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roman Metal vessels in the Milieu of germanic Elites 
in the Middle danube region

Jan Jílek

aBStraCt
This text summarises the current state of research into Roman metal vessels and confronts it with finds from 
the Middle Danube region. The occurrence of such metal vessels, connected usually with the elites, will be 
placed against relevant historical context, especially within the Roman Period.
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introduCtion

The aim of this paper is to provide information on Roman metal vessels in rich graves con‑
texts in Middle Danube region and to call attention to relationship between this category of 
artefacts and burial rites.

The problem of metal vessels stands out as one of more popular topics of the proto ‑historic 
research. The reason for such popularity is the fact that this type of artefacts continues to 
generate new questions. Starting in the 1970s, the traditional research topics, such as dating, 
production centres, distribution or stylistic analysis became supplemented with another fre‑
quently studied phenomenon – the significance of metal vessels among the barbarian elites. 
This topic has been most recently treated in a comprehensive way by J. Schuster (2010) and 
M. Becker (2010), who also summed up previous bibliography. E. Hrnčiarik (2013) recently 
paid attention to presumed function of metal vessels in the Middle Danubian Barbaricum.

on tHE SignifiCanCE of MEtal vESSElS in ElitE gravES during tHE 
Early roMan PEriod

Metal vessels, prevalently made of bronze/brass, began to occur in the Middle Danube region 
in larger quantities from the B1b phase (25/30–50 AD; Kolník 1977, 154), above all from the 
third decade of the 1st century AD. We know them not only from Southwestern Slovakia and 
from the Morava River basin, but also from Lower Austria north of the Danube (Jílek 2012, 
with further bibliography). It was probably in this area where the retinues of Maroboduus 
and Catualda, including their families, may have settled down after their flight from Bohemia 
(Droberjar 2009, 100; Tejral 2009, 182). This fact is, according to T. Kolník (1977, 161), indi‑
cated by some metal vessels (saucepan of the type E 131, cauldron of the type E 8, basin of the 
type E 92, ladle and strainer sets of the type E 159) corresponding to the range of Bohemian 
finds. This population transfer along with other political circumstances caused the emergence 
of the so ‑called Kingdom of Vannius (on this topic most recently Krekovič 2009, 182–183). The 
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metal vessels, which have been connected with this cultural and social formation, are found 
mainly in cremation graves.

At this point it is necessary to mention two finds of riveted metal cauldrons of the type E 8 
from Mannersdorf an der March (a grave excavated in 1988; Lauermann 1994) and Kostolná 
pri Dunaji, Grave 35 (Fig. 1; Kolník 1980), which were used as cinerary urns. The origins of 
the practice of using such vessels in burial rites have been sought in the territory west of 
Rhine, in the Celtic cultural sphere where we meet them in richly furnished graves of Late La 
Tène/Early Roman periods (Peschel 1995, 77–79; Voss 2006, 25; Jílek 2012, 24, note 33). The 
custom of using cauldrons as urns was detected in various regions of Germania Magna dur‑
ing the stages A, B1 and B2 it is, however, dominant among the Elbe tribes where such burials 
are often richly furnished. In the context of the burial ground of Hagenow, H. U. Voss (2006, 
35) regarded these graves as those of barbarian elite. This tradition continues in the Roman 
Period thanks to the occurrence of simpler variants of cauldrons. It is mainly evidenced by 
the Westland cauldrons, which are derived from the Gallic (Celtic) production procedures. 
We can name examples in graves of the barbarian elite from the end of the 2nd century (the 
royal tomb of Mušov: Künzl – Künzl 2002, 364) and the mid 3rd century (the princely grave 
of Gommern: Künzl 2010, 171; Becker 2010).

Besides the above ‑mentioned cauldrons and other ‘old ‑fashioned pieces’, the spectrum of finds 
which are associated with the heyday of the Quadic and Marcomannic power on the Middle 
Danube includes also other types such as the saucepans of the type E 137, balsamaria of the 
type Ra 84. Their production began already in the Late Augustan Period, but continued until 
as late as the mid‑50s AD, and in the case of the E 138 type saucepans even until the 2nd half of 
the 1st century AD. At the time of the Kingdom of Vannius we can identify a distinct share of 
Roman products in local material (Hečková 1982, 12, 41, Tab. VI). This phenomenon has tradi‑
tionally been associated with control of trading activities along the Amber Road (Pelikán 1977, 
5; Hečková 1982, 42; Pitts 1989, 48; Tausend 2009, 190–196; Tejral 2009, 193). An increase in 
number of Roman products is visible also in the territory of the Przeworsk culture, through 
which this communication route passed (Gralak 2012, 93). This fact can probably be connected 
with the upswing of the Kingdom of Vannius and his successors who may have hypothetically 
taken part in organisation of trade and redistribution activities. The whole range of trading 
commodities which the barbarians were able to offer was already summarised by O. Brogan 
(1936, 219–221). An important role, as already mentioned above, was undoubtedly played by 
the import of amber which is mainly mentioned in written sources (generally on amber in 
the Roman Period see Divac 2013, 102, 105–106; Nowakowski 2012, 97–98). In archaeological 
material from the Morava River basin, the amber finds are rare, which according to the pre‑
liminary hypothesis of M. Čižmář (1998, 39–41) might be explained by the intermediary role of 
the studied area in amber trade as well as by the prevailing cremation rite. From territory of 
Poland we know several Roman Iron Age sites with evidence of amber working (Wielowiejski 
1981, 373–374; Skowron 2015, 62–63, Ryc. 9), which indicates the importance of the ‘Gold of 
the North’ for the communities of that time. The knowledge of amber trade on the territory 
of Pannonia was enhanced recently by the results of Hungarian research. The culmination of 
trade activities has been postulated within the interval from 70 to 166 AD. From the territory of 
Roman provinces, we know both pieces of roughly worked raw material and amber ornaments 
produced in the surroundings of Aquileia and in the Pontic region (Nagy 1998, 151, 154–155).

The amount of data summarised above indicates the significance of amber in the barbarian‑
‑Roman relations and can thus be used as one of the explanations of the above ‑mentioned 
presence of Roman products in the power centres. However, also alternative explanations of 
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Fig. 1: Kostolná pri Dunaji, Grave 35. Selection of finds (after Kolník 1980).
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the accumulation of Roman import in the Middle Danube region have been sought recently. 
E. Hrnčiarik (2013, 227, 233) suggested, for example, the barbarian food supplies of provincial 
markets including the sparse military garrisons of for the 1st century AD. It is, however, neces‑
sary to mention that for the 1st century we are not sufficiently informed about the character of 
Quadic agriculture (Hajnalová – Varsik 2010, 216) and such considerations must therefore be 
regarded with caution. Hrnčiarik’s hypothesis must be augmented by the significance of the 
opposite relationship, namely the Roman food support to barbarian client rulers in order to 
help them avoid unrests on their territories (Braund 1989, 19). Thanks to the Roman support, 
the barbarian elites were able to guarantee peace in their own territory, which may be one of 
their main ‘export articles’ of crucial importance to the Romans.

It is also important to mention the theories, according to which the concentration of Roman 
goods can be interpreted by the clientship between Vannius and the Roman administration, 
which may have produced advantages in the form of gifts, bribes and soldiers’ pay (Hečková 
1982, 42) that the ruler could have used to strengthen his position (in general Braund 1989, 17–18).

The range of finds from the subsequent phase of the Roman Period builds fluently on the 
tendencies of the above ‑mentioned previous development. In the phase B1c (50–100 AD) after 
J. Tejral (1986, 105), the variety of Roman metal vessels broadened (situla ‑shaped buckets of 
the type E 25/26, buckets of the type E 39–40, basins of the type E 99–100, bowls with a hori‑
zontal handle of the type E 154–155, saucepans of the types E 140/142, 139/142, jugs of the types 
E 125, Ra 71, jug of the type E 122, ladles and strainers of the types E 160, E 162). Representative 
assemblages are known mainly from cremation graves in the burial grounds of Kostolná pri 
Dunaji, Sládkovičovo and Abrahám (Kolník 1980). In these cemeteries, metal vessels were 
found in 106 graves out of the total of 393 burials dated to the 1st and the 2nd century1 and they 
slightly prevailed in male graves (Krekovič 2008, Tab. 1). This information fits well into over‑

‑regional comparisons, as is confirmed by the observations of J. Kunow (1983, 108–109, Abb. 
22) who found out that Roman vessels imported to the territory of the Elbe Germans are more 
frequent in male graves. The proportions are, however, not stable as far as regards the burials 
with weapons in the above ‑mentioned burial grounds. In Kostolná pri Dunaji, the majority of 
imported vessels were found in warriors’ graves. In Abrahám, on the other hand, it was the 
very opposite. This fact might indicate different characteristics of both these burial grounds. 
It is possible that Kostolná may have represented a burial place for retinue members. We must, 
nevertheless, keep in mind that the burial grounds were not necessarily explored in their en‑
tirety (Krekovič 2006, 132–133; 2007, 91–93, 96). These findings should be supplemented with 
observations of H. Steuer (1992, 238) who called attention to joint occurrence of Roman vessels 
and products in general with drinking vessels, drinking horns, weapons (especially swords) 
and spurs. Accumulations of these graves, usually associated with retinue members, may in‑
dicate power centres, in which redistribution of valuables took place and which were probably 
connected with trade routes (Krekovič 2011, 83). Another relevant explanation, which was 
elaborated by H. U. Voss (2008, 267) for the wealthy burial ground in Hagenow, Mecklenburg, 
might be the engagement of the retinue members in Roman service. Good support to both of 
the above hypotheses is offered by find contexts (Stevns on Seeland, Lundeborg ‑Gudme) from 
Northern Europe, above all from what is now Denmark. Their dating, however, is not earlier 
than the Late/Final Roman Period and the Migration Period (Steuer 1994, 31–33).

1 In the text by E. Krekovič (2008, 113, Tab. 1) all the cremation graves in the cemetery are discussed as 
a whole without any detailed chronological specification. The development during the 1st and the 2nd 
century is thus not distinguished.
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The accumulation of Roman products culminated in the last quarter of the 1st century and 
in the first half of the 2nd century (phase B1c and the early B2a; Hrnčiarik 2013, 217, Tab. 16). 
The origin of this situation must be sought in escalation of the above ‑mentioned phenomena 
a good argument for which may the involvement of military retinues commanded by Italicus 
and Sido in the civil war, which broke out after the fall of the Julio ‑Claudian dynasty. In the 
Battle of Cremona (69 AD) these auxiliary forces fought on the side of the future Emperor 
Vespasian (Kolník 1977, 167–168). These events may be reflected in the accumulation of Ro‑
man goods in richly furnished inhumation graves from Zohor, Vysoká pri Morave (Fig. 2, Pl. 
6/1; Ondrouch 1957) and Neuruppersdorf (Fig. 3; comprehensively Krekovič 1992; Tejral 
2001, 217, 219, 231). The most important among these sites is Zohor2 where the inventory from 
six princely graves was recovered (comprehensively Krekovič 1992; most recently Elschek 
2013). The last grave was discovered in 2010. Some of these burials are characterised by the 
occurrence of bowls with horizontal handle of the type E 154–155 and jugs of the type Ra 71 (or 
in the case of Grave 6/2010 jug of the type E 125). Such sets of jugs and solid handle bowls of 
various types were used for hand washing during feasts and for hygiene in general (Nuber 
1972, 117–120, 125; Nenova ‑Merdjanova 2002, 202; 2011, 115–116, Fig. 1). Their placement in 
graves can be observed already in the Hellenistic Period, and this custom remained popular 
also in some Roman provinces (cf. in detail Nuber 1972). It is also known from burials of 
barbarian leaders where it counts among the interesting phenomena associated with elite 
graves in the territory northeast and east of the Roman frontier. In order to interpret this 
phenomenon properly it is necessary to take into account the work of H. Steuer (2006, 14–15, 
19–20) who emphasized the importance of drinking tableware and horns mainly in funeral 
rites. The purpose of these rites in honour of the deceased may have been, for example, the 
legitimisation of a new ruler or – in a less direct way – communication between elite members. 
It is highly probable that the above ‑mentioned sets of vessels may also have been used during 
funerary feasts. The presence of bronze jugs of the types E 124–125 and bowls with a solid 
handle of the type E 154–155 in richly furnished barbarian inhumation and cremation graves 
can already be detected in the first third of the 1st century. From the territory of the Germanic 
Barbaricum we can name examples from Prague ‑Bubeneč (Novotný 1955; Droberjar 2014a, 
414); Zliv (Schulz 1885); Dobřichov ‑Pičhora, graves II, IV (Droberjar 1999); Hagenow, grave 
1841/42 (Voss 2006, 25, 44, Abb. 5). The custom of placing these sets of vessels in graves was 
also practised in the eastern parts of the world which was not permanently occupied by the 
Romans. From the Crimean site of Ust ‑Alma (Tomb 620) comes an oinochoe of the type E 125 
and a bowl with a solid handle. The assemblage is dated between the middle and the 3rd quar‑
ter of the 1st century (Loboda – Puzdrovskij – Zajcev 2002, 337–338, Abb. 21:8–9). From the 
first half of the 1st century dates the Grave 9 from Cemdolina in Kuban whence comes a set 
of an E 124 jug and an E 154 solid handled bowl (Simonenko – Marčenko – Limberis 2008, 
283, 288, 345, Taf. 60:5, 61:2). Apart from the graves containing complete vessel sets, there 
are others containing individual jugs or solid handled bowls. In these cases it is possible that 
either the solitary vessels represent individual components of original sets which got taken 
apart within the process of redistribution, or we can interpret this situation as evidence of 
the pars pro toto ritual.

2 In Zohor we find not only richly furnished inhumation and cremation graves but also an extensive sett‑
lement with evidence of pit houses and production activities of various kinds (Elschek 2002, 247; 2013, 
93–95).
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Fig. 2: Zohor, Grave 5 (top) and the grave from Vysoká pri Morave (bottom) (after Kraskovská 1978).
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Fig. 3: Neuruppersdorf, richly furnished grave (after Tejral 2001).
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The above ‑described cases make it clear that the habit of depositing the vessel set among 
grave goods was characteristic not only of Germanic population as early as the beginning of the 
1st century. The occurrence of jugs and bowls with horizontal handle in richly furnished graves 
in Southwest Slovakia can thus testify to maintenance of funeral rites which were practised in 
Bohemia already at the time of Maroboduus. An important role may, however, also have been 
played by burial customs of the southern provincial milieu. Combinations of a fixed handle 
bowl and a jug are evidenced from the end of the 1st century to the 3rd century in Pannonia 
where they occur in richly furnished graves of provincial elite together with folding chairs and 
sometimes also with bath kits. These components of funerary equipment thus probably indi‑
cate that the local upper class had adopted the Roman lifestyle (comprehensively Mráv 2013, 
117–129). J. Tejral (2001, 229) rightly supposed that the Germanic elite inhabiting the territory 
north of Danube in the last quarter of the 1st century and the 1st half of the 2nd century tried 
to imitate some of the customs of provincial leaders. However, he emphasized the selective 
nature of this behaviour. The point is that not all the elements of funerary equipment which 
are known from the Roman provinces became widespread in barbarian environment. This 
phenomenon can be explained both by tradition of funerary customs and by specific demands 
of the big men who were buried in Zohor, Vysoká pri Morave and Neuruppersdorf. Among 
typical attributes of princely burials, not only those from the end of the 1st century, are silver 
goblets. These were put into graves either in pairs or as single pieces. They probably reflect 
the efforts to imitate Roman dining in specific conditions, typical of the barbarian territory 
(Künzl 1988, 50) where, for example, pairs of drinking horns are attested already in the late 
pre ‑Roman Period (Schuster 2010, 275–276, note 1570). The occurrence of pairs of vessels 
might reflect older traditions. Therefore, they cannot be considered Roman drinking sets in the 
true (Roman) sense of the word, as it was recently supposed by E. Hrnčiarik (2013, 29) for the 
territory of Slovakia. Silver goblets surely represent diplomatic gifts intended for local rulers 
(most recently Ibragimow – Schönfelder 2014, 114). They probably had symbolic function 
and may have served as objects representing the elite (Germ. Rangsymbole). Noble families 
did not hesitate to deposit them with the deceased in the grave after funerary feast (Steuer 
2006, 14–15, 19–20). At this place it is also important to underline their significance as a part 
of family treasures, which may have been composed of diplomatic gifts and were placed in 
graves rather as prestige symbols (on this topic in general Brather 2005, 148–149, 169). Among 
good examples from Slovakia counts the Grave 5 from Zohor (Kraskovská 1959, Obr. 59–61), 
which contained two silver kantharoid goblets with high ‑swung handles extending above the 
rim (Pl. 6/1). Interestingly enough, the Early Roman Period graves do not contain any other 
components of Roman silver sets, for example plates or trays (Künzl 1988, 35). The assemblages 
from the territory of Empire, which are mainly known from hoards and assemblages from 
the towns below Mt. Vesuvius, are more abundant and contain vessels which were integral 
parts of drinking sets, such as simpula, jugs or small strainers (most recently Guzzo 2006). 
In the Middle Danube region, however, such vessels appear rather sporadically, such as e.g. 
the simpulum from Schwechat (Künzl 1997, 147–149, Abb. 9, 10). It seems therefore that the 
picture which we observe in Germania Magna is again only an adaptation to the Roman milieu. 
This fact means that the pairs of silver goblets from Grave 5 in Zohor and from other sites in 
the Barbaricum (listed in Künzl 1988; Schuster 2010; Ibragimow – Schönfelder 2014) are 
not necessarily direct evidence for adoption of Roman drinking customs, even though they 
were indeed used for drinking.

Near the richly furnished burials Zohor grave 5 and 6/2010, a hoard of bronze vessels 
fragments was unearthed, some of them showing traces of melting (Elschek 2002, 245–260, 
Abb. 3, 4:1–2, 4). This find indicates a specific treatment of metal vessels, somewhat different 
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from that described above. The fragments of vessels, some of them identical to pieces found 
in the inhumation graves, represent a reserve of raw material which was intended for further 
processing (Elschek 2002, 245, 248; Hrnčiarik 2013, 224). The melted fragments might hypo‑
thetically come from vessels which were deposited in funeral pyres. The funerary equipment 
of cremation graves, which are also evidenced at the site (Elschek 2009, 245), thus contained 
only a selection from burnt and melted grave goods (a pars pro toto). But how to interpret this 
behaviour? Important is the regional and chronological context. The hoard from Zohor is dated 
to the last third of the 1st century or to the 1st half of the 2nd century, that is to a period in which 
the inflow of metal vessels most probably culminated. These tendencies have usually been 
associated with the floruit of the Zohor power centre. It can thus be supposed that the needs 
and demands for metal vessels of the local population were fully saturated, so that purely 
practical reasons emerged, induced by easy access to vessels which were secondarily used as 
a source of metal. They lost their ‘representative function’ after funeral ceremonies and were 
simply ready for further use. Secondary processing of a whole range of Roman metal products 
is attested in the territory of Central Germany (Thuringia and southern Saxony ‑Anhalt) in 
the Late Roman Period. In this region, bronze from Roman vessels has often been used, as it 
is mainly evidenced by settlement finds and contexts (Becker 2003, 287).

SPECifiC fEaturES of tHE MiddlE roMan PEriod

The text above has briefly outlined the development in the Middle Danube region until the 
mid‑2nd century. The subsequent phase, which is sometimes termed Middle Roman Period 
(the phases B2b, B2/C1 and C1), saw gradual changes of material culture of Germanic com‑
munities. These changes also concern the range of imported metal vessels. After the mid‑2nd 
century, several types of fluted Roman vessels became more and more popular, including the 
bowls of the type Eggers 77 and buckets Eggers 44–49. The peak of occurrence of this group 
of artefacts in the Barbaricum falls into the time of the Marcomannic Wars through the first 
third of the 3rd century. Afterwards, this category of finds gradually disappears from funer‑
ary assemblages. From Southwest Slovakia we can name examples from a supposed grave 
from Dvory nad Žitavou (Ruttkay 2004, 155, 156, Obr. 120:4; Hrnčiarik 2013, Tab. XVII:1530), 
finds from disturbed graves in Abrahám (Kolník 1980, 80, Tab. LXVII:5), grave 3 (2/61) from 
Gbelce ‑Tehelňa, (Beljak – Kolník 2006, 85–87, Obr. 10) and grave 117 from Očkov in the Váh 
valley (Kolník 2004, Abb. 9: P1, P2). Slovak finds are not isolated in the studied area – similar 
assemblages are found both in Moravia and in Lower Austria north of the Danube (Jílek 2012). 
J. Tejral (2006, 158) rightly called attention to changes in the manner of elite representation, 
under way in this period. A series of rich graves spread across the vast territory of the Bar‑
baricum feature a canonical composition of grave goods well exemplified by the grave from 
Dvory nad Žitavou. These grave assemblages include fluted buckets, two glass goblets, ladle 
and strainer sets, and other Roman and barbarian luxury items, often of north ‑eastern origin. 
J. Tejral, the supreme authority of Central European research into the Roman Period, saw 
in this spread of a uniform burial rite a sign of an ideological interconnection of the Middle 
Danube region with the barbarian Northeast and North. He explained the inflow of Roman 
products by a favourable social situation after the peace of Commodus, when the Roman ad‑
ministration supported the barbarian leaders loyal to Rome. Of great importance was, however, 
also the inter ‑barbarian distribution of both Roman articles and objects of north ‑eastern 
origin (Tejral 2006, 155, 157–158, 166).
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Fig. 4:1. Royal tomb of Mušov. Bronze cauldron (after Peška – Tejral 2002); 2. Czarnówko – Grave 430. 
Bronze cauldron (after Mączyńska – Rudnicka 2004).

Given the range of finds, two funerary assemblages from the European Barbaricum stand out: 
the princely grave from Mušov (Peška – Tejral 2002) and Czarnówko, grave 430 (Mączyń‑
ska – Rudnicka 2004), which contained precious Westland cauldrons with handle attachments 
and fittings decorated with the motifs of busts/heads of Germans (Fig. 4). Both of these vessels 
were certainly made for Germanic leaders and meet their taste and needs for self ‑identification 
and presentation. This type of relationships between Mediterranean centres and barbarian 
peripheral regions is documented also from other regions by K. R. Krierer (2002, 381, note 118). 
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The cauldron from Mušov may have also been a hypothetical gift for a Germanic king for his 
loyalty towards the Empire after the end of the Marcomannic Wars (Krierer 2002, 381–382). 
Interesting in this regard is a concentration of bronze appliqués and statuettes of Germans in 
the surroundings of Brigetio in Pannonia (Krierer 2002, 372–373; Bartus 2011, 19–21, Fig. 2–3), 
which may have acted as a mediator of iconographic stimuli and maybe also as a production 
place of some of them. This assumption, however, cannot yet be confirmed in more detail by 
archaeological evidence.

Silver vessels also occurred in the Middle Roman Period. Among them there are rare 
fragments of Roman and barbarian goblets with skyphoid handles. The royal tomb of Mušov 
contained parts of a goblet which, according to stylistic analysis, falls within the Augustan 
Period. It certainly belonged to a family treasure, whose origin can be hypothetically sought 
in the time of King Maroboduus or of the successors of Vannius (Bouzek 1994, 174; 2000). In 
a similar way we can also interpret the fragments of a silver goblet of barbarian origin from 
the Czarnówko grave which is, however, much more recent than the Mušov piece. The oc‑
currence of only fragments (individual parts) of silver vessels is somewhat intriguing. Such 
parts can be interpreted as remnants of a princely treasure, from which the retinue members 
were rewarded. Fragmented vessels made of precious metals are attested, for example, in 
a later treasure from Młoteczno/Hammersdorf (Bott 1976–1977, 147–153; Wielowiejski 1989, 
200–201) or from the famous hoard of Pietroasa, which is dated to the first half of the 5th cen‑
tury (Harhoiu 1977, Pl. I; Steuer 1982, 95). Silver vessels may thus have served in particular 
cases as a source of precious metal. Parts of goblets with skyphoid handles from Mušov and 
Czarnówko can also indicate the continuity of the Early Roman Period tradition of depositing 
pairs of vessels. J. Schuster (2010, 280) offered an alternative explanation of their fragmentary 
state of preservation – according to him it is well possible that they give evidence of a behav‑
iour in the sense of pars pro toto. Small fragments of silver vessels including pieces of a goblet 
with skyphoid handles were recently recovered from Feature 15/2008 in Zohor which probably 
had a sepulchral function. The context is dated to the timespan of the third quarter of the 2nd 
century till the beginning of the 3rd century. However, the vessel fragments are older, probably 
from the early 1st century (Elschek – Rajtár – Varsik 2011, 137, 146, Obr. 7).

From the late 2nd century we also can follow up the occurrence of silver vessels, which were 
parts of dining sets, i.e. a change in the typological spectrum of the imported vessels. This 
phenomenon is again well documented by the royal tomb of Mušov (Künzl 2002, 351, 352) and 
by the richly furnished Grave II from Wulzeshofen, Lower Austria (Beninger 1932, 218, Abb. 9).

Main CHaraCtEriStiCS of tHE latE and final PHaSES of roMan 
PEriod

Funeral rituals have gradually changed after the Marcomannic Wars. A typical trait of this 
process is the gradual impoverishment of burials. This phenomenon is mainly attested from 
cremation graves. T. Kolník (1961, 244; 1975, 356) regarded these changes as evidence of ration‑
alisation of burial rites. Germanic communities thus focused on the ceremony itself rather 
than on grave goods. From this trend deviates the burial III from Krakovany ‑Stráže (Pl. 6/2), 
where a Hemmoor bucket of the Eggers’ type 58 was used as the cinerary urn (Ondrouch 
1957, 168–169). It is a late display of ancient Elbe ‑Germanic traditions, whose roots lay in the 
Lower Elbe region as early as the late pre ‑Roman Period (Jílek 2012, 20).
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Fig. 5: Stráže, Grave 1. Selection of finds: bronze vessels (after Kraskovská 1978).
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The majority of metal vessels from this timespan (C1b to C3/D1) come from the richly 
furnished inhumation graves in Krakovany ‑Stráže graves I and II (Fig. 5, Pl. 6/2; Ondrouch 
1957; Klčo – Krupa 2003; Quast 2009; Kolník 2010), Ostrovany (Pl. 6/3; Prochászka 2006) 
and Cejkov (Beninger 1931). These sites can be further supplemented with the preliminarily 
published plundered sumptuous grave from Poprad ‑Matejovce (Lau – Pieta 2014). The pres‑
ence of metal vessels in the above ‑mentioned graves was explained by E. Krekovič (2014, 17) 
by a hypothetical stabilisation of social situation of the Quadi and concentration of power 
in families of barbarian leaders. Nevertheless, as was already indicated by J. Dobiáš (1964, 
273–275), a stable social situation can hardly be envisaged in the first third of the 3rd century. 
The evidence on our disposal testifies of rivalry between individual members of elite as it was 
before. The information on further development is not sufficient. The evidence becomes more 
plentiful only after the mid‑4th century when it permits us to perceive an intricate structure 
of Quadic elite (Dobiáš 1964, 277–279). The emergence of sumptuous burials can thus most 
probably be explained similarly as it was in preceding periods (see above). A crucial role, be‑
sides diplomatic gifts, may have been played by the incursions into Roman territory.

At this place we cannot pay more attention to individual types of vessels due to the extent 
constraints, but we add some comments to new research approaches and the general inter‑
pretation of the occurrence of metal vessels in the Barbaricum.

Any further study of the graves from Stráže is further complicated by the incompleteness 
of the find assemblages (Kolník 2010, 615–621). The case of the Ostrovany collection is similar 
(Prochászka 2006; Kolník 2010, 629). The questions as to whether the vessel sets were used 
in Roman way are therefore difficult to answer. Despite this we can trace the following trends. 
During the Late Roman Period, vessels which can be considered typical of dining sets prevail 
in the equipment of sumptuous graves from the Middle Danube region. Though skyphoi (Pl. 
6/2, 3) also occur, they are only antiquities from the 1st half of the 2nd century. In the territory 
of Roman Empire, glass drinking vessels become very popular. This trend corresponds well 
to their occurrence in the graves from Stráže and Ostrovany, where several of them appear 
(Quast 2009, 28) and support the considerations about the use of drinking sets in funerary 
feasts. Glass horns which are known from the European Barbaricum may have been produced 
in Rhineland for barbarian needs as well (Nowakowski 2012, 102).

Basing on the finds from barbarian settlements in Saxony ‑Anhalt and Thuringia (the sites 
of Grossjena and Neunheilingen) and from sumptuous graves we can distinguish two main 
ways of perception and use of metal vessels in the Barbaricum. Evidence for secondary use of 
metal vessels, such as their smelting for production of local items, shows that the approach 
of the barbarians to metal vessels at that time may also have been determined by their effort 
targeted at acquisition of metal for the production of, for example, brooches or belt compo‑
nents. M. Becker (2003) supposed that a considerable volume of Germanic objects (pins, fit‑
tings, etc.) were made from Roman artefacts. This author argues that even the artefacts which 
were highly valued in the Roman Empire may have become just a source of metal3 or were 
further reshaped in the barbarian milieu. We can give an example from the sumptuous grave 
from Gommern – a precious shield boss which was manufactured from a silver bowl. Similar 
approach was employed also in the wooden buckets from the richly furnished Grave II from 
Sackrau/Zakrzów (Quast 2009, 17, Abb. 25). Their metal fittings were made from imported 
Roman bronze vessels. These selected examples show that the barbarians used metal vessels 
according to their current social needs. From Germanic settlements in Central Germany we 

3 This assumption, however, must be still verified because M. M. Mango (1995, 81) proved accumulation of 
high ‑quality Roman silver items by the barbarians in the Late Antiquity.
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know fragments of melted vessels, which are not very frequent in graves. In conclusion, it 
becomes evident that graves contain only selected types of metal ware (Becker 2009, 365).

The state of our knowledge on metal vessels from barbarian settlements of the Late Ro‑
man to Final Roman Period in the Middle Danube region is not yet very satisfactory. This is 
to a certain extent most probably caused by the fact that new assemblages obtained with the 
help of metal detectors have not been published. The published older finds of fragments of 
metal vessels from the territory of Lower Austria north of the Danube, discovered by coope‑ 
rating amateur archaeologists, are not very numerous (Jílek 2012, 94–95). The situation 
in Slovakia is similar. Older, not very numerous, finds were summarised most recently by 
E. Hrnčiarik (2013, e.g. 84, 138, Taf. XXXVII: 1280, 2034). Interesting among the recent finds 
is a part of a silver vessel with handle which is terminated with a feline head and reminds of 
handle attachments on the bowls of the type Eggers 83 from the settlement at Hamuliakovo 
(Iván – Ölvecky 2014, 216, Kép. 9:7). As a result, we cannot yet critically decide whether the 
situation in the Middle Danube region was similar to that in Central Germany. A hint might 
be provided by small parts of silver vessels from Beckov in Southwest Slovakia. These objects 
were dated, based on other finds, to the Migration Period (Turčan 2014, 447–448, 450, Obr. 2:5, 
6, 10) and represent a so far isolated example. With some degree of caution they might serve as 
evidence for recycling of Roman silver. From the same site comes also a part of a rectangular 
silver bar (Turčan 2014, Obr. 2:7), which reminds of the newly published silver ingots from 
the Moravian and Bohemian territory (Droberjar 2014b, 140–141, Obr. 7).

We can conclude that sumptuous funerary assemblages of that time certainly resulted from 
intentional barbarian selection. They reflect mainly traditions, rather than directly the state 
of things (Becker 2009, 364). Rich funerary assemblages regularly contain ladle and strainer 
sets of the type Eggers 161, Hemmoor buckets and basins with movable handles of Eggers’ type 
83 (Quast 2009, 17–18, Abb. 26). These groups of finds may be regarded as manifestations of 
luxury and according to D. Quast they might signify the adoption of selected Roman customs 
such as hand washing before a feast. This is also indicated by a joint occurrence of a jug with 
narrow neck of Eggers’ type 127 and a bowl with solid horizontal handle in the second grave 
from Stráže. This set might, however, also be a survival of the Early Roman Period tradition 
of the burial deposition of such similar pairs of vessels.

More recently D. Quast (2011, 263–265) pointed out another way of reception of luxurious 
metal vessels which is reflected by the richly furnished graves of barbarian leaders: the valua‑
bles as considered as parts of family treasures. The main characteristics of these treasures are 
thus wealth ‑opulence and family tradition (Quast 2011, 263). They can contain both antiquities 
(tradition) and objects manufactured at the time of funeral (opulence – wealth). The antiq‑
uities are then interpreted by the author mainly, but not exclusively, as ‘objects of memory’, 
which remind of famous acts of the ancestors and of the deceased himself. The occurrence 
of the ‘objects of memory’ may in some cases be traced back to the Early Roman Period, with 
certainty to the Middle Roman Period, as it is proved by, for example, the old ‑fashioned pieces 
from the royal tomb of Mušov. Among these prevail luxurious vessels (e.g. the lanx from Grave 
II at Stráže, a golden beaker of barbarian origin from the burial at Ostrovany) made of silver 
and gold. In the Late Antiquity, golden objects were mainly intended for the Emperor and his 
family, in the non ‑Roman world then for the uppermost class (Mango 1995, 77, 79). The use of 
silver vessels in the Empire depended on their quality. M. M. Mango (1995, 77, 79) has proved 
that ordinary sets have been used by soldiers, merchants, officials and inhabitants of towns. In 
Germanic milieu, silver vessels were mainly used by the elite, inclusive of the highest military 
circles. Besides objects from precious metals it is also necessary to mention unique artefacts 
made of bronze, for example the cauldron from Mušov (Fig. 4:1), folding tripods and tables. 
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In the Late Roman Period these artefacts of particularly high quality increased the prestige 
of funerary equipment. Thanks to this prestige and to memories of the famous times of the 
ancestors, these graves then stand out among the others, though they most probably do not 
have any other purpose (Becker 2003, 286).

ConCluSion

It follows from the above overview that in the barbarian society the approach to metal vessels 
underwent a gradual development. In the Early Roman Period, bronze vessels were particu‑
larly widespread in both the richer cremation graves and in the inhumation graves. In the 
Middle Danube region, deposition of silver vessels is limited to richly furnished inhumation 
burials, with exceptions such as the burial from Wulzeshofen. The inflow of metal vessels was 
associated with political and trading relations to the Roman Empire. It is hypothetically also 
possible that some types of bronze vessels, used by the Roman army (Hrnčiarik – Baňovič 
2014, 56, Obr. 3:A, B), may have reached the Barbaricum together with veterans of the auxiliary 
forces (Jílek 2012, 94). Luxurious vessels, especially those made of silver, can be considered 
diplomatic gifts.

The adoption of Roman dining customs cannot be evidenced in its whole complexity on 
the basis of funerary equipment. Only some components of the dining sets were widely used, 
such as washing kits and the ladle and strainer pair. It comes to light that these customs were 
rather gradually simplified, the crucial role in this process being played by barbarian customs 
and the effort of representation. From the Middle Roman Period, also the ‘memory’ symbol‑
ism of some luxurious items might be taken to consideration according to D. Quast (2011). 
Funerary equipment thus reflect ideas connected with funeral rituals and demonstration of 
wealth rather than a faithful image of the living culture of barbarian communities (in detail 
and with further literature see Hofmann 2013, 273–274, 282).
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