Migration period finds from Margum:
a possible interpretation
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The Roman town of Margum
was founded in the 1% century AD at the
place of an Iron Age settlement, at the
confluence of the Morava and the Da-
nube Rivers, on the Orasje site in the
present-day Dubravica village. With
the Roman conquest of Dacia the town
lost some of its importance, as legio
IV Flavia moved to Singidunum. From
the times of Emperor Marcus Aurelius
it was known as Municipium Aure-
lium Augustum Margum (cf. MirRkOVIC
1968. 50-51).

After abandoning province Da-
cia in 272, Roman strategy on the Dan-
ube frontier became defensive. In the
times of the crisis of the Late Roman
and Early Byzantine state, the strategic
importance of the Margum stronghold
was on the rise again. The function of Fig. 1
the old Roman fort, of which we know
almost nothing, was replaced with a
system of at least two fortifications on
both banks of the Danube — Margum
and Contra Margum. The fortification Contra Margum is known by several names. In Notitia Digni-
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tatum it was labelled as castra Augustoflaviensia and, most probably, Flaviana (NotiTia DiGNITATUM
78.23, 77.b-78.3) Then it was mentioned under the name of Constantia by Priscus (Priscus frag. 1,
p. 276,32-277,5) in the 5" century, and as Constantiola by Theophylact Simocatta in the 6" century
(TueopHYLACT Hist. VII 10.1). The idea that the Contra Margum fortification was at the Kuli¢ site
on the opposite bank of the Morava (Deroko 1950., Mirkovi¢ 1968. 51, note 12, 13) has been dis-
carded (MiLinkovic 1998. 208), while some traces of the Roman fort in question were documented
in present-day Kovin, on the dominating Grad site on which a Medieval fort was built as well (cf.
Porpevic 2007. 100) (Fig. 1).
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The historical data on Margum are not numerous, the epigraphic ones having been compiled
in a monograph by Miroslava Mirkovi¢ (1986.). The first descriptions of the topography of Margum
came from Count Marsigli, and Felix Kanitz visited the site in the late-19™ century. The first excava-
tions were conducted by Miloje Vasi¢, who researched a Late Bronze Age cemetery in 1909. Three
campaigns were organised by Porde Mano-Zisi and Rastislav Mari¢ in the late-1940s, when pre-
Roman, Roman and Medieval settlements were recorded. Systematic research lasted until 1954, but
its results were not published fully (Mano-Zisi ET AL. 1950., MarI¢ 1951.). Then in 1989 and 1990
rescue excavations were organised in the course of hydro-regulatory works. The results were pub-
lished in several instances, related to the Roman and Migration Periods (Jovanovi¢c—Cunjak 1994,
Cuniak 1992., Cunsak 1996.). The excavations were also conducted in 2005, but only the Medi-
eval cultural layers were examined. Apart from the large scale excavations, in 2011 series of aerial
photographs were taken and LiDAR scanning of the terrain was conducted within the scope of the
ArchaeoLandscapes Europe Project (IvanisEVic—Bucarski 2012.). In the same year a geomagnetic
survey of Margum was performed too (RUMMEL ET AL. 2012.).

The most important find from the 1940s campaigns is a large Roman building with a hypo-
caust system, wall-frescoes and mosaic floors, dated to the first half of the 3" century and described
as thermae in a more recent article (Jovanovic—Cunsak 1994. 107). The building was seemingly
abandoned in the course of the 4" century. In a superposed layer, objects from the 4" and 5™ century
have been found, among them crossbow and cicada brooches together with a bronze appliqué with a
cross-like ending dated to the 5™ century. Burnished grey pottery came from the same layer and also
from the pits dug into the floor of a Late Roman building, where it was found together with frag-
ments of glazed pottery (Mano-Zisi ET AL. 1950. 144-153, 155-156, Fig. 5, Fig. 16, Fig. 29: 11-12).

Some 40 years later, about 100 m to the east of the mentioned building, also near the old
Morava river-bed, another spacious thermae building was explored. It has been suggested that the
thermae ended in fire, which was linked to the Hunnic raid. After the mid-5" century, the thermae
building was not put to use again (Cunsak 1996.). For our topic, excavations of the Margum ceme-
teries from the same campaigns are far more important. In an area of ca. 100 m? large surface, a to-
tal of 58 graves were explored. They come from four horizons, the oldest one representing a prehis-
toric cemetery of cremated burials. The graves of the Mala Kopasnica—Sase type were dated to the
2M century AD, and after a certain period of time, there were two simple graves belonging to the
mid-3" century. By all appearances, from the same horizon comes an isolated brick-built tomb with
painted walls dated to the end of the 3™ and the beginning of the 4" century (Jovanovic—CuUNjak
1994. 107-119).

In the same publication of Aleksandar Jovanovi¢ and Mladjan Cunjak, graves 1, 23, 28, 41
and 42 were dated to the end of the 4" and the beginning of the 5" century, while the possibility was
left open that some of the neighbouring simple graves with no grave-goods belong to the same pe-
riod. The graves in question were built of bricks, oriented west-east, with very modest grave-goods
or without them at all (Jovanovic—Cuniak 1994. 119—-120). One may notice that the dating of those
graves was not sufficiently explained, but in the same work a late date for some graves unearthed
by the thermae during the first excavations was challenged (MaNo-Zist ET AL. 1950. 159-163, cf.
DIMITRUEVIC ET AL. 1962. 119). It is notable that they came from the same Late Roman horizon.

When it comes to the small finds from those graves, Mihailo MiLinkovi¢ (1998. 209) right-
fully refrained from the ethnic interpretation of the earring cast in bronze with a polyhedric ending
(Fig. 2: 2). Matching examples have been well studied, coming from wide areas stretching from Dal-
matia and the Danube region up to the Crimea and the Don region. They were used for long periods
(cf. IvaNiSEVIC ET AL. 2006. 29, Fig. 14: 10-16). From one of the Margum graves we have a pair of
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simple armrings cast in bronze,
of the type which is commonly
dated to the 5 and 6™ centuries c

and attributed to Germanic popu- 2

lation (DIMITRUEVIC ET AL. 1962.

119, Fig. 1) (Fig. 2: 1). However, 1

Milinkovi¢ was right again when T e T
he expressed certain reservations

in connection with such attribu-
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Fig. 2

tion (MiLinkovic 1998. 209). Margum: finds from the cemetery and a stray find
Two more finds from (after DIMITRUEVIC ET AL. 1962., TRBUHOVIC 1988.)

earlier excavations have been at-
tributed to 5" century Germans:
an undecorated bone comb and
a cicada fibula cast in silver (Di1-
MITRUEVIC ET AL. 1962. 119, Fig. 2) (Fig. 2: 3). It was noted that this brooch was an example of fine
craftsmanship and that it probably belonged to the Ostrogoths, who may have represented the earlier
Germanic foederati in Margum (MiLinkovic 1998. 210). According to more recent literature, such
brooches are dated mainly from the middle of the 5" to the beginning of the 6™ century (cf. IvaNIiSE-
VIC ET AL. 2006. 17, TEJRAL 2008. 258-261, Fig. 9).

Especially interesting is the already mentioned appliqué with a cross-like ending. It was
long ago dated to the 5" century. In the more recent, thorough analysis it was concluded that the
appliqué resembles the Anglo-Saxon cross-like brooches, the Borgstedt-Rothwell type in particular,
dated to the middle and the second half of the 5 century. As the object was cast in bronze, with un-
finished back and both ends perforated for rivets, it is obvious that this appliqué was a decoration of
a wooden box or of some similar object (MiLinkovi¢ 1998. 210-211, P1. 43: 2).

Four graves excavated in the 1989-1990 campaigns are of particular interest to us. Grave
pits 7, 15, 16 and 17 were dug in west-east direction. The skulls of the deceased were not deformed.
In the article of Aleksandar Jovanovi¢ and Mladjan Cunjak, the graves were attributed to the Gepids
who settled at this strategic point, probably in the status of Byzantine foederati. It is believed, then,
that they had settled there even before 568, and the fact that their graves were positioned in the same
area as the Byzantine ones was taken as a supporting argument. So, the authors discussed the possi-
bility that the series of brick-built graves with no grave-goods may have belonged to the 6 century
burial horizon (Jovanovic—Cunjak 1994. 120, 122).

We may add that a few graves disregarded in previous analyses, oriented in the same way
as the four determined as Gepid ones, most probably belonged to the same horizon. This cemetery
is only partly explored, so the chances for forthcoming revision excavations look promising. Apart
from the graves, two fragments of characteristic stamped pots found in Margum also testify to the
presence of a 6™ century Germanic population at the site (Zotovic 1994. 190).

From grave 15 there are an iron spearhead and a wheel-made pot decorated with rhombic
stamps arranged in the form of descending triangles (Figs. 3: 1, 3). From grave 16 comes a wheel-
made, burnished ceramic bottle, made from well-prepared and dark grey kiln-fired clay (Fig. 3: 2).
In grave 17 there was a spatha, unusually pointed to the head of the deceased (Fig. 3: 4). This ham-
mered double-edged sword, with its point missing and a grip ending in a pommel cast in bronze,
is preserved to 71 cm length (Cuniak 1992.). To the same group of burials belongs grave 7 with
modest inventory, consisting of a knife, an arrowhead and a simple buckle. Those finds were made
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Margum: sirleletek és szorvanyok
(DIMITRUEVIC ET AL. 1962., TRBUHOVIC 1988. alapjan)
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of iron and unearthed in rather poor condition. Although they are not particularly characteristic, it
has been noted that this combination of grave-finds was relatively common in Gepid cemeteries
(Jovanovic—Cuniak 1994. 120, Fig. 7). It is important to add that such objects have parallels in both

Gepid and Lombard milieu.

Parallels for the Mar-
gum sword (Fig. 3: 4) can be
found in Gepid cemeteries of
Szolnok—Szanda, graves 6, 88,
128, 156, 168 and 195 (Bona—
Naagy 2002. P1. 31: 1, 40: 3, 45:
4,49:1,53:3,105: 1-2, 108: 6),
Hajduszoboszl6—Bajcsy-Zsilin-
szky Street (IsTvANOVITS—NEP-
PER 2005. PL. 17: 1), Magyarc-
sanad—Bokény, graves 8 and 17
(Nagy 2005a. PL. 21: 1, 23: 1,
58: 4) and Szdreg-Téglagyar,
grave 69 (Nagy 20058. Pl. 58:
4). From Lombard context come

analogous finds the Hegykd—
Mez6 street cemetery, graves 1,

Fig. 3 26, 64, 70 and 73 (Bona—Hor-
Margum: finds from the cemetery (after Cunyak 1992.) VATH 2009. PL. 4: 1, 9:2, 14: 1,
3. kép 16:1,17: 4, 130: 1-2, 4, 6), from
Margum: sirleletek (Cunyak 1992. alapjan) Kajdacs-Homokbanya, grave 40

(Bona—HorvAaTH 2009. Pl 27:
1), Racalmas—Ujtelep, grave 4 (Bona—HorvATH 2009. P1. 33: 2), Szentendre—Pannoniatelep, graves
14, 81 and 83 (Bona—HorvATH 2009. PL. 38: 3, 54; 55: 3, 158: 4, 6) and Tamasi—Csikolegeld, grave
28 (Bona—Horvath 2009. PL. 68: 5). Such swords also come from Holubice, Vyskov (HEGEWISCH
2008. 247-248, cat. no. 56: 2), and the closest analogous weapons are known from the vicinity of
Viminacium, from graves 121, 145 and 1876 at the Vise Grobalja cemetery (IVANISEVIC ET AL. 2000.
36-38, PL. 18: 7, 28: 3, 39: 2, Fig. 21: 2, 4-5).

The spearhead (Fig. 3: 3), then, has parallels from the Hodmezdvasarhely—Kishomok Gepid
cemetery, grave 1 (Bona—Nacy 2002. PI. 6: 21), but also from the Lombard cemetery at the site of
Hegyk6—Mez6 street, grave 26 (Bona—HorvATH 2009. PI1. 9: 1, 131: 3).

The pots stamped with a characteristic ornament in the form of rhombuses filled with a web-
like motif (Fig. 3: 1) have parallels in Gepid material. We can mention the finds from Gepid sett-
lements of Eperjes and Szarvas in the Tisza region (Toth 2006. 80, P1. 3: 1, 5; PL. 4: 2, 4, 6, P1. 29:
4-5). Such pots were also found in Gepid cemeteries, e.g. Szolnok—Szanda, graves 73, 84 and 93
(Bona—NaGy 2002. 211-214, P1. 38: 1, PL. 9: 1, PL. 41: 1, PL. 99: 2, P1. 100: 4, P1. 101: 2). Analo-
gies also come from Lombard context, good examples being the fragmented pots from the settle-
ment in Rifnik (Borta 1981. 1617, PL. 23: 1-5) and the finds from cemeteries at Gyonk—Vasartér
Street, grave 2 (Bona—HorvATH 2009. P1. 2: 1, P1. 113: 2), Kajdacs—Homokbanya, graves 1, 5 and 43
(Bona—HorvATH 2009. P1. 20: 1, P1. 21: 2, P1. 28: 1, P1. 100: 4), Récalméstjtelep, grave | (BoNa—
HorvATH 2009. P1. 32: 2, PI. 145: 1) and Tamasi—Csikolegeld, grave 1 (Bona—HorvATH 2009. P1. 59:
1). Similar wares have also been found in Italy, e.g. in Testona (BiERBRAUER 2008. 116, Fig. 7: 3).
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More interesting for us are the analogous finds from the vicinity of Margum. The finds from the
nearby foederati settlement at Svetinja by Viminacium, narrowly dated by Byzantine coins to the
third quarter of the 6" century, are of the same character (Porovi¢ 1988. Fig. 17: 1, 4, 6-7). Pots of
this type have also been found in the cemetery of Kamenovo, grave 2; in the Veliki Gradac settle-
ment and other sites along the Danube border (Simont 1978. 209-233, P1. I1I: 1-2).

The burnished ceramic bottle (Fig. 3: 2) resembles the finds from Gepidian cemeteries at
Szolnok—Szanda, grave 170 (Bona—Nacy 2002. 225, P1. 50: 2, P1. 106: 2) and Széreg—Téglagyar,
grave 113 (NaGy 20058. 191, PIL. 62: 3, P1. 100: 4).

Although not numero-
us, Migration Period finds from
Margum are very important. To-
gether with the data from the
written sources, they allow us
to suggest an ethnic interpreta-
tion of the traces of foederati de-
fending that section of the Dan-
ube limes in the turbulent times
of the 6" century. The traditional
view is that the relatively nume-

rous finds of Germanic prove-
nance in the Balkans, both from
the Danube frontier and from the
inside of the Peninsula, belonged

Fig. 4
1: Kasidol: a stray find, 2-3: Viminacum: finds from the cemetery

to the Gepids (Sivont 1978. 214, (after IVANISEVIC ET AL. 2006.)
MiLinkovi¢ 1998, 253, QuasT 4. kép
2001. 441, Abb. 1), even though 1: Kasidol: szérvany, 2—3: Viminacum, sirleletek
in the recent monograph of Mi- (IVANISEVIC ET AL. 2006. alapjan)

hailo Milinkovi¢ such arguments

were put forward in a more restrained manner (MiLinkovi¢ 2010. 241). That attribution has been of-
fered even in the titles of articles by Ljubica Zotovi¢ (1994.) and Mladjan Cuniak (1992), while the
above-mentioned finds from Svetinja were also attributed to the Gepids (Porovic 1988.). In the case
of Margum, however, Milinkovi¢ accepts this attribution only with reservations. The same is true of
the possibility that the finds should be dated after 567 (MiLinkovic 2005. 213-214).

In the light of the above mentioned interpretation of the appliqué from Margum, which we
seriously doubt, the question is whether the finds from Margum attest to a Northern Germanic pre-
sence? The most thoroughly studied find from that context coming from the Balkans is the well-
known grave from Ulpiana. It has been dated to the middle of the 6" century and attributed, with
caution, to a deceased woman of Herulic origin (MiLinkovi¢ 2003.). It is hard to compare the val-
ues of the contexts of the finds from Ulpiana and from Margum situated on the frontier and popu-
lated with foederati. If they were recruited from the Gepids, as commonly believed, then we should
bear in mind that the findings of the objects of Northern Germanic origin, especially brooches, are
not that rare in their territories.

While the Ulpiana grave was connected to the North Germanic newcomers to the Empire,
findings of objects of such origin from Byzantine forts on the Danube may be, in respect of the tra-
ditional views, interpreted by the links that Gepids had with Northern Germanic populations before
they became Byzantine mercenaries. If this was so, the Ulpiana find could represent a testimony to
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the direct presence of the Northern Germans in the Balkans, while the rest of the mentioned objects,
in a group of which there are also some imitations, would rather represent their indirect cultural in-
fluence.

A find very important for our
analysis comes from Kasidol, some 20
km south-east of Margum. The fibu-
la with a rectangular head, found by
chance, is of Scandinavian origin (Fig.
4:1). It derives from continental brooch-
es of the Nordic type — the Langweid
Group A, which has been modelled, ac-
cording to Karen Heilund Nielsen, af-
ter Southeastern Scandinavian brooch-
es. They may be dated to Stage B (510/
525-565). As for the distribution pat-
tern of the Langweid Group A finds,
it shows concentration in the Middle
Rhine region, at that time populated by
Thuringian and Saxon settlers. These
brooches were manufactured in local
workshops (HeiLunp NIELSEN  20009.
69-73, 81-95, Fig. 16.b). A somewhat
different view is that such brooches de-

Fig. 5 rived from Scandinavian finds of the
1-2: The Udovice hoard, 3: Viminacium, a find from the cemetery Sjevold Alb type, dated from the mid-
(after Porovic 2008., IVANISEVIC ET AL. 2006.) dle of the 5" to the first quarter of the
5. kép 6" century (Ivanisevic—Kazanski 2010.

152-153). Be this as it may, the brooch
from Kasidol, together with the speci-

1-2: Udovice, kincslelet, 3: Viminacium, sirlelet

(Porovic 2008., IVANISEVIC ET aL. 2006. alapjan)
mens from the Szolnok—Szanda ceme-

tery (Bona—NaGy 2002. P1. 38: 3, P1. 99: 1) and Augusta (HaraLaMBIEVA 1984. Fig. 6), represent
the prototype for two fibulae from the cemetery of the foederati at Viminacium, the Vise Grobalja
site (IVANISEVIC ET AL. 2000. 15, Fig. 8: 4-6) (Fig. 4: 2-3). A golden amulet found in grave 2083 at
the same site — flat, thin, single-sided medal decorated with a simple incised ornament disposed in
two circles (Fig. 5: 3) — resembles parts of some well-known golden bracteates (PEDERSEN 2009.
287-289, Fig 1).

Here we should mention another important find: golden necklace pendants of apparent
South Scandinavian origin, coming from a hoard from the present-day Udovice village, situated on
the bank of the Danube, between Singidunum and Viminacium (Fig. 5: 1-2). The pendants are com-
posed of golden Roman coins minted in the 5" century and mounted in a Scandinavian tradition of
gold filigree work (FiscHeErR 2008. 81-82, cf. Ivanisevic—Kazanski 2010. 154-155). While Svan-
te Fischer associated them with South Scandinavian mercenaries and particularly Heruls (FiscHER
2008. 86—88), Ivana Popovi¢ mistakenly believed the pendants came from the Gothic cultural circle
(Porovic 2008. 73-80).

According to the most recent analysis of pottery from the Singidunum cemeteries, accom-
plished by Jaroslav Tejral, pots from a few graves of the Singidunum III necropolis (IvANISEVIC—
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Kazanski 2002.) are connected to the South Moravian pre-Lombard material culture, apparently to
the Heruli (TeraL 2005. 135, Fig. 8: A—C).

The story behind the finds from Kamenovo by Petrovac, upon the Mlava River, may be a
somewhat different one. In 1960, two Germanic graves were found there by chance. In these graves
a woman and a warrior have been buried and, apparently, on the same site some non-Germanic
(Roman?) graves were found too. Judging by the finds of Germanic and Early Byzantine brooch-
es, a spearhead, a battle knife and a stamped pot, the graves were dated to the second half of the 6"
century. Although the Northern Balkan area of present-day Serbia was not part of Gepidic lands,
the graves were attributed to the
Gepids and interpreted in the
light of the movement of part of
the Gepids after the 567 disas-
ter (Smvont 1978. 209-214, Pl.
I, PL. II, PL. IIT: 1). This line of
thinking was followed by Mihai-
lo MiLinkovi¢ (1998. 253), but
on the other hand there is a more
restrained remark of Attila Kiss
according to which the graves in
question cannot be dated so pre-
cisely, i.e. these persons could
have been buried before 550 and
after 568 likewise (Kiss 1984.
136).

Some numismatic evi-

Fig. 6
dence may also testify to the tur- Detail of the map of the Carpathian Basin before the hidro-regulatory works

bulent times in this section of the (after Kir 1938.)
Danube limes. The circulation of 6. kép
gold coins in Northern Illyricum A Karpat-medence folyoszabalyozas elotti térképének részlete
shows an important distribution (Kir 1938. alapjan)

of light-weight solidi in compa-
rison with other parts of the Byzantine Empire. We would like to point to a hoard from Medjuluzje,
consisting of three light-weight solidi of 20 carats struck for Emperor Justinian I (MORRISSON ET AL
2006. 342, no. 263) and numerous stray finds distributed mainly along the Danube border. They can
be associated with payment of the army and especially of the foederati in the service of the Empire
(Ivanisevic 2010.). Finally, it is important for our theme to undertake a separate analysis of Germa-
nic finds from Kovin. As it has been already mentioned, in this position Contra Margum, the Late
Roman fortification Constantia (or Constantiola) was built. Archaeological excavations of the mul-
ti-layered site Grad, situated at the lifted terrain of the river terrace above the old Danube riverbed,
were conducted on several occasions. The Medieval fortification was best preserved, while traces
of more recent and older epochs have been recorded too. In the course of the 1967 and 1986 exca-
vations, a “disturbed” Late Roman stratum was explored in the southeastern part of the plateau. No
buildings were found, but only scattered architectural debris, consisting of tegulae with legio VII
Claudia stamps too (BRUKNER—MEDOVIC 1968., PorbEvIC 2007. 100-101).

It is no wonder that Roman and Medieval fortifications were built in this very position,
accessible only from the north and defending one of the most convenient crossings of the river
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(Vuksan 1989. 117, 122, n. 7). The key position of Margum and Kovin is perhaps best shown on
a map depicting the state of the Carpathian Basin before the massive hydro-regulatory works. The
map was made in 1938 in Budapest, on the basis of the available cartographic sources. For that rea-
son it is not completely reliable, but it is certainly very illustrative. The map shows the Carpathian
Basin considerably different from what it is at present, with lots of water and wide areas of river
flooding (Kir 1938.) (Fig. 6). Yet contra Margum, on the opposite bank of the Danube, one may no-
tice a narrow zone of dry land — a natural corridor to the innerlands of the Balkans, via the Morava
valley (cf. Bugarski— IvaniSEvi¢c 2012). One may suppose, for instance, that this was the reason
why the Hunnic leader Uldin set his camp precisely at that spot (cf. GrRaNIC 1939. 92); or why, ac-
cording to Jorpanes (Get. LVIII, 300), in 505 in the vicinity of the Margus River and the Danube the
Gepidic general Mundo met and defeated the army commanded by Sabinianus, magister militum per
Illyricum; or, finally, why the Byzantine general Priscus met Avar khagan there around 596 (THEo-
pHYLACT Hist. VII, 10). Another important crossing of the river was to the east, defended accord-
ingly by a system of two forts — Lederata and Translederata on the opposite riverbank (Jovanovi¢
1996. 69-72).

Intrigued by an older, accidental find of a buckle ending in the shape of an eagle’s head,
Jovan Kovacevi¢ and Dusan Pribakovi¢ had organised the 1963 excavations in the part of the Ko-
vin park from which, most probably, the buckle came. Apart from the layers from later and more
distant epochs, five graves of “a Germanic (Gepid) 6™ century cemetery ... in rows” were explored
(PriBAKOVIC 1963. 129, 130, n. 3). The graves were oriented west-east and the most interesting
were the ones of a warrior and a woman. From the collected small finds, the most characteristic are
the buckles, fragmented brooches, a bronze torque and two biconical burnished pots (MiLinkovi¢
2005. 208-212, Pekovi¢ 2006. 4143, Pekovi¢ 2007. 45-48). It has already been noticed that these
finds resemble to a great extent the ones from the C phase graves at the Vise Grobalja cemetery
(Tvanisevic—Bucarski 2008. 45, Fig. 8, cf. IVANISEVIC ET AL. 2006.). Precisely from that burial phase
we have a considerable number of Western and Northern Germanic finds. Most of those Viminacium
graves come from the C2 phase, i.e. from the second third of the 6" century. As for the buckle end-
ing in the shape of an eagle’s head from Kovin, it was noted that it resembled the Crimean ones and
it has been dated to the first half of the 6" century (cf. ABABIN 1990. 35, ABaBIN 1999. 100, Fig.
36: 1, PL. XXVII: 173) (Fig. 7). One may believe that during Justinian’s era the Romans control-
led Constantiola for strategic reasons, at least to some extent. If this was so, local Germanic graves
dated to the same period could in fact have belonged to the Heruli, situated there in their capacity
as Byzantine foederati.

In respect of data from the sources, from which we can learn that at that time and later on the
Gepids were enemies of the Empire (cf. THEoPHYLACT Hist. VIII, 3), Vujadin Ivanievi¢ and Michel
Kazanski rightfully doubted the possibility that they were engaged in defending the Danubian limes
(IvaNISEVIC ET AL. 2006. 133—136). For instance, Procopius wrote that during the rule of Emperor
Justinian, the Romans defended themselves against the barbarians by engaging foederati from the
rival tribes (Procoprius Hist. arc. 11). In a recently published article, IvaniSevi¢ and Kazanski de-
velop this concept and connect Northern Germanic finds from the Serbian Danube region with the
Heruli, an idea previously advocated by Attila Kiss (1984.). The authors explain the appearance of
the Western Germanic finds by the contacts the Heruli once had with Germanic tribes in the South
Moravian region, which implies that the Balkanian Heruli of Justinian’s era represented a military-
political unit rather than a strictly defined ethnic group (IvanisEvic—Kazanski 2010. 156).

The Heruli played an important role in defending the Danube limes. According to the writ-
ten sources, around 512 Emperor Anastasius allowed them to cross the Danube and settle in the
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Kovin: finds from the cemetery (after Ivanisevic—Bucarski 2008.)

7. kép
Kovin: sirleletek (IvanisEvic—Buagarski 2008. alapjan)
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Srem region near Singidunum (Procopius De bellis 11.15.30, I11.33.13), an area bordered by the
Ostrogoths and the Romans. To this horizon some authors ascribe the Jakovo—Kormadin cemetery
(Bona 1987. 122, cf. MiLinkovic 2005. 213), at first attributed to the Gepids (DiMITRUEVIC 1960.).

As a consequence of their massive looting, Emperor Anastasius had to punish the Heruli.
The Byzantine expedition was successful and, judging by an account that Emperor Justinian made
them allies, the Heruli were pacified. They got gifts and lands, and afterwards had been joining By-
zantine expeditions, as foederati, in return. It is well known that the Heruli fought on the Vandal,
Gothic and Persian fronts, and that they were also sent to suppress the Nika riot in Constantinople
(Procorius De bellis 11.14.33-36). Around 545, the Byzantine general Narses engaged some 4,500
mercenaries from the Singidunum area, so it could be calculated that the Heruli with their families
numbered some 20,000-25,000. It seems that this significant population must have settled in the
Singidunum area as xymmaxoi (Procopius De bellis VI.14.14), but also in the neighbouring lands
along the Danube frontier. Alexander Sarantis has recently pointed to the importance of the engage-
ment of the Barbarians in the defence of the Empire, and especially to the foederati agreement with
the Heruli (SArRANTIS 2010., SARANTIS 2011.).

So, if Germanic finds with Scandinavian parallels from the Serbian Danube region were to
be dated to the opening two thirds of the 6™ century, if not even a little later, then it would be reason-
able to follow the option offered and to attribute them to the Heruli. The same could also be true for
Kovin. According to Attila Kiss (1984. 136), stamped ceramic wares from Northern Serbia, as listed
by Katica Sivont (1978. 214-215), also testify to the presence of the Heruli. However, this cannot
be accepted without any reservations. If these or other finds — like the graves from Kamenovo, for
which both possibilities are still open — were to be dated after 567, the second solution is more pro-
bable, i.e. in that case they could have belonged to other German mercenaries (cf. IVANISEVIC ET AL.
2006. 133—136). The fact that with the arrival of the Avars the Heruli disappeared from the written
sources (Scuwarcz 2005. 512) may testify to that effect on the one hand, and support the above es-
timation of the nature of their social composition on the other.

Judging by the numerous 6™ century Germanic cemeteries and finds of their material cul-
ture from the Srem region to Singidunum, Margum, Contra Margum and Viminacium, it may easily
be concluded that the Barbarians played a significant role in the defence of the northern areas of the
Empire. Beyond any doubt, the Heruli were one of the tribes that settled the sparse northern fringes
of Byzantium.

* % %

We believe that this kind of ethnic interpretation could be best tested by exploring the Mar-
gum fortification system. The insufficient level of research is caused, first of all, by objective limita-
tions. The remains of the town positioned at the confluence of two big rivers must have suffered a
lot from two millennia of flooding and riverbed displacements. Furthermore, in such a moist envi-
ronment vegetation grows rapidly, so what is left of Roman Margum lies beneath a dense wood
at present. For that reason the airborne laser scanning (LiDAR) of the terrain has been conducted
(Ivanisevic—Buagarski 2012.), in order to gain a more precise picture of the so far hidden Margum,
i.e. valid documents for planning the forthcoming excavations there.
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Népvandorlas kori leletek Margumbol
— egy lehetséges értelmezés

A réomai Margum varosa a Morava és a Duna 0sszefolyasanal épiilt. A késé romai és kora bi-
zanci korban 1j funkciot kapott: a Duna két partjan legalabb két erdd épiilt, Margum és Contra Mar-
gum. A Margumban végzett régészeti feltarasok soran IV. és V. szazadi leletek kertiltek el6, koztik
szamszerij és cikada fibulak, valamint kereszt alaku végzddéssel ellatott bronzveret, amelyet az V.
szazadra kelteztek. Mindezek a targyak besimitott diszii sziirke keramiaval egyiitt fordultak eld. Két
helyen ugyanebbdl a korszakbol szarmazo sirokat talaltak. Kiilonosen fontosak a VI. szazadi temet-
kezések, amelyeket a gepidakhoz kothetiink, akik talan bizanci foederati statusban telepedtek meg
ezen a stratégiai ponton. A sirokon kiviil két jellegzetes pecsételt edénytdredék tanuskodik german
lakossag jelenlétérdl a lel6helyen.
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A margumi népvandorlas kori leletek kis szamuk ellenére jelentdsek. Az irott forrasok ada-
taival dsszevetve lehetdséget adnak arra, hogy megkérddjelezziik azt a hagyomanyos etnikai értel-
mezést, amely a dunai limesnek ezt a szakaszat a V1. szazadban védod foederati leletekkel kapcso-
latban sziiletett. E szerint a viszonylag nagy szamu german leletet gepidanak kellene tartanunk. Eb-
ben az id6ben ¢s késdbb a gepidak a birodalom ellenségei voltak, ezért joggal vonhatd kétségbe az
az elképzelés, hogy felhasznaltak dket a dunai limes védelmezésében. A jelen cikkben targyalt lele-
tek egy része északi german eredetli. A Kasidolbol, Viminaciumbol, Udovicébdl és talan Kovinbol
(Contra Margum) szarmazd targyakat a herulokhoz kapcsolhatjuk, akik 512-t61 fontos szerepet jat-
szottak a dunai limes védelmében. Engedélyezték szamukra, hogy Singidunum tag korzetében tele-
pedjenek le a Szerémségben, és 545 koriil 4500 zsoldost béreltek fel Singidunum kérnyékérdl. Sza-
mitasok szerint csaladjaikkal egyiitt a herulok mintegy 20.000-25.000 f6t szamlaltak.

Ha tehat a szerbiai Duna-vidékrél szarmazd, skandinav parhuzamokkal rendelkez6 german
leleteket a VI. szazad elsé két harmadara (esetleg valamivel késébbre) keltezziik, akkor a targyak
a herulokkal azonosithatok. Ha ezeket vagy mas leleteket 567 utanra datdljuk, mas german zsoldo-
sokhoz kapcsolhatok. A fenti etnikai interpretacio helyességét a margumi erédditményrendszer kuta-
tasa fogja eldonteni.
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