlik 1974:184-5; Ivanova 1987:58. Given that the term ρήξ appears in several independant sources, L. M. Whitby's argument (198213:428) that Theophylact apparently misused a Latin term is unten​able. See also Baldwin 1977; Ivanova 1980:88 and 101.
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well-being of their respective social groups, not just the leader's own status.35
More recently, Maurice Godelier took as a starting point that the big-men system is derived from the great-men system. To Godelier, a big-man belongs within a peculiar institutional system, in which the principle of competitive exchange takes precedence over the principle of war. By contrast, the great-man advances alone toward the enemy lines, followed by a handful of assistants, and engages in single combat with any warrior prepared to match his skill and strength. He gains prestige, a name for himself, and admiration, but not wealth. In times of war, his authority is unquestioned; in peacetime his function disappears, but his prestige remains.36
As described by Theophylact Simocatta, Ardagastus fits well the model of the great-man. No particular title is attached to his name, though he appears twice in Theophylact's narrative. Ardagastus had a remarkable physical size and strength, which helped him avoid being captured by Romans in 593. He had a "territory" of his own, which Priscus' troops devastated in that same year. It is interesting to note that the inhabitants of this χώρα are never referred to as his subjects, only as "Sclavene hordes" or his "followers." Ardagastus may have been a warrior leader, "specializing" in the organization of raids across the Danube. Warriors from afar may have come to his "territory" and joined him in his plunder​ing expeditions. No mention is made of a village and, if we are to believe Theophylact Simocatta, Ardagastus was on the point of launching a new raid against the Roman provinces, when Priscus' attack took him by sur​prise. Ardagastus also led the raid of 585, which was intercepted by Comentiolus not far from Adrianople. Ardagastus was perceived as a real threat, which results from the fact that his χώρα was the first target of Priscus' operations across the Danube. Ardagastus' power was most likely achieved, with his remarkable physical strength at the basis of this polit​ical prominence. He had already begun to build a name for himself, when Priscus' expedition put an end to his career. Though he may have sur​vived the Roman aggression, Ardagastus fell back into social oblivion, for nothing is reported about him in the otherwise well-documented events of the following decade.37
Can we bestow the title of great-men upon other Sclavene leaders?
35 Sahlins 1963. See also Allen 1984:20; Khazanov 1985:86; Brown 1990:97 and 100; Lederman 1990:6; Whitehouse 1992:118; Wason 1994:45. 36 Godelier 1986:105 and 109—10.
37 Theophylact Simocatta 1 7.3—6, vi 7.1, 3, and 5, vi 9.1 and 6. See also Zasterova 1971:78-9; Avenarius 1991:29. The correct translation of τα των Σκλαυηνώυ πλήθη απόδημα is "the Sclavene hordes from abroad," not "(Ardagastus was sending) the Sclavene hordes abroad," as Michael and Mary Whitby have it. In this case, απόδημα is an adjective modifying πλήθη, not an adverb.
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Peiragastus is briefly mentioned by Theophylact in relation to Peter's campaign north of the Danube. He was therefore a contemporary of Ardagastus. To the author of the Feldzugsjournal, which served as the main source for Theophylact's narrative in Book vn (see Chapter 2), Peiragastus was a "brigadier." The word, which often appears in relation to subordinate commanders of the Roman army, indicates that the author of this campaign diary was himself a military or was writing for one. That Peiragastus is called by the same name as commanders of the Roman army also suggests he was just a military leader. It is true that he is then called "the tribal leader (φύλαρχος) of that barbarian horde." Knowing that the same term is applied to two Saracen leaders, who appear in Book 11, it is possible that it was Theophylact (who wrote much later), not the author of the Feldzugsjournal, who applied the word to Peiragastus. Moreover, what we know about him from Theophylact refers exclusively to the military confrontation with Peter's troops. Mention is made of forces under his command, but significantly enough, unlike Ardagastus, Peiragastus had no "territory." Immediately after his death in battle, the Sclavenes "turned to flight" and the Roman troops were concerned with pursuing them, not with ravaging neighboring villages that might have existed in the area. We may conclude that Peiragastus and his "horde" had come from afar in what might have been an expedition against Peter's army. It is likely, therefore, that Peiragastus was nothing more than a warrior leader.38
The association between Pseudo-Caesarius' leaders and feasting sug​gests they were big-men. Generation of debt and the prospect of future gain for all supporters are the critical aspects for understanding the emer​gence of accumulators through competitive feasting. This seems to be supported by the archaeological evidence, particularly by the intrasite dis​tribution of artifacts discussed in Chapter 6. We have seen that big-men are prominent in those contexts in which personification or embodiment of collective interest and responsibility is not only possible, but becomes a recurrent practice. They play a key role in "making" groups. Their ora​torical interventions during meetings, together with private persuasions, transform actions that would otherwise be construed as merely personal into collective ones as well. This applies to Menander the Guardsman's Dauritas and to Fredegar's Samo. Both appear as speaking in the name of their respective groups, boldly proclaiming their independence and thus "creating" their new identity. Unlike Dauritas, Samo's utilitas won him not only the admiration of the Wends, but also his election as their "king." The Wendish rex proved his skills as commander in warfare, his
38
Theophylact Simocatta vn 4.13 and 5.4. 330


УУ
"Kings" and "democracy
prudence and courage always bringing victory to the Wends. A self-made leader, Samo forged alliances with several Wendish families, marrying no less than twelve Wendish women, "who bore him twenty-two sons and fifteen daughters." He was involved in long-distance trade and his eco​nomic and political influence produced not only wealth and high status, but also strong alliances, particularly after the debacle of the Frankish army at castrum Wogastisburc?9
More than twenty years earlier, another rex, Musocius, had "subjects," that he could send to reconnoitre or to give assistance to refugees from neighboring territories. Strong ties of loyalty linked this "king" to his subjects, as suggested by the episode of the Sclavene prisoners, who, though interrogated under torture, did not betray their chief Unlike Samo, however, Musocius' chiefdom was territorially more limited. In order to destroy this chiefdom, all Priscus needed to do was to capture Musocius and to devastate his village. By contrast, the power of Perbundos, "king" of the Rynchines (του 'Ρυγχίνων ρηγός, τοϋνομα Περβούνδου), was built upon a special relationship with the Byzantine imperial authority. Chief Perbundos wore the dress of the Byzantine aris​tocracy and fluently spoke Greek. Arrested and brought to Constantinople, he found well-connected friends to help him out of trouble. Like Musocius, Perbundos was also very popular. When he was finally captured and executed, all "Sclavene nations" (τά Σκλαβίνων έθνη) around Thessalonica rose in rebellion and attacked the city.40
The examples of Musocius, Perbundos, and especially Samo show the importance for chiefdoms of direct or indirect contact with a previously existing state. The most important means by which a decentralized system could enter the orbit of the Roman "Commonwealth" was the foedus, a pact between Romans and barbarians whereby the latter could settle on Roman territory in return for serving as a military buffer against other barbarians. An interesting example is Procopius' episode of the "phoney Chilbudius." When his story "was carried about and reached the entire nation of the Antes ("Ανται σχεδόν άπαντες, κοινή ν δέ είναι την πράξιν ήξίουν)," Chilbudius was forced to take on a false identity, claiming that he was a Roman general. Under this cloak, he was imme​diately sent to Constantinople to negotiate a treaty with Justinian, by
39
Menander the Guardsman, fr. 21; Fredegar iv 48 and 68. Dervan, dux gente Surbiorum, "placed
himself and his people under the rule of Samo." See also Havlik 1974:183; Avenarius 1987:73;
Fritze 1994:281 with n. 1736. Though Samo's rank, wealth, and status hinged on achievement,
his rank was not inherited. No mention is made of any of his twenty-two sons becoming a "king"
after Samo's death, despite clear evidence that the Frankish chronicler outlived the Wendish
leader. Accumulators and competitive feasting: Hayden and Gargett 1990:14 and 16. Big-men and
group making: Lederman 1990:10; Rousseau 1985:41
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Theophylact Simocatta vi 8.14 and vi 9.1; Miracles of St Demetrius и 4.231, 233-7, and 242.
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which the Antes received an old Roman city, Turris, as well as stipends, in exchange for becoming the emperor's allies (ενσπουδοι) and protect​ing the Danube frontier against Hunnic inroads.41
Whatever the source for this story and the degree to which Procopius reworked the account (see Chapter 2), it is clear that in his eyes the Antes, who "are not ruled by one man, but . . . lived from old under a democ​racy" needed a chief in order to negotiate the foedus with Justinian. "Chilbudius" was not a person, but an office, by which their acephalous, de-centralized system ("Αύται . . . άπαντες) could turn into a loyal ally of the emperor. Some time later, when the Antes were attacked by Avars (see Chapter 3), they already had άρχοντες and an ambassador of "noble" origin. The episode of the powerful Mezamer, "son of Idariz and brother of Kelagast," points to the existence of conical clans, one of the most important social characteristics of chiefdoms. Several segments were now ranked relative to each other, and their leaders, true chiefs, hold offices in an extensive polity, capable of military mobilization against the Avars.42
CON CLUSION
There is no indication of Slavic chiefs before с. $6о. Notwithstanding his detailed description of Slavic society, Procopius knew nothing about them. He carefully recorded, however, the names of several other barbar​ian leaders in the area, especially kings of the Gepids, Herules, and Lombards, or Cutrigur chieftains. That this is no accident is shown by Procopius' claim that both Sclavene and Antes "are not ruled by one man, but they lived from old under a democracy."43 No Slavic raid recorded in the Wars seems to have been organized by military leaders and the story of the "phoney Chilbudius," with its emphasis on the false identity of the would-be chief of the Antes resonates with Procopius' notion of Slavic "democracy". The Slavic ethnographic excursus, which is probably based on his interviews with Sclavene and Antian mercenaries in Italy, is the longest in all of Procopius'work. As a consequence, the absence of Slavic leaders cannot be explained by either Procopius' lack of interest or his hostility towards those whom he viewed as nomads (see Chapter 2). His image of the Slavs is much more favorable than that of their neighbors in Procopius' oikumene. But he seems to have denied political leadership
41
Procopius, Wars vn 13.24-6 and 14.1—6. For chiefdoms and neighboring states, see Kipp and
Schortman 1989. For the role of the Roman frontier in state formation in barbaricum, see Willems
1989:43-4.
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procopius, Wars vn 14.22; Menander the Guardsman, fr. 3. For conical clans and chiefdoms, see
Yoffee 1993:62. 43 Procopius, Wars vn 14.22.
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only to the Slavs. There is no reason to believe, however, that Procopius deliberately omitted the names of Slavic military leaders, when he was so attentive in distinguishing Sclavene "throngs" from Sclavene "armies" (see Chapter 3).
The first political leaders appear in Pseudo-Caesarius' Eratopokriseis, which was written in the 560s. The largest number and the widest variety of leadership forms, however, occur in sources regarding the last quarter of the sixth century. Names of individual chiefs suddenly appear in Menander the Guardsman, Strategikon, and Theophylact Simocatta. In sharp contrast to the picture given by Procopius, the author of the Strategikon even suggests that Sclavene chiefs may at times unite and accept, albeit temporarily, being "ruled by one man." This is also the period in which chiefs emerged, who spoke in the name of their respec​tive groups, boldly proclaiming their independence. It is also during this period that chiefs, often mentioned by name, were leading more or less successful raids across the Danube. These were the raids which most strik​ingly coincided with major engagements of the Roman armies in the east. The chiefs knew where and when to strike, in order to avoid major concentrations of Roman troops. This strongly suggests that among all three categories of leaders discussed in this chapter, which may have pos​sibly existed at that time, warrior leaders (great-men) were the most common.
The end of the sixth century is also the period in which we can see increasing competition between chiefs. The author of the Strategikon knew that there were many Sclavene "kings, always at odds with each other," a useful political detail for any Roman general who happened to wage war against any one of them. What were the stakes of this compe​tition, we can only guess. As shown in Chapter 6, the second half of the sixth century was a period of dramatic change in the material culture of communities living north of the Danube river. Shortly before and after ad 600, symbols of personal identity were in higher demand. The great​est number of links between ornamental patterns displayed by bow fibulae found in Romania, Crimea, and Mazuria is that of specimens dated to this period. Long-distance connections, as well as the display of different patterns on various groups of "Slavic" bow fibulae point to social competition. If the intrasite distribution of artifacts in the common front region of the sites analyzed in Chapter 6 can, in any way, be associated with competitive feasting, which is a typical feature for big-man leader​ship, we may be able to visualize some aspects of this competition. War, however, was the overwhelming concern of those who, though unable to fight in ordered battle, were nevertheless extremely skillful in ambush​ing Roman troops. That Slavic society was geared up for warfare is
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evident from the significant quantity of weapons, especially arrow and spear-heads, that were found on sixth- and seventh-century sites.44 It is therefore possible that at least some of the evidence for destruction by fire, which sixth- to seventh-century sites in Romania, Moldova, and Ukraine occasionally produced, is the result of inter-group conflicts. After all, as the author of the Strategikon observed, in the Slavic "democ​racy", "nobody is willing to yield to another."45
44
Strategikon xi 4.30. It was often noted that "Slavic" settlements produced no weapons (e.g.,
Dolinescu-Ferche 1984:145). The archaeological evidence, however, gives a different picture.
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Lapushnian 1974:133 fig. 10/15; Rafalovich 1968:96 fig. 29/8. Spears: Zirra and Cazimir 1963:60;
Constantiniu 19651x182; Szekely I992:pl. X/8; Vakulenko and Prikhodniuk 1984:68 fig. 38/1.
For a battle-axe, see Vakulenko and Prikhodniuk 1984:68 fig. 39/9.
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Strategikon xi 4.14. Heavy destruction by fire of numerous buildings is evident at Bucharest-
Maicane§ti and Kavetchina. By contrast, only two buildings of the large settlement at Davideni
were destroyed by fire. The same is true for Seli§te and Dulceanca III.

CONCLUSION: THE MAKING OF THE SLAVS
As its title suggests, the subject matter of this book is not the Slavs, but the process leading to what is now known as "the Slavs." This process was a function of both ethnic formation and ethnic identification. In both cases, the "Slavs" were the object, not the subject. The preceding chap​ters have presented a series of perspectives on the history and archaeol​ogy of the Lower Danube area during the sixth and seventh centuries. Each approached a different aspect of the process of constructing a Slavic ethnie and each highlighted specific themes and arguments. This chapter will review those themes, but will also attempt to string them all together into a tripartite conclusion. In doing so, it will focus on the major issues presented in the introduction: the migration and the making of the Slavs. Though in agreement with those who maintain that the history of the Slavs began in the sixth century, I argue that the Slavs were an invention of the sixth century. Inventing, however, presupposed both imagining or labeling by outsiders and self-identification.1
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MIGRATION
A brief examination of the historiography of the "Slavic problem" yields an important conclusion: the dominant discourse in Slavic studies, that of "expert" linguists and archaeologists, profoundly influenced the study of the early Slavs. Though the evidence, both historical and archaeolog​ical, presented itself in a historical light, historians were expected merely to comb the written sources for evidence to match what was already known from the linguistic-archaeological model. Because this model was based on widely spread ideas about such critical concepts as culture, migration, and language, the basic assumptions on which the model was based were rarely, if ever, questioned. One such assumption was that
1 Ivanov 1991 с and 1993.
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