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This volume includes the proceedings of the sixteenth
international colloquium of the Department of Ancient History
and Archaeology of the Babes-Bolyai University Cluj, on the
subject of “Banquets of Gods, Banquets of Men. Conviviality in
the Ancient World”, held on November 23rd- 24th, 2012, in Cluj.
Due to the diversity of subjects addressed by the participants, the
two days of the conference were subdivided into morning
sessions reserved for epigraphical and historical topics and
afternoon sessions for the archaeological ones; which is reflected
by the structure of this volume.



Not only with the dead: banqueting in ancient Egypt

John BAINES
University of Oxford

Abstract. Convivial occasions among the living are not well attested from
ancient Egypt. Scenes in tomb decoration, especially of the Old Kingdom (3
millennium), that show a solitary figure before large quantities of food and
drink involve participation of others and thus say something about practices of
celebration. Patrons might also celebrate with their subordinates, but people of
different status are not shown eating or drinking at the same time; these
asymmetrical practices are depicted both for kings and for elites. Banquets and
related entertainments would be set in tents or colonnaded spaces, the character
of which was imitated notably in the decoration of 18t dynasty tombs (ca. 1500-
1350). These banquets could be held near the tomb and involved drinking wine,
in particular, that would favour communication between the living and the
dead. Another significant setting appears to be in the countryside. At banquets
harpists might perform songs that emphasized the importance of eating and
drinking while still alive, because one does not know what will happen after
death, an idea that was probably voiced in counter-cultural laments during
funerals. The funerary stelae of the couple Taimhotep and Psherenptah, who
died in 42 and 41 BCE, expressed both the need to celebrate in life and the
political character of banquets at which the king and his family were present,
rounding off a tradition that had endured for millennia.

Key words: ancient Egypt, banquet, tomb decoration, tent, wine, funeral lament.

Rezumat: Nu numai cu cei morti: banchetele in Egiptul antic. Prilejurile de
convivialitate intre cei vii nu sunt bine atestate in Egiptul antic. Scene in deco-
ratia unor morminte, mai ales din timpul Regatului Vechi (mileniul III), care
reprezintd o figura solitard aflata in fata unor mari cantitati de mincare si bautu-
rd, presupun implicarea altora si astfel spun ceva despre practicile celebrarii.
Patronii pot de asemenea celebra impreund cu subordonatii lor, dar oameni de
statut social diferit nu sunt ardtati bind si mincind la un loc; aceste practici
asimetrice sunt reprezentate atit pentru regi cit si pentru elite. Banchetele si
distractiile legate de ele aveau loc in corturi sau spatii cu colonade, care erau
imitate mai cu seama in decoratia mormintelor dinastiei a XVIII-a (ca. 1500-
1350). Aceste banchete puteau avea loc lingd mormint si participantii beau, vin
mai ales, ceea ce favoriza comunicarea intre cei vii si cei morti. Alt cadru
important pentru banchete pare sd se fi aflat la tard. La banchete, harpistii
interpretau cintece care subliniau cd e important sd maninci si sa bei cit te mai
afli incd in viatd, fiindcd dupd moarte nu se stie ce se va intimpla, o idee probabil
exprimata in lamentdri contra-culturale in timpul inmormintérilor. Stelele fune-
rare ale cuplului Taimhotep si Psherenptah, care au murit in 42 si 41 a. Chr,,



2 Not only with the dead: banqueting in ancient Egypt

exprimd atit nevoia de a sdrbédtori in timpul vietii, cit si caracterul politic al
banchetelor la care erau prezenti regele si familia sa, completind astfel o traditie
care dura de milenii.

Cuvinte cheie: Egiptul antic, banchet, decoratia mormintelor, cort, vin,
lamentatie funebra.

Evidence for banqueting and conviviality in the ancient Mediterranean and
Europe exists in many forms and for many contexts - secular, religious, this-
worldly, mortuary - as is made clear by other articles in this volume.
Scholars generally assume that these practices and institutions are necessary
elements in social life: people eat and drink together not merely out of
necessity but also to bring groups together in a suitable hierarchical order, to
celebrate, and to communicate between spheres of existence, among which
may be different levels within society, the living and the dead, and people
and gods. In coming together and enhancing communication they very
often consume or inhale psychotropic substances, of which by far the most
widespread is alcohol. Celebrations very commonly involve music and
dance. These usages are strongly hedged around with rules and conventions,
but they also offer important contexts for moderating or inverting norms of
behaviour that apply in other contexts. Psychotropic substances help in
breaching those norms, as well as contributing to counter-norms, such as
those of drunkenness, that can apply in the special setting of the banquet.

Ancient Egypt provides only modest amounts of material relating
to comparable institutions. The most prominent body of relevant evidence
dates to a span of just a couple of centuries in the New Kingdom (ca. 1500~
1300 BCE). Yet people surely had communal celebrations in other periods. It
is therefore desirable both to discuss the ancient setting and to ask why the
distribution of examples is so uneven.

Images as sources

The most familiar Egyptian images of people sitting with food, as against
presenting offerings of food to the gods, show lone protagonists (Fig. 1) or a
couple. They are there perpetually, for the next life as well as this life, and
they aspire to receive food offerings in the hereafter, although that is often
not stated explicitly. They are very seldom seen in the act of eating; rather,
they sit in front of vast quantities of food, which may be presented either
pictorially or in lists of offerings, with the latter also encompassing other
types of material, such as vessels or clothing!.

1 Barta 1963.
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Even servants are absent, although details demonstrate that the
person about to eat could not take his meal by himself (women are shown far
less often than men, so that Fig. 1 is an exception). For example, without
assistance one could not complete the necessary preliminary of washing one’s
hands, for which the required pair of vessels is represented, as well as
monograms indicating water-pouring and washing. Indeed, before very
recent times the same constraint applied to washing, in decorous forms of
which one person would pour water over another’s hands, with a recipient
for the spent water beneath, at least in tidy indoor contexts. Because of
overtones of preparation, sociality, and care, such practices could be laden
with symbolic meanings, including sexual ones. In the Egyptian Tale of the
Two Brothers (ca. 1250 BCE), the first hint the husband has of his wife’s
attempt at infidelity is that she is not present to pour water over his hands
when he returns home in the evening from work in the fields2. From a
different culture and context the Dutch painter Gabriel Metsu’s A man visiting
a woman washing her hands (ca. 1662-64) shows a handsome visitor greeting a
young woman who is being attended to by a servant pouring water over her
hands into a bowl, perhaps with similar implications to the Egyptian tale; the
equipment used is comparable with that known from ancient Egypt?.

The chief exception to the dearth of Egyptian images of banqueting
is where the living communicate with and honour the dead. Scenes of this
type, which had limited forerunners in earlier periods, are widely attested in
tombs of the 18% dynasty (ca. 1500-1300 BCE), but relatively little textual
material elucidates their meaning. I discuss these later in this article. Here, I
note only that they provide a significant point of departure for seeking
relevant evidence from earlier periods, when much that related to religion
and the dead was depicted a great deal less explicitly. The idea of drinking
and eating together as a forum for communication originates among the
living, so that - in addition to evoking mortuary practices metaphorically -
images in which the dead are included almost certainly offer some guide to
how the living connected with one another in such contexts. While the
scenes should not be taken too literally, both details and the general
configuration of these compositions are very suggestive for thinking about
the social setting and meaning of being at table.

Third and early second millennium BCE

While representations of group events are relatively rare in early Egyptian
sources, quite apart from the point about service made above, the depiction
of just one or two people does not mean that only they would partake. Some

2E. g. Lichtheim 1976, 205.
3 Private collection: Waiboer 2010, 67 fig. 51, cat. 41.
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occasions are on a grander scale than even the richest might wish to keep to
themselves. The 5t dynasty tomb owner Ti sits with his wife beside him
while an orchestra and dancers perform for him (Fig. 2); only they are
shown, but it does not follow either that only they would be present or that
food and drink would not be served. But we face death alone, and scenes of
people before tables are normally seen as relating only to the transition to
the next world and presence there. Exceptions to this solitude are where a
group of people below the highest status are shown together at tables - both
seated and squatting on the ground - because they share a tomb or a
memorial chapel (e. g. Fig. 3). Tables are individual or at most for two
people: large dining tables did not exist in ancient Egypt.

Decorum, in the sense of proper manners and presenting oneself in a
dignified fashion, is very important even in a context where licence can be
accepted, as I discuss below. More broadly, decorum also limits the permitted
range of occurrence of figures so that, for example, in earlier periods people
were very rarely shown directly before deities. Where food is present in a
formal context, hardly anyone is depicted drinking and eating, although
exceptions can be found. Occasionally someone has his hand to his face, but
even then mostly not actually putting something in his mouth®. Eating is not
an elegant activity, and to this day many people try to avoid being shown
with food in their mouths, a reticence that can be found across a range of
cultures. Moreover, ancient Egyptians were rarely depicted with their mouths
open, except when singing, lamenting, or sometimes shouting.

The archaeological record shows that water is important as well as
food. Purification, or just hand-washing, when coming in to the house is
basic to proper living. Washing sets are among the most prestigious objects
from third millennium Egypt>. Their metal forms were imitated in a fine
ceramic which is known also in bowls that were probably used for
ceremonial serving, perhaps of dairy products®.

The clearest pointer to the fact that eating is not normally depicted is
given, by exception, in a recently published scene of celebration of an
expedition’s successful return to Egypt, from the causeway of the early 5t
dynasty mortuary complex of Sahure (ca. 2450 BCE; Fig. 4)7. This example is
significant because the context is not funerary even though it comes from a
mortuary complex: what is shown is an achievement commissioned by the

4 Lloyd/Spencer/el-Khouli 2008, pl. 22, both the tomb owner and the small figure
of his wife before his knees; she is additionally holding a lotus flower to her nose.

5Radwan 1983.

6 E. g. Anonymous 1978, nos 150 (pl. iii), 152; Hendrickx et al. 2002: forms suggested
to be for dairy products.

7 Full context: el-Awady 2009, pl. 6; Brinkmann 2010, 200.
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king as an episode in his rule. The king, whose throne has been literally
wheeled in for the occasion, sits with an incense tree, a token of the most
prestigious product imported. Facing him are his highest officials and
members of his family, simply seated and not doing anything. On the
opposite side, in two lower sub-registers, is a group of men captioned as
artists/sculptors, a category known from other sources as especially favoured
mid-ranking people8. It is evidently their privilege to consume in the king's
presence. Three appear to be eating and one drinking, and they have rich
foods and drink before them. They do not, however, have their mouths
open: the food is simply near their mouths, while the vessel - probably for
wine - is pressed against the drinker’s closed mouth. The scene as a whole is
enhanced by a large-scale musical performance. The music is elaborately
choreographed with hand gestures and probable rhythmic clapping, a form
of ‘chironomy’ that is typically Egyptian and would have a strong visual
effect, but on the preserved block there is no element of actual dance.

This idea of a privilege of eating before the king extended to some
expedition leaders, that is, perhaps people equivalent to those standing in
the registers above the eating sculptors in Fig. 4 (omitted from the figure for
reasons of scale). A biographical inscription of a high official named Iny
from about 2200 BCE states as much?:

I was seated eating bread in the (royal) daily round,
and great was His Person’s satisfaction
at seeing me eat, more than any peer of mine.

Comparable practices are known in a number of European cultures,
where kings would eat by themselves or might invite a few favoured people
to their tables!?. Eating would thus be in the same space of celebration or
favour as the ruler, but it would very often not be simultaneous. In Egypt
the subordinates might eat first or in a pattern unrelated to the king's eating,
as is implied by the statement that Iny was seen “eating bread in the (royal)
daily round’, when the king’s entourage, and perhaps the king himself
would process through the palace complex and view what was happening.

Such privileges are paralleled from less absolutely exalted social
contexts, no doubt in emulation of royal practice. Some elite men were
shown with their personal sculptors, in scenes completed by music, dance,
and presentation of food (see n. 8). The sculptor in the tomb of Rashepses at
Saqqara (ca. 2400 BCE) has his hand in a tray of fruit, while the tomb owner,

8 E. g. Junker 1959, 41 fig. 4.
9 Marcolin/Diego Espinel 2011, 606-607.
10 See e. g. Ottomeyer/ Volkel 2002.
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who is the patron, is not shown eating!!. In another tomb an artist is given
special treatment in a trip to the marshland, where he has meat barbecued
for him on the spot, as well as going on his own little fish-spearing
expedition (Fig. 5). He is the eminent member of the group and is shown by
himself. Another, lower-ranking special person, perhaps just an elderly
peasant, lolls and fishes with a line from a boat that contains vast amounts
of food. Here, the privilege seems to be to appear with food that is provided
by others, so that the protagonist can simply receive it. We need not assume
that these people would take the food by themselves: they may have less
highly favoured companions who are not shown.

The setting of these banquets is seldom indicated visually. Where
were banquets or receptions located? One answer seems to be in a
colonnaded space, as is shown in the image of the high-ranking man with
his sculptor (see n. 8; see also below for New Kingdom evidence from about a
millennium later). More often they might be in a tent, or the colonnade might
be extended with a tent. Tents can accommodate far more people than most
houses, and they offer the advantage that one does not have to have guests
in one’s private quarters. A widespread title of the third millennium, held
by both high-ranking people and subordinates, is ‘controller of the tent’, the
latter being set up for hospitality’2. There is even a hierarchy of related titles.
The Instruction for Kagemni, a text of the early second millennium that is
set fictionally in the late third millennium, describes how one should behave
in such places!3:

The meek man prospers, and the honest man is favoured.
The tent is open for the quiet man,
and wide is access for the calm man.

If you sit with many people, scorn the bread you love!
Restraining the heart is a brief moment.
Gluttony is wrongdoing; people point at it.

A cup of water quenches thirst.
A mouthful of herbs makes the heart firm.

We need not take these joyless, moralistic, careerist prescriptions
literally; rather, part of their purpose is to contrast with the realities of
celebration. They are also significant in mentioning non-mortuary
entertainment and thus confirming - as if it were needed - that what is
shown in tombs relates to wider usages.

11 See n. 8; from Lepsius n. d., pl. 61a.
12 Jones 2000, 1I, 736-737 (translates wrongly ‘dining hall’).
13 After Parkinson 1997, 291.
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Similarly, we should not be too literal in interpreting a pair of stelae
from around 1800 BCE, one of which shows an extremely fat harpist
performing before the owner of a stela and by implication his family, with a
very brief text in a caption abovel:

O tomb, you were built for festivals,
you were founded for good times.

His song relates to the tomb, but its message is probably that ‘good
times” are what a celebration with a harpist should contribute to. Both in his
person and in what he says, he reminds people that they should eat, drink,
and enjoy themselves because they will die, as later texts from comparable
contexts make clear (discussed below). The second stela is the harpist’'s own,
dedicated by friends, and it shows him reaching out his hand toward food,
probably conveying a similar message.

The New Kingdom (ca. 1500-1300 BCE): other implications of banquets

From about 1500 BCE for a couple of centuries images of banquets were
relatively commonl®. Most attestations are in tombs at Thebes, the oldest
significant one being in the tomb of Tetiky from early in the period (Fig. 7,
see below)16, together with two very small chapels of similar date (discussed
below). The best analysed is probably the banquet from the tomb of
Nebamun (ca. 1400 BCE), fragments of which are in the British Museum and
several other collections, which offers a particularly rich combination of
guests, drink, food, music, and dancing?”.

Some captions to details in scenes of this type state in no uncertain
terms that one should in particular get drunk, as in the tomb of Paheri at
Elkab (ca. 1480 BCE), upstream from Thebes. It seems, however, that one
should not make a mess of oneself or behave in an unseemly manner. A
servant addresses a woman to whom he offers drink in a bowl (Fig. 6)!8:

For your ka': imbibe to drunkenness.
Celebrate. Hear what your companion says.

14 Simpson 1974, pl. 56; text: Sethe 1928, 87 no. 27a.

15 Hartwig 2004, 12-13, 98-103; Harrington 2013, 113-121; Liao 2013, also citing possible
forerunners.

16 Davies 1925; Hofmann 2010.

17 Parkinson 2008, 70-92.

18 Naville/ Tylor/Griffith 1894, pl. vii (overall context); detail presented here: Baines
2008, 107 with fig. 70.

19 Vital force that takes the deceased into the next world and transmits heritage down
the generations.
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Do not pass out (?) wrongly.
Her companion, however, says:

Give me 18
jugs of wine!
What I want is to get drunk on the spot ...

The servant in the group to the left warns a woman who is pushing
away the cup he proffers that she should not ‘slosh’ the wine. These
humorous captions are confined to a register of women and are perhaps
intended to enliven the superficially staid tone of the rest.

This banquet is not quite what it might seem at first glance. Some of
those depicted are the renowned local deceased (‘true of voice”), notably
Ahmose son of Ebana, the owner of a nearby tomb who had been an actor in
major historical events a couple of generations earlier. The composition
displays a hierarchy: the most important deceased are shown at a larger
scale and the privileged sit on chairs, with couples seated together, whereas
the other guests are divided by gender and squat on mats, as most Egyptians
probably did for their meals. Guests or pairs of guests generally have tables
before them, low for those on the ground, higher for those on chairs. Among
the corpus of scenes the pattern of use of chairs developed over the period,
with chair forms being distinguished for status and gender; similar pieces of
furniture have been found in tombs, where they could have been deposited
after funeral banquets or as tokens of banquets among the living20.

A scene from about a century later, in the tomb of one -
Dijeserkareseneb - at Thebes, presents related content more explicitly?!. The
caption above the seated tomb owner says clearly that he is deceased:
‘Sitting in the tent to delight the heart as when he was on earth, by TITLES,
NAME’, while women presenting a festive broad collar to him say: ‘Join the
perfect day (a term for a celebration), O TITLES". Above a group of women
who are showing respect through a gesture of pressing their hands together
is another caption: ‘A perfect day: One constantly recalls the perfection [of
Amun] - how content is the heart! - and praise is given to the height of the
sky before you, each one saying “our desire is to see them (?)” ... O [TITLE,
NAME] perpetually’. A group of female musicians and dancers is also present.

The focus of this banquet, as of many others, is on drinking more
than eating; this is made clear by an array of wine vessels, garlanded with
vine tendrils, bearing bunches of grapes that bring to mind the source of

20 In a funeral procession: Lange/Hirmer 1968, pl. 171; from a tomb: Vassilika 2010. See
in general Manuelian 1982.
21 Theban Tomb 38: Davies 1963, pls. v-vi.
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wine. One male guest displays effects of drink, vomiting into a vessel that
has been set out in case of need, and the captions cited above show that
drunkenness was expected. Vomiting, which is attested in a number of
examples for both men and women, was evidently within accepted
standards of behaviour for the occasion, but may also have been included in
the scene as a piquant feature. To the modern viewer it contrasts markedly
with the restrained poses of the figures - including the vomiting man -
which is in keeping with the norms governing Egyptian images of elites.
This contrast may not have been meant entirely seriously.

While wine drinking could break down barriers and encourage
contact with relatives and associates in the next world - a contact that is
documented explicitly in letters to the dead?? - it was evidently valued for
its own sake. One should not take the mortuary associations as showing that
enjoyment was not a prime purpose of the occasion, as it would also be in
banquets away from the tomb. The lesser emphasis on drink in the royal
scene of Fig. 4, from about a millennium earlier, may suggest that more
purely this-worldly occasions did not focus so much on breaking down
barriers to communication, but conventions for representing celebrations
may have changed without significant alteration in their character as events.
The king’s presence might also inhibit people’s behaviour, although the
name of a work crew on the Great Pyramid of Khufu, around a century
earlier, was ‘How drunk is Khufu!’?. Drunkenness was also valued in the
cult of deities, as the attestation from around 1470 BCE of a ‘porch of
drunkenness’ outside the temple of Mut in Thebes reminds us?*. Much later,
in the Graeco-Roman period, texts on ostraca probably from Hermopolis,
midway between Memphis and Thebes, evoke celebrations involving eating,
drinking, and sexual activity in relation to the cult of two goddesses?®.

Tents set up for banquets can be imagined from the decor of tomb
interiors. From the Middle Kingdom (ca. 1900 BCE) onward ceilings of some
tombs bore designs that evoke patterned fabrics and perhaps matting?°.
They are as richly coloured as the technology of the period allowed. The
decoration of tomb walls is often framed by motifs inspired by edges of
fabrics or tasselling of rugs, suggesting a compromise between pictorial
content and wall hangings or walls made of fabrics. Tents would be
temporary structures consisting of a frame covered with patterned and

2 E.g. Wente 1990, 210-220.

2 Brunner 1954; see more broadly Brunner 1986.

24 Bryan 2005, 182-183.

2 Depauw/Smith 2004, with valuable discussion and references to other material.
% . g. Shedid 1994, 21 fig. 24, 44 fig. 72.



10 Not only with the dead: banqueting in ancient Egypt

perhaps quilted fabrics or skins. An alternative would be to have a natural
setting under a tree or a vine - the latter being known for example in
Assyrian art?” - and this too is represented in more than one way in the
ceilings and images in Theban tombs?8. Shade could also be set up next to
columned porticos; any banquet that did not take place after sunset would
require some protection from the sun. Images of reed shelters are also
common; these are smaller in scale but could offer an alternative, especially
if a number of them were assembled for a banquet.

Banquets for the living might happen anywhere suitable, whereas
those which celebrated the dead were probably held within or near the
necropolis. The former type of banquet may be suggested by the setting
shown in the tomb of Tetiky (Fig. 7)?. The owner and his wife are in a
columned portico, facing a row of seated men followed by standing women,
with these different poses expressing a hierarchy of the sexes. A second sub-
register beneath, now almost entirely lost, included a figure of a servant girl
ministering to the needs of a probably drunken man. No structure is
indicated except the portico, but one would be necessary, and it might be
supplied in a sense by decoration of the chamber, whose vaulted roof has a
fabric-derived pattern centring on a depiction of a plank of fine imported
wood. Further along the upper sub-register of banqueters is a tree, under
which sits another figure of Tetiky with two women, observing country life
while being offered food and drink (Fig. 8).

The layout of Tetiky’s tomb complex and the decoration of another
of its elements may suggest a setting in the necropolis for a banquet (Fig. 9).
At right angles to the main painted chamber — possibly a cult chamber —is a
court with a small chamber, perhaps a store room, leading off it. A shaft
with a raised surround in the middle of the court leads to the burial
chamber. Opposite the shaft is a miniature vaulted chamber, two metres
deep, 80 cm wide, and not much over a metre high3!. This uninscribed space
is decorated on the west wall with a banquet scene of three men flanked by
two couples (Fig. 10); on the east wall is a vine trellis with a man picking
grapes; on the largely destroyed south wall are a row of wine jars and an

27 E. g. Collins 2008, 136-137.

28 Notably the underground chamber in the tomb of Sennefer, where part of the ceiling
uses a rug-like pattern and part a vine; see e. g. Anonymous (ed.) 1988. This chamber is
thematically close to the tombs of Tetiky and others discussed below.

29 Davies 1925, pl. iv, mid; Hofmann 2010, pl. 6.

30 Hofmann 2010, pl. 16a.

31 Hofmann 2010, 50, terming the space a niche, following the original publication. It is,
however, deeper than it is wide, and so not niche-shaped. East and south walls at the
time of excavation: Carnarvon/Carter 1905, pl. III 2.
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offering figure. The chamber’s decoration may point to what the adjacent
court would be used for, as well as indicating that this small space was a
storage place for wine.

The court, which is relatively large, would be a suitable place for a
banquet. The shaft in the middle would create a link to the spirits of the
dead buried beneath (these tombs typically contained several burials). Tents
set up for the occasion would not leave any trace that would have been
recovered when the court was excavated in 1905. Eva Hofmann (see n. 31)
remarks that the decoration of the small chamber is not that of a tomb
chapel, but this is slightly misleading: while the prime decoration of tomb
chapels centres on the mortuary cult, it also often includes banquet scenes.
Communication with the dead, which is solicited by banquets, is an aspect
of the cult but is not the central presentation of offerings. Hofmann also
points to a larger chamber in the Western Valley of the Kings that contained
among other objects pottery suggestive of a banquet near the tomb of
Amenhotep III (ca. 1355 BCE). Such a banquet might perhaps have been held
in tents near the tomb, with the chamber being used for storage and for
discarded material®2. The presence of this chamber is significant, because the
associated tomb was purely otherworldly and was in principle sealed
permanently after the burial, so that it could not have been used for banquets.

The banqueting in the tomb of Tetiky is partly paralleled by two
tomb chapels of similar date, those of Amenemhat (no. 340) and of an
unknown owner (no. 354)%. These too have the form of mudbrick vaults
and so are unlike most Theban tombs. At two metres in their longer
dimension, they are too small to have been used for rituals, and only one of
them has a suitable space outside; perhaps in this case the funeral was
conducted further away. In both tombs the decoration is restricted to
banqueting and the funeral procession, as well as scenes of the deceased
before gods in the lunettes of the vaults that are quite exceptional for the
period. Both have vaulted recesses with images of wine jars above them,
making the association of that feature with wine as explicit as in the tomb of
Tetiky, but within the chapel rather than next to the courtyard. The best
interpretation of this range of images is that it shows the complementary
episodes of funeral and mourning, on the one hand, and the funeral
banquet on the other hand. The ceiling of the tomb of Amenembhat bears a
vine trellis pattern very similar to that on the east wall of the miniature
chamber of Tetiky, while the ceiling of Tomb 354 has a detail of a wooden
plank that is close to that in Tetiky’s larger vaulted chamber.

32 Kondo 1995, 30-32.
33 Cherpion 1999.
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These compositions, which are different in character from the scenes
in later tombs of the period, associate banquets with the funeral and
therefore with the living, as also seems plausible for the chamber in the
Western Valley, rather than focusing around communication between the
living and the dead and festivals (see below). Connection between banquets
and the funeral is also given by the depicted furniture, as indicated above.

Archaeological evidence for the use of tomb courts for banquets
comes from deposits found in them, such as one reported for the tomb of
Tjanuny (ca. 1400 BCE), which contained traces of plants, matting, and
pottery blackened by burning34. These finds fit with the implications of the
layout of the tomb of Tetiky and Tomb 354, but banquets could have been
celebrated during the ‘Perfect Festival of the Wadi’, an annual ritual that
brought people to commemorate their dead in association with the cult of
the goddess Hathor, the patroness of the Theban necropolis®>.

The widespread assumption by scholars that banquets were set in
the accessible chambers of tombs, which is somewhat implausible because
many of the spaces are unsuitable, is argued against by the evidence of
Tetiky and related tombs, as well as by the chamber in the Western Valley.

Other, probably non-funerary contexts for banquets are strongly
suggested by the exceptional tomb of Amenemhat (no. 82, perhaps two
generations after Tetiky); this includes a number of banquet scenes of varied
character, one of them showing sculptors and thus perhaps looking back to
models like the third millennium reliefs mentioned above3¢.

A banquet could have marked the end of the funeral, as seems
plausible for the chamber in the Western Valley. A connection between
banquets and the funeral is also suggested by the furniture shown in
funerary processions, which includes some of the same chair types as are
depicted in banquets, types that are also attested by largely uncontexted
finds from the necropolis (see n. 20).

The images of banquets have a function that is normal for pictures,
to depict in one context something that would happen in another. Their
evocation of a tented environment in the spaces themselves takes the tomb
chamber some way toward being a symbolic tent, one of whose purposes
would be banqueting, but it does not make it into a banqueting place. And
although tomb forecourts are a very plausible setting for celebrating the
dead, such events might also have been held in quite different locations.

34 Hartwig 2004, 12-13, with references.

35 E.g. Bietak 2012; often termed the ‘Festival of the Valley’, but the ‘valley” in question
is not in the Nile valley but in the desert, and so a wadi.

36 Davies/Gardiner 1915.
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Despite these connections and implications of the images, one
should beware of taking representations of banquets literally. The extreme
instance of an idealized banquet is in the Theban tomb of Ramose, a
contemporary of Amenhotep III and his successor Amenhotep IV/
Akhenaten (ca. 1360 BCE). The finely carved scene occupies the wall to the
south (the premier side) as the visitor enters the tomb. A group of the
highest-ranking officials in the land is shown, including some whose
residence was Memphis, more than 600 kilometres to the north, and
Amenhotep son of Hapu, the most prominent nonroyal individual of the
period. Ramose and his wife sit among the others at the same scale, and he
holds his hand up in a gesture of speech and perhaps of invitation to the
feast. His wife and a number of the others are said to be “in the necropolis’, a
rare extension to the normal designation ‘true of voice” which signifies that a
person is deceased or prospectively so. While many of the inscriptions are
fragmentary and some were never carved, captions above two pairs
contribute significant additional meaning:

Receiving gifts daily that come forth from the presence of [Amun],
being very pure, for the ka of the overseer of the horses of the Lord of
the Two Lands, the King’s Messenger in all foreign lands, the effective
confidant of the Sovereign, enduring in favour before the Lord of the
Two Lands, May, true of voice; his “sister’, his beloved, the favoured
one of the goddess Mut Lady of Ishru, mistress of the house, Werel,
true of voice.

Being content with provisions daily from the offering-loaves of the
Lord of the Gods, for the ka of the overseer of the seers? of [Amun],
Kushy, true of voice.

This indicates that those depicted are to participate perpetually in
the reversion of offerings, an institution in which what was presented to the
gods, in this case Amun in the great temple of Karnak across the river from
the Theban necropolis, was then offered to deceased elites, many of whom
would possess statues in the temple, before being consumed by priestly
personnel and others. This practice unifies the sacred landscape symbolically,
but it is not known whether offerings themselves were brought to the
necropolis, as seems to have happened with some consecrated floral
bouquets®. Be that as it may, the captions show that this banquet scene does
not signify any one occasion or context such as a festival. Rather, with all its

37 Davies 1941, pls. viii-xix; Lange/Hirmer 1968, pls. 171, 173-177 (selection of figures);
text cited Davies pl. viii, Lange and Hirmer pl. 173.
38 Dittmar 1986, 118-121.
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this-worldly finery it represents the aspiration to a perpetual social and
religious communing of leading elites from the whole country in the next
world as, no doubt, in this world.

The Ramose composition shows the height of order and of
connection with the next world. A few years later, in the revolutionary reign
of Amenhotep IV/Akhenaten (ca. 1355-1338) with its profound innovations
in religion, the conventions posited above, as perhaps explaining why we
have few pictures of eating in banquets, were reversed. This reversal went
together with many others, some of which seem to show primarily that
things were different, probably in part to shock audiences (so far as
audience is a relevant concept). A composition in the tomb of the high
official Huya at the new capital of el-Amarna shows Akhenaten, his queen
Nefertiti, and his mother sitting and drinking in one scene, while in the
matching one the king gnaws on a leg joint of meat and the queen on a
duck®. Even here, however, the queen mother is not eating; she perhaps
belonged to an older generation that would not accept to be depicted in this
way. It is difficult to believe that this scene was not created both to defy
convention and perhaps, since no non-royal people apart from servants are
included, to set royalty apart from others (the presence of servants itself
differs from much traditional practice). Moreover, the art of the period
placed very heavy emphasis on food, which is in keeping with the character
of this pair of scenes*.

The setting of Akhenaten’s intimate but hardly private banquet is
given in the registers beneath, which show beneath each scene a retinue,
food, vast amounts of wine, and musicians (see n. 41). Further beneath are
very fragmentary landscapes of agriculture and countryside, including in
the better preserved example a vine and a meal left for a subordinate -
perhaps remotely comparable with the Old Kingdom example of Fig. 5. It
seems thus that the feast is imagined as being either set in the country or
connected with it in an idealized way - neither in the palace nor in the
necropolis. Barry Kemp (see n. 40) suggests that feasts would be held in the
palace complex and identifies a suitable location, but this is not
incompatible with the rural ideal implied by the tomb relief. Other areas in
the palace also celebrated the world of nature.

39 Davies 1905, pls. iv-vii.

40 See Kemp 2012, 145-146, with brief discussion of banqueting. His figure does not
reproduce the rural compositions beneath the scene of Akhenaten and Nefertiti. The
parallel he cites in the decree of Akhenaten’s fourth successor Horemheb is not as close as
he implies. While the latter text is significant for relations between the king and his
guards, who are to be fed well and rewarded, the very broken passage does not certainly
refer to a banquet.
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Later periods (after ca. 1100 BCE)

In the period after Akhenaten, tomb art gradually moved its focus from this
world to the next, and few banquets or related events were depicted. The
chief relevant genre that proliferated in the late New Kingdom (ca. 1300-
1100 BCE) was the harpist’s song (mentioned above)*!. Images of harpists are
also known from later periods, but without associated songs.

The songs mobilized a discourse about the fleeting character of this
life that could either promote the importance of the next world or assert that
provision for it is vain, because no one has returned from there. One song
thematizes this dissonance explicitly, saying that the message of the cynical
songs should not be accepted?2. Although banquet scenes were hardly
included in tombs in the late New Kingdom, visual evidence from earlier in
the period presents the setting of harpists’ songs in banquets where love
poems were probably also performed - banquets that no doubt related both
to this world and to the next. People think about death while drinking,
eating, and enjoying themselves, and in many cultures they are encouraged
to engage more intensively in these activities by the prospect that in future
they will no longer be able to indulge. The same idea is present even in the
highly moralistic context of the tomb of Petosiris at Tuna el-Gebel (ca. 300
BCE), where a rather broken inscription states that one should drink to
inebriation, contrasting this with the inevitability of death?3.

Here, one can link Egyptian and much later classical views of the
importance of enjoyment and its connection with confronting mortality.
Herodotus (2, 78) says that at Egyptian parties model coffins and skeletons
would be carried around to encourage the revellers to drink and celebrate#4.
Such a practice would fit with the themes of the harpist's songs, and
Katherine M. D. Dunbabin has extended earlier discussions of small figures
of skeletons, most of which appear to date to the Graeco-Roman period, to
argue that these represent the kind of objects that would be circulated at
parties, although extant examples almost certainly come from tombs*.
Moreover, the context of death and funerals, which brings people together
in unwonted groups, is itself a form of celebration, and it is often
accompanied by drinking and feasting. Perhaps the skeleton figures could
have been used then - but they could also relate to the notion of the

41 Assmann 1977; version in a collection on a literary papyrus: Fox 1985, 345-7.
42 Kakosy/Fabian 1995, esp. 219.

4 Lefebvre 1923-1924, 1, 161, 11, 90-1 (text 127).

44 See e. g. Lloyd 1976, 335-357.

45 Dunbabin 1986.
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deceased’s ‘shadow” and its rebirth. Many New Kingdom funeral processions
are depicted as lined by booths that shelter wine jars in particular. The jars
are overturned as the coffin passes and the booths taken down, the whole
process being accompanied by extravagant gestures of grief*¢. While actions
of this sort have a specifically funerary meaning, notably in the destruction
of value accompanying the end of a life, they probably also point to heavy
consumption of wine as part of the funeral process.

A wide range of evidence for conviviality survives from the late
second and first millennia, especially in texts#”. It is not possible to treat that
material here. Instead, my concluding examples come from two stelae from
the reign of Cleopatra VII Philopator, shortly before the Roman conquest
deprived the indigenous elite of wealth, restricting the display of traditional
Egyptian culture. Taimhotep, the second wife of the high priest of Memphis,
died in 42 BCE. Her funerary stela bears one of the best known ancient
Egyptian texts (first published in the 1830s), the content of which is
profoundly steeped in older Egyptian high culture. The following passage
probably relates both to funerary laments and to the tradition of harpists’
songs, but it is cast as a dirge from the next world addressed to the living,
the latter being the setting for numerous Egyptian biographical texts*s:

Oh my brother, my husband,
my companion, great controller of craftsmen:

may your heart not tire in drinking and eating,
drunkenness and sexual pleasure.

Have a good day and follow your heart all the time.
Do not place care in your heart.

Years snatched upon earth are good.
(But) as for the west¥, (it is) a land ... darkness.
It is miserable to dwell in for those who are there.

46 E. g. Priese 1991, 136-137 no. 82.

47 See e. g. Kees 1938 (exhortation in a priestly biography to eat, drink, and enjoy life);
Lichtheim 1980, 13-24 (the same text in translation and a comparable inscription);
Caminos 1958, 97-104 (vast scale of celebratory offerings that would be recycled for the
benefit of the living); Hoffmann/Quack 2007, 160-162 (tale of the drunken king Amasis as
the setting for a cycle of stories).

48 British Museum, EA 147. Photograph: Walker/Higgs 2001, 187 no. 193; translations
e. g. Lichtheim 1980, 62-63; Panov 2010. My rendering here is based on a new facsimile by
Richard Parkinson, for which I am very grateful.

49 The realm of the necropolis and the dead.



John Baines 17

Such a text, or an elaboration on its themes, might be performed in
relation to the funeral, making explicit the paradoxes of death and its
relation to the living group, in a form of licence that would temper the sense
of grief. This particular piece was commissioned by the widower and is
stated at the end to have been composed by a relative. Whether or not its
content connected with normal funeral practices, one might say that
Taimhotep’s husband, Psherenptah, may have taken the advice attributed to
his deceased wife too much to heart, because he died just eighteen months
later. His biographer - the author of Taimhotep’s text, this time aided by his
son who carved the stela - attributed to Psherenptah a different, more
pragmatic view of the good life as he looked back to the time of Ptolemy XII
Neos Dionysos (‘Auletes’, 80-51 BCE; for the stela see Fig. 11)%:

When the king reached Memphis,
on every occasion that he travelled south
or travelled north to inspect the Two Lands—

when he stopped at the ? of Ankhtawy (?),
he went to my temple

together with his officials and his wives and royal children
and all his possessions, resting at leisure,

as well as passing by at the festivals of the gods and goddesses who are
in Khanefer,
inasmuch as love of me was in the heart of the Lord of the Two Lands.
He distinguished (me) before all his [officials, or similar].

This passage suggests that banquets and celebrations would happen
also around the world of the temples, as has been mentioned above, surely
among numerous settings in which such events could take place. The
occasions mentioned in Psherenptah’s text would have had a strongly
political character. As the highest-ranking representative of indigenous
culture in late Ptolemaic Egypt, he might have been responsible for
entertainment in more traditional styles, although nothing is known of the
character of such events or of how far they would have mixed Egyptian and
Greek customs. In any case, his evocation of receiving the king and his
entourage, although without close parallel from the dynastic period,

50 British Museum EA 886, from Saqqara. See Walker/Higgs 2001, 192. No modern
edition available. On this passage, see Derchain 1998. The Ankhtawy and Khanefer
mentioned in the text are two ancient names for Memphis, the latter extremely learned.
My rendering is based on a study of the original.
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complements the third millennium mentions and images of association with
the king that were cited in an earlier section.

Conclusion

Whereas in much of this article I have used visual evidence to suggest
something of how banquets might be imagined, this is not possible for
Taimhotep and Psherenptah: only the texts are available, although other
biographies show that their preoccupations were by no means unique>. As
is normal, on neither the wife’s nor the husband’s stela does the scene at the
top, which is in a sense the focus of the whole, indicate anything about the
two different styles of conviviality that are evoked in the texts inscribed
underneath.

Egyptologists of an earlier generation argued correctly, against
popular imagination of a death-obsessed society, that the ancient Egyptians
loved life and for that reason represented much of it in their tombs, so that
they could take it with them into the next world. While that approach has its
problematic aspects, its premise that what is shown in tombs relates to
institutions of this life is surely correct. In the near-absence of suitable
archaeological sites, tombs constitute the core sources for understanding
Egyptian institutions of conviviality, supported by some biographical and
literary texts.

I have given only a very selective view of the material, focusing in
particular on the issue of why some periods produce one style of evidence
and others another. What may not have emerged but bears emphasis is how
for ancient Egypt, as for other complex societies or indeed for so many social
interactions of any type, who one eats and drinks with, what conventions
surround these most fundamental human activities, and how one can
escape from everyday conventions through what is consumed and how it is
done - all these are essential questions for understanding ancient societies
and what held them together. As with so much else, it is also essential to
avoid taking these matters too earnestly. Although things can go badly
awry, convivial occasions are meant to be enjoyed. And one thing the
Egyptian sources convey especially well is the spirit of enjoyment, often
laced with humour in its depiction and description. That is as it should be.
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51 See e. g. Jansen-Winkeln 1997; Depauw/Smith 2004.
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2. Tomb of Ti at Saqqara, south wall of corridor, above entrance into chapel.
Late 5% dynasty (ca. 2350 BCE). After Epron/Daumas/Wild 1939-1966, I, pl. 1vi.

3. Tomb of Nefer and Kahay at Saqqara, west wall, south section, scene
above false door of Kahay. Late 5% dynasty (ca. 2350 BCE). After Moussa/
Altenmiiller 1971, pl. 32. Courtesy of Deutsches Archédologisches Institut.

4. Causeway of Sahure at Abusir, blocks with scene of the king with his
court receiving the expedition to Punt. Early 5% dynasty (ca. 2450 BCE). After el-
Awady 2009, pl. 6.

5. Tomb of Pepyankh Henikem at Meir, room B, east wall, north scene,
bottom sub-registers, left section. Mid-6t dynasty (ca. 2225 BCE). After Blackman
1953, pl. xxx.

6. Tomb of Paheri at Elkab, south (‘east’) wall, detail of female guests in
banquet scene. Early 18t dynasty (ca. 1470 BCE). After Naville/ Tylor et al. 1894, pl. vii.

7. Tomb of Tetiky at Thebes, main vaulted chamber, north wall, upper
register, left section. Early 18" dynasty (ca. 1500 BCE). After Davies 1925, pl. iv.

8. Tomb of Tetiky at Thebes, main vaulted chamber, north wall, upper
register, middle section. Early 18" dynasty (ca. 1500 BCE). After Davies 1925, pl. iv.

9. Tomb of Tetiky at Thebes, schematic plan. Redrawn by Alison Wilkins
after Carnarvon/ Carter 1912, pl. ii.

10. Tomb of Tetiky at Thebes, banqueting scene on west wall of miniature
vaulted chamber. After Carnarvon/Carter 1912, pl. iii, 1.

11. Stela of Psherenptah, probably from a mortuary chapel at Sagqara.
Reign of Cleopatra VII Philopator, 41 BCE. British Museum EA 886. Courtesy of museum.
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Drinking with the gods? The problem of Bronze Age pot
deposits in Transylvania*

Florin GOGALTAN
Institutul de Arheologie si Istoria Artei, Cluj-Napoca

“We make a free libation in the palace,
to the heavenly gods who live forever”
(Hom. 1. 6, 522)

To the memory of Jovan Uzelac

Abstract. For prehistory there is no general consent regarding the role of
alcoholic beverages in ritual practices. There are some studies concerning this
subject and a series of debates revolving around Bronze Age pottery
depositions. Although there is no catalogue of the pottery depositions from
Romania, such finds were mentioned in some contributions dealing with
general aspects of Bronze Age ritual practices. Recently published monographs
of Bronze Age settlements also incorporate discussions regarding this type of
finds. In this paper I will present a series of discoveries that can be related with
the title that I have chosen. In my opinion a pot deposit represents an intentional
and irreversible deposition of one or several complete or restorable vessels,
mainly for drinking, in various contexts which do not represent a funerary
inventory or have other ritual meaning (like the ones from a sanctuary, or
belonging to a metal hoard) or a proved domestic use (fountains or the pottery
inventory of a house etc.).

Key words: Bronze Age, Transylvania, pot deposits, ritual, libation

Rezumat: La baut cu zeii? Problema depozitelor de vase din Transilvania
epocii bronzului. In preistorie nu existi un consens general in legatura cu rolul
bauturilor alcoolice in practicile rituale. Exista unele studii asupra subiectului si
un numdr de dezbateri in jurul depunerilor de ceramicd in epoca bronzului.
Desi nu existd un catalog al depunerilor de ceramicd din Romania, asemenea
descoperiri au fost mentionate in contributii asupra aspectelor generale ale
practicilor rituale ale epocii bronzului. Monografii recent publicate ale unor
agezari de epoca bronzului includ de asemenea discutii asupra acestor categorii
de descoperiri. In prezentul articol voi prezenta o serie de descoperiri care pot fi
legate de titlul pe care l-am ales. In opinia mea, un depozit de vase reprezinta o
depunere intentionata si ireversibild a unui sau a mai multor vase intregi sau
intregibile, mai ales pentru bdut, in diverse contexte care nu reprezintd un
inventar funerar sau care nu au alte semnificatii rituale (cum sunt cele din
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sanctuare ori cele care apartin unui tezaur metalic) sau utilizare domestica
demonstrabild (fintani sau inventarul ceramic al unei case etc.).

Cuvinte cheie: epoca bronzului, Transilvania, depuneri de vase, ritual, libatie.

And Jesus said to them: “I tell you the truth, unless you eat the flesh of the
Son of Man and drink his blood, you have no life in you”!. These are the
words of Jesus that represent the basis of the Christian ritual of communion,
which implies the eating of bread and the drinking of wine. In addition to
this, the first miracle performed by Jesus was the transformation of water
into wine at the Marriage at Cana. There are also other contemporary
religions in which offerings of water, milk, beer or wine have a very
important ritual role2. If the ancient civilizations from Orient or Europe are
taken into consideration, it can be observed that sometimes the act of
drinking comes out of the profane sphere. Even for the Mycenaean,
Minoan, or Hittite civilizations there are writings or representations that
underline the importance of such liquid offerings*. A tablet found in Pylos
speaks about the offerings brought to Poseidon®. Hesiod mentions the wine
offerings to gods, as a daily routine of the ancient Greeks¢. This information
can also be encountered in the Iliad or the Odyssey’. The analyses of such

*The illustrations of this paper were provided by Németh Rita and Demjén Andrea.
The text was translated into English by Raluca Burlacu-Timofte and proofread by
Mariana Egri. Mihaela Savu provided the technical support for the discussion at the
symposium in the autumn of 2012 at Cluj. Some bibliographic information was offered by
Mariana Egri. Tudor Soroceanu and Alexandra Gdvan commented on the manuscript. I
thank all of them for their help. This article is dedicated to my late friend Jovan Uzelac in
the memory of the days spent in the Vr§ac Museum. I will never forget our discussions, of
course accompanied by a beer, about life and the Bronze Age of Banat. This work was
supported by a grant of the Ministry of National Education, CNCS - UEFISCDI, project
number PN-II-ID-PCE-2012-4-0020.

1John 6, 53.

2 Huber 1929; Hanell 1937, 2131-2137; Maringer 1973, 705-776.

3 Selz 1983; Milano 1994; Rouse 1998; Pollock 2003, 17-38; Dunbabin 2003; Poux 2004;
Cool 2006; etc.

4 Ventris/ Chadwick 1973, 303-312, 456-485; Townsend-Vermeule 1974, 98-99; Makkay
1992, 220-228; Wright 2004; Sherratt 2004, 301-337; Miiller 2006, 485-520.

5 Palaima 2004, 217-246; Miiller 2006, 507-510.

6 “..and, as far as you are able, sacrifice to the deathless gods purely and cleanly, and burn
rich meats also, and at other times propitiate them with libations and incense, both when you
go to bed and when the holy light has come back...” (Hes. Op. 320-341); “Never pour a libation
of sparkling wine to Zeus after dawn with unwashed hands, nor to others of the deathless
gods; else they do not hear your prayers but spit them back.” (Hes. Op. 724-726).

7 “Meanwhile the heralds were bringing the holy oath-offerings through the city - two
lambs and a goatskin of wine” (Hom. II. 3, 243-245); “they poured wine from the mixing-
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sources underline the connection between certain pottery vessels and cult
ceremonies®. They were related to the ancestors’ cult, and some of them
were requiring libations to which the community had to participate®.

For prehistory, however, there is no general consent regarding the
role of alcoholic beverages in ritual practices. There are some studies
concerning this subject, like those written by Georg Kossack!0 or Andrew
Sherratt!l, and a series of debates revolving around Bronze Age pottery
depositions!2. The funerary banquet that required the consumption of alcohol
is a subject discussed by many scholars!®. There are also studies dealing with
social aspects of alcohol consumption'* or appealing to ethnographic parallels
in order to ascertain the role of beverages in ritual practices!>.

I have recently published an interesting Bronze Age discovery from
Vlaha (Cluj County), where 6 cups were uncovered on the bottom of a
roundish pit. Both shape and relatively large size (1.60 - 1.70 m in diameter
and 0.72 cm in depth) indicate that the pit was originally intended for
storage. The cups were placed one inside the other in two different manners:
four were in a vertical position but were later overturned on the side and the
remaining two were facing downwards!® (Fig. 1).

For a better understanding of this type of finds, the category of the
so-called pottery deposits has been briefly analyzed!. Some of these
deposits are known since the late 19t century, as is the case with the
“GefédfSfund” from the garden of Thiirnthal Castle (Lower Austria) or a

bowl into the cups, and prayed to the everlasting gods...” (Hom. II. 3, 293-294); “Wait till I
fetch you some sweet honeyed wine, first to pour a libation to Zeus and the other gods,
and then for your relief if you will drink” (Hom. II. 6, 258-260); “Nor should I dare to pour
Zeus a libation of bright wine with unwashed hands, nor pray to the son of Cronos, lord
of the thunder clouds, spattered with blood and filth” (Hom. Il. 6, 266-268); “But now you
should slice out the victims’ tongues and mix the wine, so we can make libations to lord
Poseidon and to other gods, and then think of rest” (Hom. Od. 3, 335); etc.

8 Bouzek/Sklenat 1987, 33-37; Zapotocky 1988, 148-149.

9 Pollock 2003, 21-27; Milledge Nelson 2003, 65-89; Dunbabin 2003, 103-140, 175-202.

10 Kossack 1964, 96-105.

11 Sherratt 1987, 81-114.

12 Horst 1977, 109-148; Lochner 1986, 295-315; Schauer 1996, 406-410; Czyborra 1997, 87-
92; Berthold 1998, 25-72; Neugebauer 1999, 5-45; Krenn-Leeb 1999, 46-68;
Lauermann/Hahnel 1999, 88-102; Ciiméf/ Salas 2005, 127-180; etc.

13 Hamilakis 1998, 115-132; Gallou 2005; Miiller 2006, 498-500; etc. See also n. 9.

14 Dietler 1990, 352-406; Arnold 1999, 71-93; Dietler 2006, 541-568.

15 Everett et al. 1976; Dietler 1990, 359-360; Heath 2000; Dietler/Hayden 2001; Heat
2003, 143-164.

16 Gogdltan et al. 2011, 168-169, fig. 2-3.

17 Gogaltan et al. 2011, 170-174.
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“Topferei” from Herzogenburg, both mentioned by L. P. Karner!8. At
Inowroctaw (central Poland), a big vessel containing six smaller cups was
found turned upside down®. In 1928 M. Chleborad mentions the first
“bronzezeitliche Keramikdepot” from Moravia (Staré Hvézdlice)?. For a
long time such contexts were considered to be a “Topferdepot”, “Topfereilager”
“Verwahrfunde” or “Funde, deren Zweck fraglich ist”2!.

Clemens Eibner’s study from 1969 represented an important turning
point in the interpretation of pottery depositions. He reaches the conclusion
that “dieses und andere &hnliche Gefifsdepots als Belege einer
Kulthandlung zu deuten [sind], bei der wohl Trankspenden und kultische
Umtriinke vorgenommen wurden und dessen sakrosankte Keramik dann
auf kleinem Raum praktisch gebrauchsneu deponiert wurde”22.

The most recent studies concerning this problem belong to Andrea
Stapel which analyzed the “Bronzezeitliche Deponierungen im
Siedlungsbereich”?? and to Hana Palatova and Milan Salas (“Bronzezeitliche
Gefassdepotfunde in Mahren und benachbarten Gebieten”24). As for the
latter, the underlying methodology consisted of creating a database that
includes information related to location, cultural background, chronology,
number of vessels, characteristics of the pottery assemblage, percentage of
the recovered material and quality of the feature’s documentation, place and
placement of the deposition and references. The second part of the catalogue
includes the detailed presentation of 22 discoveries from Moravia with
descriptions of location, analyses of their inventory, dating and references?.
This can be considered the best model for the regional and supra-regional
analysis of pottery depositions.

Such studies were received with great interest by scholars?, who
paid much more attention to this type of discoveries. This led to the
recognition of several recently excavated Bronze Age pot deposits from
Moravia, which were not included in the above mentioned catalogues.
Thus, the rescue excavations from Hradek led to the identification, among
other features of the Aunjetiz culture, of a big storage pit, with 11

18 Bayer 1906, 53-70.

19 Kalliefe 1911, 281-287; Kalliefe 1914, 89-114; Cofta-Broniewska 2004, 152-153.

20 Palatova/Salas 2002, 40-41.

21 Pittioni 1940, 12-15; Eisner 1942, 171-180; Jelinkova 1959, 16-33; MareSova 1965, 129-
130, 133; Smrz 1977, 137-143; etc.

22 Eibner 1969, 48.

2 Stapel 1999.

24 Palatova/Salas 2002.

25 Palatova/Salas 2002, 126-128.

26 Peter-Rocher 2001, 235-237.
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intentionally broken vessels lying on its bottom, which were then covered
by successive layers of sand and yellow soil?’. A Middle Bronze Age pit that
contained nine complete vessels was uncovered at Olomouc?. Olbramovice
“Sady” is a complex site, in which more complete vessels belonging to the
so-called “mitteldanubische Huigelgraberkultur” were uncovered?. J. Blischke
and I. Czyborra published an interesting discovery from Grofizieten in
Southern Berlin - a cup placed upside down upon a larger potsherd30.

To these examples one can add a series of Bronze Age pottery
deposits from Hungary. Ildiké Poroszlai published an interesting pit from
Szazhalombatta “Foldvar”. The bottom of the pit was first neatly plastered
with clay, then several vessels were placed one inside the other (a one-
handled cup and 7-8 decorated jugs)l. The investigation of the Oszlar site
on the M3 highway led to the discovery, among other Bronze Age features,
of a pit that contained a pot deposit belonging to the Late Bronze Age32.
Gabor V. Szab6 analyzed the content of a pit from Tiszacsenge in the larger
context of Late Bronze Age pottery depositions in the Tisza area3. During
the excavation of the Late Bronze Age site at Nyirmada (northeastern
Hungary), a pit containing, besides potsherds, a big amphora and 14
complete cups - all having the characteristic traits of the Suciu de Sus
Culture - was uncovered3. An older discovery from Makoé “Voroskereszt”
containing 6 complete Early Bronze Age vessels, published by Janos Banner
as a possible cenotaph®, has also been included in the category of
“Keramikdeposition”3¢. There are other examples of Bronze Age pot
deposits from the Carpathian Basin such as the ones from Debrecen?’, near
Battonya38, Igrici®, or the 6 cups discovered under the floor of a house

27 Cizmét 2002, 195-196, fig. 3; Cizmat/Salas 2005, 129-137, fig. 3-6, 15-20.

28 Kalabek et al. 2002, 201, fig. 11.

29 Kos/Parma 2003, 143-162; Kos 2004, 158-159, fig. 9.

30 Blischke/ Czyborra 2005, 481-489.

31 Poroszlai 2000, 26, fig. 20.

32 Kods 2003, 121-128.

33 Szabo 2004, 81-113.

34 Téth/Marta 2005, 107-143.

35 Banner 1939, 77-81, fig. 6/4a-c.

36 Stapel 1999, 293, Nr. 49; Kulcsér 2009, 85, 196.

37 Poroszlai 1984, 75-100.

38 Kallay 1986, 159-165

39 Hellebrandt 1990, 93-111. Even if there are presented several “pot deposits”, mainly
from Hungary, which can be interpreted as ritual, “Das Gefafidepot von Igrici bilden
voraussetzlich die aufgestapelten Produkte einer Topferwerkstitte” (Hellebrandt 1990,
111). Another complete vessel discovered here was published later by G. V. Szabé (Szabd
2004, 93, fig. 10/5).
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belonging to the settlement of NiZzna Mysla, near Kosice?). However, in
these particular cases, the publications were focused on dating the pottery
based on diagnostic traits. The breaking of several vessels in a Late Bronze
Age pit from Gyoma led Tibor Kemenczei to suggest that “These finds may
be objects buried as part of a cult or a sacrifice”41.

Although there is no catalogue of the pottery depositions from
Romania#?, such finds were mentioned in some contributions dealing with
general aspects of the Bronze Age ritual practices*. The recently published
monographs of some Bronze Age settlements also include discussions
regarding this type of finds*. In the following section, a series of discoveries
that can be related with the title chosen for this paper will be presented.

*

Starting with the late 19t century, Bronze Age pottery depositions
from non-funerary contexts were also uncovered in Transylvania, Banat and
Maramures (central and western Romania). One of the earliest known
examples was published by Janos Domonkos from the tell-settlement at
Vdrsand. Here he uncovered several cups which were placed on top of an
ornamented hearth. The cups contained food residues (bones, grains, shells
and snails)#. In this article one can also find a reconstruction of such an altar
with 18 cups filled with burnt grains deposited on top (Fig. II/1). This is not
a context that drew the attention of the scholars, but it can be related to the
discovery from Cornesti (Timis County)#¢, as will be later explained.

Outside of the geographical area discussed in this paper, a pit from
Govora (Valcea County, southern Romania), discovered in 1958 (during
construction works on the road between Govora Monastery and Govora
village) should also be mentioned. The 1 m deep pit was carved in chalk at
the foot of a craggy slope of a limestone formation. The assemblage consisted
of 17 complete vessels (Fig. II/2-7). The conclusion of the researchers was
that “It seems to be a pot deposit”#’. The possibility of a funerary context
was ruled out, because it was believed that the presence of only one type of
vessels means that the deposition does not have a votive character, and it
was related to the Bronze Age trade activities*$. Bernhard Hansel and other

40 Gasaj 1994, 81-86.

41 Genito/Kemenczei 1990, 122.

42 Some discussions in Gogaltan et al. 2011, 171-173.

43 Soroceanu 1995, 42, 64-65, 76; Vulpe 1996, 526; Soroceanu 2005, 391.
44 Marta 2009, 18, 47, 86, 154, pl. 19, 49/ 6, 9; Sana 2010, 18-20.

45 Domonkos 1908, 75-76, fig. V1.

46 Radu 1972, 271-283; Vulpe 1996, 526; Stapel 1999, 77, 301, no. 31.

47 Berciu et al. 1961, 134.

48 Berciu et al. 1961, 135.
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scholars attributed to these discoveries a cultic interpretation, in relation to
the thermal waters that can be found nearby*°.

At a time discussions in Central Europe were conducted around
Bronze Age pottery depositions, Ivan Ordentlich was the first one to draw
the attention upon such a find from Romania®. In 1954 he uncovered at
Valea lui Mihai (Bihor County) a pit measuring 1.20 m in diameter and 1.40
m in depth, that contained 28 complete vessels: “The vessels were placed
one inside the other, upside down, being surrounded by ash and burnt
bones”. Most of them were one-handled cups having a height of 5.6 cm to 22
cm, the assemblage also containing a pot of 24 cm height and 2 small plates
(Fig. II-IV). The pit from Valea lui Mihai and the 28 vessels deposited
upside down were analyzed according to the relevant criteria of the period:
mainly the chronology and the analogies based on similarities in decoration!.
Later, this deposit was included in the categories of “Bronzezeitliche
Speiseopfer in Gefdfien”2, “Keramikdepositionen”>? or “Gefdfsdepots”54.

Zoltan Székely published a series of potsherds belonging to the Late
Bronze Age Noua Culture discovered at Feldioara (Brasov County), and
interpreted them as being part of the inventory of a pottery kiln®. Alexandru
Vulpe later included this feature in the “Gefédfddepots” category>®.

In the collections of the National Museum of Transylvanian History
at Cluj are 17 vessels uncovered in Band (Mures County) in 1914, but the
information related to them is incomplete. The vessels were found at 1 m
depth, along with two stag horns. Together with a biconical vessel
decorated with broom strokes on the lower part, there were 16 cups, 6 of
which had one handle. K. Horedt published this discovery and interpreted
it as the inventory of a grave that belongs to the Velatice culture®”. A Stapel
included it among “Keramikdepositionen” specific to the Late Bronze Age38.

49 Hansel 1976, 59, n. 64; Miiller-Karpe 1980, 179; Soroceanu 1995, 65; Stapel 1999, 314,
no. 100; Vulpe 2001, 372.

50 In one footnote he presents his regards to professor Kurt Horedt as well as to Mircea
Rusu for the suggestions they offered in writing that paper. In order not to alter the
historic truth, I have to mention that M. Rusu published prior to this an article about the
dacian ,,ceramic deposit” from Gusterita-Sibiu (Rusu 1955, 79-96) and K. Horedt about a
hallstatt ,,ceramic deposit” from Dej (Horedt 1965, 7-13).

51 Ordentlich 1965, 181-197.

52 Horst 1977, 147, no. 92.

53 Stapel 1999, 81, 100, 301, no. 33.

54 Vulpe 1996, 526; Vulpe 2001, 372.

55 Székely 1965, 23, pl. 111/ 1-7.

56 Vulpe 1996, 526.

57 Horedt 1967, 45-50

58 Stapel 1999, 332, no. 213 - Bandu.



42 Drinking with the gods?

An older discovery from Varsand has already been mentioned, but
it is not known for sure if the vessels belong to the same assemblage.
Another deposition from a Vatina settlement (Cornesti-Crvenka group) in
Banat - Cornesti “Dealul Cornet” - is related to this find. Here, Ortansa
Radu’s excavation from 1970 yielded a very interesting feature. A group of
23 vessels were placed on a hearth, all of them being almost complete. A
globular vessel, a strainer-bowl, a small bowl and 19 small cups were
deposited in a large bowl> (Fig. V-VII). The discovery was interpreted as a
votive hearth, but not as a “Gefafldepot”® or a “Keramikdeposition”¢1. The
assemblage is very similar to the Roman dinner seté2.

The discoveries from the tumulus at Susani (Timis County),
especially the so- called “group 6” and “group 7” raised interesting
discussions concerning this kind of findings (Fig. VIII). The group marked
by the authors with the number 6 consisted of a big bowl containing burnt
grains and surrounded by 66 small cups (Fig. IX-XI). They were grouped in
6 different units, placed one inside the other, upside down or sideways. To
the west another 13 bowls and a small cup were found. The grains were
burned in a very strong fire that turned the soil reddish and blackish at a
depth of up to 10 cm. Both the big plate and the cups had traces of
secondary burning. Most of the vessels were complete. The group 7 was
discovered in 1965 by loan Stratan during the first excavation campaign
from Susani. It contains four big biconical vessels oriented east-west. These
vessels contained another 22 fragmentary cups, out of which only three
could be restored. The first interpretation of these pottery offerings was
related to a funerary banquet®. However, other scholars had different
opinions. B. Hansel wrote about the mound at Susani in his study on the
Early Hallstatt period from the lower Danube, referring to it only as an
“Opferhtigel” or “Opferstitte”®*. A similar interpretation was offered by
Janos Makkay®>. Florin Medelet®® and Marian Guma¢” noted that some
ritual pits from this mound contained ceramic vessels and cereals. In spite of
these interpretations, Al. Vulpe maintained his initial hypothesis that the

59 Radu 1972, 271-283.

60 Vulpe 1996, 526.

61 Stapel 1999, 77, 301, no. 31.

62 de Villefosse 1899, 7-132; Oliver 1965, 177-185; Piana Agostinetti/Priuli 1985, 182-237;
etc. The bibliography was provided by Mariana Egri.

63 Stratan/ Vulpe 1977, 46.

64 Hinsel 1976, 92, 94.

65 Makkay 1981, 55 “unserer Meinung nach als Opferstitte”.

66 Medelet/Bugilan 1987, 169.

67 Guma 1993, 169.
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mound from Susani was a funerary monument®®. Later, he concluded that
,Diese Situation entspricht in hohem Mafie den sog. Speise- und
Trankopfern der Lausitzer Kultur, die u. a. Fritz Horst herausgearbeitet
hat”®°. Antony F. Harding discussed in his study on the European Bronze
age only the “group 6” from Susani, including it in the category of pot
deposits’0. This kind of pottery deposition is considered to have
characteristics similar to the metallic ones. A. Stapel identifies the discoveries
from Susani as part of the “Keramikdepositionen und Opferfunde”7.

While Tiberiu Bader interpreted the 9 vessels (two big pots and 7
cups) discovered in a destroyed burial mound from Mediesul Aurit (Satu
Mare County) as food offerings in a funerary context’2, A. Stapel included
them in the category of pot deposits’® (Fig. XII). Bader interpreted the
pottery deposit from Valea lui Mihai in a similar manner to the one from
Mediesul Aurit74.

The excavations in 1975 from Fantanele ,Rat” (Bistrita Nasaud
County) led to the discovery in a Late Bronze Age settlement of ,,two ritual
pot deposits in pits intended for this special purpose”?5. The pits had an
oval shape and they were situated at approximately 1.20 m from one to
another. The first pit was 0.40 m deep, with the diameters of 0.80 x 0.40 m. It
contained three complete vessels and one smaller cup found inside a jar
(Fig. XII). The second pit's dimensions were similar to the first, with a
depth of 0.50 m. An upside-down jar, a bowl, a cup and a smaller vessel
with two handles were placed inside the pit (Fig. XIV). The conclusion of
George Marinescu concerning the meaning of these contexts: “I have
considered a magic-ritual meaning, votive, according to the observations
made during the time of discovery (the lack of human bones which could
justify a funerary context, or the existence of pits that were built with this
purpose) and also the fact that in a necropolis the inventory is very poor and
consists of 1-2 vessels”76.

Belonging to the category of pot deposits that consist of only one
vessel is a discovery from Gligoresti (Cluj County). It is a 50 cm diameter pit
with daub fragments well tamped. On the bottom of it there was a small

68 Vulpe 1995, 81, 83.

6 Vulpe 1996, 526.

70 Harding 2000, fig. 9.10.2.

71 Stapel 1999, 332, no. 214.

72 Bader 1978, 69, pl. XLIII/3, XLIV/1-6, 8-13.
73 Stapel 1999, 77, 301, no. 32.

74 Bader 1978, 40.

75 Marinescu 1985, 23.

76 Marinescu 1985, 28.
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complete amphora (Fig. XVI). From the moment when it was published, we
suggested that this discovery is related to a house-construction ritual?’.
Further examples of singular vessel deposition come from the Iron Age
settlement at Vlaha, but they are not related to the chronological sequence
under discussion’8.

There are other features belonging to the Bronze Age in Transylvania,
different from those that prove the handling of complete vessels, mainly for
drinking. Janos Em&di wrote about the ritual character of a pit from Oradea,
in which traces of burning and potsherds coming from previously broken
vessels were found. The content and structure of the pit, the fact that here
“only the proofs of burning and other vessels, the majority of them being
restorable, and only a small number of other fragments were deposited,
which suggest that there was a cenotaph or a ritual pit”7°.

One of the most suggestive situations comes from Oarta de Sus
(Maramures County), where complete or fragmentary vessels were deposited
together with other objects. The inventory of a pit excavated here by C.
Kacs6 has been briefly presented®?. It has been noted that a lot of complete
and fragmentary vessels were found together with metal objects (bronze,
gold and silver), moulds and other items related to metalworking, bone and
antler tools, clay objects as well as human and animal offerings.

Al Vulpe was the first Romanian researcher that drew the attention
to the "Gefdfsdepots” which consist mostly of cups®. According to him, the
meaning of these deposits has to be related to cult practices. He took as
examples the previously presented discoveries from Valea lui Mihai, Govora,
Cornesti, Feldioara. It is also possible that the vessel discoveries from Igrita
cave (Bihor County)?2, which were interpreted as funerary inventories, are in
fact pot deposits®. These examples illustrate the custom of depositing food
and drink, which is not always related to funerary contexts.

In his analysis concerning the deposition phenomenon of the
Bronze Age from both parts of the Carpathians, Tudor Soroceanu also

77 Gogéltan/Florea 1994, 10-11, fig. 5/1.

78 Gogéltan et al. 2011, 167.

79 Emodi 1979, 737.

80 Gogaltan et al. 2011, 172, n. 30 with the bibliography.

81 Vulpe 1996, 526.

8 It is only quoted in “Repertoriul monumentelor naturii, arheologice, istorice,
etnografice, de arhitectura si artd din judetul Bihor, Oradea 1974”. The information
regarding the discoveries from this cave can be found in Emoédi 1980, 229-273;
Chidiosan/Emodi 1982, 61-86.

83 Soroceanu 2012b, 235.
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discussed the topic of pot deposits®4, taking into account three votive
deposits specific to that period (Valea lui Mihai, Fantanele and Govora
Sat)®5. He later made further comments on the subject while addressing the
ritual character of metal vessels depositions, adding new examples and
references which complete the picture of intentional pottery depositions.s¢.

The new studies concerning pottery depositions were of great
interest for the Transylvanian archaeologists as well. We can note the efforts
of our colleagues from Satu Mare, Zaldu and Baia Mare to publish the
results of the rescue excavations carried out in settlements belonging to the
Middle and Late Bronze Age from Petrea-Csengersima®” and Nyireghéza-
Oros “Ur Csere”88. The interpretations of Ioan Bejinariu®?, Liviu Marta® or
Dan Sana”! concerning a series of features discovered in these sites or others
from the same area put on the right path the archaeological interpretations
of ritual.

*

For a better understanding of what a pot deposit is, it is necessary to
have a closer look at the definition of deposits in general®2. The German
specialist literature concerning this subject was chosen because it was the
one that had the greatest influence upon Romanian research?. According to
the evolution of this debate we can establish the way in which the
Romanian prehistory specialists interpreted this aspect.

The notion of “Depot-Fund”, as it was defined by Oscar Montelius®,
was also adopted by the Romanian archaeologists starting from the interwar
period®. The so-called “Weihecharakter” considered by G. Wilke%, as well

84 Soroceanu 1995, 42.

85 Soroceanu 1995, 64-65.

86 Soroceanu 2005, 391.

87 Marta 2009; Pop 2009.

88 Bejinariu et al. 2008; Bejinariu et al. 2009; Marta et al. 2010.

89 Bejinariu 2003, 155-156.

9 Marta 2009, 18, 47, 86, 154, pl. 19, 49/6, 9.

91 Sana 2010, 18-20.

92 This is an addition to what O. Bratu wrote about “the term of deposit” (Bratu 2009, 9-10).

% In V. G. Childe’s writing concerning the prehistory of the Danubian area the term
used is “hoard” (Childe 1929, 238, 243, fig. 113, 143 etc.).

94 “Ein Depot-Fund giebt gewonlich auch ein fiir solche Untersuchungen wie die
unsrigen sehr gutes Material, weil man meistens ohne Schwierigkeit sehen kann, dass
alles wirklich auf einmal niedergelegt worden ist. Die Sachen liegen ndhmlich oft in
einem Gefésse aus Ton oder Metall, oder jedenfalls so eng zusammen, dass sie offenbar
gleichzeitig deponiert wurden” (Montelius 1903, 10).

95 Parvan 1924, 359-362; Andriesescu 1925, 345-384; Nestor 1935, 24-57.

9 Wilke 1925, 362-386.
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as the profane motivations of hiding the deposits (crisis situations or simply
the loss of the objects)?’, can also be found in the interpretations set forth by
Romanian scholars®.

Influenced by a theoretical study that became well known shortly
after its publication®, as well as by the chronology proposed by Hermann
Miiller-Karpe!®, M. Rusu published a series of deposits from Transylvanial®,
in which he describes the reasons for hiding these objects. Rusu related the
occurrence of these deposits to the social transformations inside the
contemporaneous communities as well as to external threats!02.

The study of Bronze Age hoards was further developed, with
several works attempting to define the categories of “Hortfunde” and
“Einstuickhorte”103. In the process, a special attention was paid to Sophus
Miiller’s assertions from the late 19t century'® regarding the ritual
character of bronze hoards coming from wet contexts in Scandinavial%.
Given the potential scope of an analysis dealing with various interpretations
of this type of finds!%, the discussion has to be limited to the definition of
deposits offered by Berta Stjernquist: “Was verbirgt sich z. B. hinter dem
Begriff Einzelfund? Man kann diese Bezeichung als einem Sammelbegriff
fur vereinzelte Fundgegenstinde charakterisieren, ohne feststellbaren
Zusammenhang mit irgendwelchen immobilen Altertiimern gefunden
worden sind”1%7. Also, “Die Bezeichnung Depotfund (Hortfund) ist im

97 Reinecke 1930, 115.

98 Parvan 1926, 4, 291, 293, 296.

9 Eggers 1959.

100 Miiller-Karpe 1959.

101 Rusu 1960, 485-493; Rusu 1963, 177-210; Rusu 1964, 237-250; Rusu 1966, 17-40; etc.

102 While referring to the reason for hiding the bronze deposits M. Petrescu-Dimbovita
wrote: “Because the distribution of weapon deposits is almost the same as the one of the
Otomani and Wietenberg cultures, we can assume that the people belonging to them
were warriors, but it is hard to say if these deposits are the consequence of troubled times
or they have another explanation” (Petrescu-Dimbovita 1977, 17). Also “Related to this
matter and taking into account the conditions in which these deposits were found in the
Carpathian-Danubian-Pontic area, we could conclude that these deposits found in rivers,
under cliffs or in similar places can be considered votive” (Petrescu-Dimbovita 1977, 26).

103 Stjernquist 1963, 6, 19; Geifllinger 1967, 9, 12-13; v. Brunn 1968, 230-239; Geifslinger
1984, 320-338.

104 Miiller 1897.

105 Stjernquist 1963, 5-64; Torbriigge 1972, 1-146.

106 The writings of W.A. Brunn (v. Brunn 1968; v. Brunn 1980, 91-150), F. Stein (Stein
1976), M. Menke (Menke 1982, 5-305), R. Bradley (Bradley 1990; Bradley 2005), C.
Sommerfeld (Sommerfeld 1994), S. Hansen (Hansen 1991; Hansen 1992, 371-392; Hansen
1994; Hansen 2005, 211-230) etc. are still important.

107 Stjernquist 1963, 6.



Florin Gogaltan 47

Prinzip ein Sammelbegriff fiir alle die Fundtypen, die aus irgendeinem
Anlass absichtlich in der Erde, in Mooren oder Gewdssern niedergelegt
wurden und nichts mit Bestattungen zu tun haben”108,

At the end of the 20th century there were two moments that marked
the discussion regarding the interpretation of a deposit in Romania and also
the reasons for these depositions in various contexts'®. The first was an
international colloquium concerning the deposition customs in prehistory
and protohistory which led to the publication in Romanian in 1992 of the
studies of Ioan Chicideanu19, Nikolaus Boroffkalll and Svend Hansen!12. N.
Boroffka, using the term according to the theories of B. Stjernquist and H.
Geifilinger, implies that the deposits are to be considered material remains
that cannot be related to settlement activity or to funerary contexts!3. A
wider discussion concerning this subject was offered in 1995 by T. Soroceanu’14.
Accepting the definition of N. Boroffka, Soroceanu underlined the necessity
of defining what we intend to study: “Eine Begriffsbestimmung der
Deponierungsweise ist fiir eine Systematik der Horte von grofser
Bedeutung: es gilt als selbstverstandlich, dafs nur gut definierte Begriffe
richtig systematisiert werden konnen”115. Having this principle as a starting
point, Soroceanu then made connections between the deposit and its
geomorphologic landscape: heights, sunny valleys, passes, running waters,
springs, bogs and lakes, caves, the niches of cliffs or isolated cliffs. He also
studied the position of each vessel inside the deposits and at the same time
the structure of the deposits!¢. Pot deposits are included in the category of
“nichtmetallene dauerhafte Deponierungen”1'”. The fact that this paper was
published in German (and also probably due to accessibility-related issues),
could explain the poor? quality of interpretation of some works, as the one

108 Stjernquist 1963, 19.

109 Prior to this, a series of Romanian scholars, like Al. Vulpe, L. Oancea, C. Kacso6, 1.
Emodi and N. Chidiosan, T. Soroceanu, 1. Chicideanu etc. drew the attention to the votive
character of certain metal deposits. Their opinions can be found in Soroceanu 1995, 17-21;
Bratu 2009, 10, 15-17.

110 Chicideanu 1992, 335-339.

111 Boroffka 1992, 341-354.

112 Hansen 1992, 371-392.

113 Boroffka 1992, 341, n. 2.

114 Soroceanu 1995, 15-80.

115 Soroceanu 1995, 16.

116 See also Soroceanu 2012b, 227-254.

117 Soroceanu 1995, 56, n. 201. The fact that this paper was published in German (and
also probably due to accessibility-related issues), may explain the poor interpretative
quality of some works, as the one regarding the ritual deposition of bronze weapons in
prehistoric Transylvania (Inel 2000, 57-72).
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regarding the ritual deposition of bronze weapons in prehistoric
Transylvania!l8. Most of the Romanian scholars paid attention to the new
theories regarding the interpretation of the bronze deposits 11°.

Up to that moment, the term “deposit” had an ambiguous
definition in certain archaeological dictionaries. According to Lucian Rosu
and Radu Florescu, this term could have two meanings, one that defines the
“totality of material culture remains specific to an archaeological layer” and
another one that implies an “assemblage of objects: weapons, tools, jewellery,
cult images and so on, concentrated in one place, usually isolated, with the
purpose of being protected”120. For Mircea Petrescu-Dimbovita a deposit is
a “category of archaeological discoveries made of several objects hidden
together intentionally, because of a danger or a offering buried in soil, under
cliffs or rocks, in recipients made of fired clay or of metal, as well as in
water, bogs, and so on ...”121. According to L. Rosu and R. Florescu, one can
distinguish several types of deposits according to their structure: “hidings of
objects that are valuable because they have decorations with a symbolic
meaning, the reference being made to the Apa hoard, deposits “consisting
of the inventory of a bronze workshop...” (Spdlnaca, Uioara), deposits
“including objects intended for exchange and hidden temporary, but never
recovered”; deposits “consisting of objects intended for exchange” (Drajna
de Jos) and deposits “with a sacred character of cult images, desecrated or
degraded, gathered and hidden in order to protect them from profane
actions”122, M. Petrescu-Dimbovita mentions that the bronze deposits in the
Carpathian-Danubian-Pontic area were regarded as profane, related to
internal (social transformations and conflicts between tribes) and external
factors (invasions). In spite of these features, their sacred character cannot be
ignored, as “The thorough analysis of the particularities of these discoveries
can contribute to the attempt to reconstruct the ceremony of interring some
deposits with sacred meaning,...”123.

A new definition of deposits!2* has not reached a general consent!2>.
Today, at least in the German specalist literature, the definition according to

118 Inel 2000, 57-72.

119 Vulpe 2001, 369, 371-372; Ciugudean et al. 2006; Bejinariu 2007; Kacsé 2007;
Soroceanu 2008; Bejinariu 2008; Bratu 2009; Soroceanu 2012a; Soroceanu, Sirbu 2012, 119-
335; Soroceanu 2012b, 227-254; etc.

120 Rosu, Florescu 1980, 131.

121 Petrescu-Dimbovita 1996, 48.

122 Rosu, Florescu 1980, 131.

123 Petrescu-Dimbovita 1996, 49.

124 Egeert 2001, 79.

125 Hansen 2002, 91-97.
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which a deposit means the deposition of one or several objects that are not
part of a funerary inventory or represent settlement remains is the most
widespread. Most people see this phenomenon as an intentional practice, an
irreversible deposition of those objects with a religious meaning!26.

Going back to the pot deposits, we can draw some conclusions
related to the terminology. Among the ritual deposits in the perimeter of the
settlements, A. Stapel analyzes the so-called “Keramikdeposition”: “Unter
Keramikdeposition wird die Niederlegung eines oder mehrerer vollstindiger
oder z. T. stark beschadigter Gefifse verstanden”?”. Thus, a more neutral
definition - “Keramikdeposition” is used, in order to avoid confusion with
other categories such as “Gefiafidepot” (used by M. Menke to define bronze
hoards inside pottery vessels)!28, “Gefafsfund” or “Keramikdepot”12.

H. Paldtova and M. Sala$ defined the pot deposits in 2002 in the
same way in which O. Montelius did it more than 100 years ago. As a
criterion for assembling a corpus for the Central Europe, they started from
the premises that such a deposit is proven by the presence of at least two
complete vessels which do not represent the inventory of a grave and were
deposited simultaneously’3. The so-called single depositions were not taken
into account, only the “grofleren Keramikkolektionen” being discussed”131.

Given the great variety of pot deposits occurrences in the
archaeological record, as proven by the typology of Stapel’32, some
additional remarks are necessary. For instance, there are several situations
in which a large amount of potsherds was associated with complete or
restorable vessels inside a pit. For similar situations the term “sakraler

126 Metzner-Nebelsick 2003, 99 (“Die archéologische Quellengattung Depot- oder
Hortfunde der vorchristlichen Metallzeiten, d. h. Niederlegungen einzelner oder zumeist
mehrerer Gegenstinde, die nicht zu einer Grabausstattung gehoren oder reguldre
Uberreste einer Siedlung darstellen, werden in der neueren préahistorischen Forschung
mehrheitlich als intentionelle, irreversible Entdufierungen von dinglichem Sachgut mit
einer religiosen Motivation betrachtet.”).

127 Stapel 1999, 19.

128 Menke 1982, 100-105.

129 Stapel 1999, 19-20.

B0 “  .die richtungsgebende Anwesenheit von wenigstens zwei vollstindigen
Gefédssen, bei welchen die Befundsituation einerseits die Zugehorigkeit zur
Grabausstattung ausschliefst, andererseits die Vorauszusetzung einer einmaligen
gemeisamen Deponierung erlaubt.” (Palatova/Salas 2002, 129).

131 Paldtovd/Salas 2002, 129. In the category of these “Einzelbefunde” A. Stapel
included: “Darunter werden zunéchst all jene Keramikdepositionen zusammengefafst,
die entweder isoliert aufgefunden wurden oder deren nihere Fundumstinde ungeklart
sind” (Stapel 1999, 79, n. 274).

132 Stapel 1999, 109-115.
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Abfall”133 was used. However, Paldtova and Sala$ consider that in these
cases it is hard to decide whether we are dealing with a “sakraler Abfall” or
with the remains of a simple domestic activity. For this reason they do not
include these discoveries in the category of pot deposits. On the other hand,
in the cases in which complete vessels together with shards displaying
traces of secondary burning (that sometimes led to their deformation), or
pits with burnt walls, ash layers and daub fragments with impressions and
so on were identified, the term “Brandopferplidtze” is being used!34. This
category of depositions, separated since 1969 by C. Eibner from the so-called
remains of ceramic kilns?3?, is now introduced by H. Palatova and M. Salas
in the category of ceramic deposits”136.

What was defined by A. Stapel as “Keramikdeposition” with a
profane character, such as the inventory of some houses or ovens (“Profan
erklarbare Deposition, Gruppe A”)137, was not included by the Czech
scholars in the category of pot deposits. On the other hand, features that
include storage pots placed upside-down were considered intentionally
depositions that cannot be related to profane activities, contrary to A.
Stapel’s opinion!3.

The few scholars from Romania that studied the ceramic vessels
deposits did not pay attention to any terminological discussion, only
making references to the works of A. Stapel, H. Paldtova and M. Salas!%®. For
instance, Cornelia-M. Lazarovici and Gheorghe Lazarovici's opinion
according to which a “ceramic deposit is called like this because the
fragments of pottery were deposited one above the other without having
soil among them”140, should not be taken into account.

In the introduction of this subchapter it has been insisted on the fact
that nowadays the terminology concerning bronze hoards is generally
accepted. However, when it comes to define pot deposits, there is no such
general consent. At issue here are both single or collective depositions of

133 On this subject there are more recent discussions in Nadler 1995, 67-89; Stapel 1998,
127-136; Stapel 1999, 139-141.

134 This is the case of some features as the ones at Bezmérov (Palatova/Salas 2002, 21-
23), Oberravelsbach (Lochner 1986, 295-315), Horni Pocaply (Bouzek/Sklenat 1987, 23-
26), Uncovice (Dohnal 1989, 19-26), etc. The use of this term can create confusions with
those “Prahistorische Brandopferplitze” discussed by W. Kramer (Kramer 1966, 111-122)
or R.-M. Weiss (Weiss 1997).

135 Eibner 1969, 36-42; Stapel 1998, 129-136; Stapel 1999, 118-124.

136 Palatova/Salas 2002, 129-130.

137 Stapel 1999, 141-142.

138 Palatova/Salas 2002, 145.

139 A discussion about this opinion in Gogaltan et al. 2011, 171-172.

140 Lazarovici/ Lazarovici 2006, 360.
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vessels. Why? It would seem normal to accept mutatis mutandis for the latter
the same definition or a similar one to the one given to hoards. The
compulsory criteria for distinguishing these types of depositions are:
intentionality, irreversibility, the non-funerary context and the lack of a
practical functionality. This last criterion makes the interpretation harder
because we are obliged to separate the sacred from the profane. Why can we
do this only for the metal vessels and not for the ceramic ones as well? The
depositions of metal objects in water were repeatedly discussed!4!. A similar
situation has to be considered for the pot deposits. There are some cases in
which we can state for sure that the vessels got there accidentally (as for
instance when they are found inside a fountain) and not as a result of a
ritual practice’®2. If we interpret the many vessels discovered in a house
from the Bronze Age tell in Tarkeve “Terehalom”43 as the ceramic
inventory of a family, how could we interpret the complete vessels
discovered together with the cult objects in the Salacea sanctuary#? They
must have had a practical role in a ritual context.

Another problem is the fact that the bronze deposits contain both
complete and fragmentary pieces. Some of them were interpreted as being
destroyed for ritual purposes!4>. As we could see, this interpretation was
also taken into account for a series of features that contained both complete
vessels as well as fragmentary ones. H. Palatova and M. Sala$ weren’t
persistent with their definition concerning pot deposits, including in this
category also situations which were ritually handled and also other objects
or fragmentary ones. I consider that these kinds of features should be
separated from those that include a complete or a restorable vessel. This is
why I consider that the term of , Keramikdeposition”, used by A. Stapel is
the most appropriate one.

In order to avoid misinterpretations, the scholars who were dealing
with the archaeology of ritual were reticent in attributing a series of features
containing complete vessels to the category of pot deposits or votive
deposits. At issue is a pit uncovered in the Vatina tell from Feudvar!4¢. The
pit was discovered inside a house and contained several complete vessels

141 This subject and the bibliography can be found in Hansen 2000, 31-62 or Falkenstein
2005, 491-504.

142 Some recently discovered situations are mentioned: Komplot (Matuz et al. 1998, 41-
62), Polgar (Szab6 2005, 146-165).

143 Csényi/ Tarnoki 1992, 163, fig. 116-118; Csanyi/ Tarnoki 2013, 707-724.

144 Chidiosan/Ordentlich 1975, 15-26.

145 See the recent study of B. Rezi, together with the bibliography of the problem (Rezi
2011, 303-334).

146 See the general aspects concerning the site in Hansel/Medovi¢ 1991, 45-204. The
most recent writings concerning this tell in Hansel/Medovic¢ 2004, 83-111.
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(two ornamented cups having two handles each, a big amphora with two
handles, a big cup with a handle and another big amphora with four
handles, all of them without decoration), a fragment from a decorated bowl,
2 stone crushers, 2 pairs of grindstones and a spindle whorl. The filling of this
pit also contained several potsherds, daub and fish bones. This discovery was
interpreted as a simple rubbish pit!4’. According to an information offered by
V. Furmének, A. Stapel drew the attention to a pit from the Vcelince tell, that
she considered as being a “Keramikdeposition”148. The pit contained a small
“Keramikhort” consisting of “drei Kriigen mit einem Standring, aus einer
Fufischiissel und aus Scherben”149. Acorns and seeds of other plants, different
types of cereals, fish and animal bones, and snails were found inside and near
the vessels. Even though “Der Keramikhort représentiert jedoch eine typische
Trinkgarnitur, deren Beziehung zu Kult- und Libationsopfern offensichtlich
ist”, the conclusion is that “Einen eventuellen magischen oder kultischen
Zusammenhang zu nennen, kénnen wir nicht”150.

It must be said that the category of “pot deposits” should not
include pots in which bronze objects were deposited or which are part of a
bronze hoard. The best example from Transylvania is the Cugir II deposit
with its three vessels!51.

It should be said that a pot deposit represents an intentional and
irreversible deposition of one or several complete or restorable vessels simultaneously,
mainly for drinking, in various contexts which do not represent a funerary inventory
or have other ritual meaning (like the ones from a sanctuary, or belonging to a metal
hoard) or a proved domestic use (fountains or the pottery inventory of a house etc.).
Similarly to other scholars, my opinion is that this type of deposits should be
separated from the broader category of ceramic depositions.

As it can be seen, the majority of the presented cases are sets of
drinking vessels. The only exception is the case from Varsand, consisting of
18 cups which were filled with burnt grains. If this older discovery has to be
taken into consideration, then it might be a case of what Fritz Horst defines
as “Speiseopfer in Gefdfsen”. According to the discussed cases, it can be
observed that there is no general rule for these depositions. Sometimes there
is a hierarchy of different types of vessels and a couple of predominant
forms can be identified, whereas in other situations, as in the case from

147 Greki-Stanimirov 1991, 110-117.

148 Stapel 1999, 305.

149 Hajnalova et al. 1999, 233.

150 Hajnalova et al. 1999, 238.

151 Ciugudean/Aldea 2005, 95-132. The counting of C. I Popa is correct
(Popa/Totoianu 2010, 203). Other examples were offered by T. Soroceanu (Soroceanu
2005b, 391, n. 59).
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Vlaha, only one type of vessel was deposited. Their arrangement also differs.
Some of them are upside down, others are sideways. In Transylvania such
deposits were found both inside and outside the settlements. The places
chosen for these deposits also vary: recycled storage pits, simple pits,
fireplaces, sacred places.

What does this category of deposition suggest? Similarly to other
situations in the European Bronze Age, in which pot deposits were found in
lakes or under the floor of a house, it looks like an intentional and
irreversible deposition. This is the reason why they were attributed a ritual
character. The sets of drinking cups may indicate the libations. Who were
the participants and how was this ceremony performed? These are only a
few questions that do not yet have an answer. Some assumptions can be
made using analogies from other ancient civilizations, but they can only
suggest the existence of such practices also in the Bronze Age!52. The
consumption of wine in the Mediterranean world!%3, and of beer!®* and
mead!®> on a wider area, indicates the use of alcoholic beverages!5¢, but
there are ancient sources that illustrate the importance of water, oil or milk
as non-alcoholic beverages!?”.

Among other types of discoveries, the pot deposits have the
purpose to complete what it was already known about the spiritual
dimension of the Bronze Age. As a final statement I can only remind the
words of A. Sherratt in his article regarding the consumption of alcohol in
prehistory: “Our cups still cheer; our conferences are still symposia”158.
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Fig. 1. Vlaha.




70

Drinking with the gods?

Fig. 2. 1. Viarsand (after Domonkos 1908); 2-7. Govora (after Berciu et. al. 1961).
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Fig. 3. Valea lui Mihai (after Ordentlich 1965).
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Fig. 4. Valea lui Mihai (after Ordentlich 1965).
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Fig. 5. Cornesti (after Radu 1972).
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Fig. 6. Cornegti (after Radu 1972).
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Fig. 7. Cornesti (after Radu 1972).
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Fig. 8. Susani (after Stratan, Vulpe 1977).
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Fig. 9. Susani (after Stratan, Vulpe 1977).




78

Drinking with the gods?

Fig. 10. Susani (after Stratan, Vulpe 1977).
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Fig. 11. Susani (after Stratan, Vulpe 1977).
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Fig. 12. Mediesu Aurit (after Bader 1978).
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Fig. 13. Fantinele (after Marinescu 1985).
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Fig. 14, Fantanele (after Marinescu 1985).




The Banquets of Thracians as an Expression of Intercultural
Contacts. A Quick Glance through the Strainer's Holes

Dragos MANDESCU
Muzeul Judetean Arges, Pitesti

Abstract. Based on information provided by written sources, not very many but
quite contradictory, about the Thracian feasts accompanied by wine
consumption, the author insists on one of them described by Diodorus of Sicily,
which speaks of a particular Getic manner of drinking wine. In order to examine
this particular Getic custom, the archaeological data provided by graves,
settlements and hoards discoveries are analyzed, like vessels for wine
consumption, drinking vessel assemblages, importations and imitations of
patterns of the Greek and Roman world. It is an undisputable fact that the
relationship between power and prestige and the wine drinking present in
societies such as the Greek-Macedonian and Hellenistic and, later, Roman was
the pattern for the Thracian elites. Almost everything connected with wine in
the Thracian world is due to these poles of prestige and influence: the banquet
pattern, the vessels for drinking, the way the wine was prepared before serving,
and even the origins of the wine.

Key words: Thracians, banquets, wine, cultural patterns, imitation,
acculturation.

Rezumat: Banchetele tracilor ca expresie a contactelor interculturale. O privire
grabitd prin gaurile sitei. Pe baza informatiilor oferite de izvoarele literare, nu
foarte multe, dar contradictorii, despre banchetele tracice insotite de consumul
de vin, autorul se opreste asupra unuia dintre ele, descris de Diodor din Sicilia,
care se referd la un mod particular getic de a bea vin. Pentru a examina acest
obicei getic aparte, sunt discutate informatiile arheologice oferite de morminte,
agezdri si tezaure, cum ar fi vasele pentru consumul de vin, grupuri de vase de
baut, importuri si imitatii de modele din lumea greaca si romand. E un fapt
incontestabil cd relatia dintre putere si prestigiu si bautul vinului prezente in
societdti cum sunt cea greco-macedoneand si elenisticd, iar mai tirziu cea
romand, au alcdtuit modelul pentru elitele trace. Aproape tot ce se afld in
legdturd cu vinul in lumea tracd se datoreazad acestor poli de prestigiu si
influenta: modelul banchetului, vasele de baut, modul de preparare a vinului
inainte de servire, chiar originile vinului.

Cuvinte cheie: traci, banchete, vin, modele culturale, imitatie, aculturatie.
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The banquets, the conviviality, the wine consuming as a social, economic,
political and even cultic feature in the barbarian world of proto-history are
no longer light subjects outside the interest horizon of scholars. Especially in
the past few years important studies have been dedicated to this theme,
both regarding the Thracian society in general!, and regarding the Dacian
inner-Carpathian area in particular? and the Getic one south and east of the
Carpathians®. The same theme is also discussed concerning the Celtic
central and western European world*. As a consequence, a further step
must be performed: to put together the realities of the two worlds and try to
elaborate a new common model of the barbarian societies from the border of
the Greek-Roman civilization.

The present paper seeks to contribute to the elaboration of such a
pattern starting from the realities of the Thracian world of the second half
millennium of the old era, seen from the perspective of the relationships and
intercultural contacts between centre and periphery.

For the Thracian world in general and for the Getic one in particular,
one of the few descriptions (though vivid, including many details) of a party
when wine was drunk in huge quantities is the scene of the feast at Helis, told
by Diodorus of Sicily (21, 12, 2-3). The feast was organized by the Thracian
basileus Dromichaites, as a “big wake for the gods”, at the end of the war in
the first years of the 3 century BC against the new king of Thracia,
Lysimachos. The Thracian and the Macedonian leaders who took part in the
feast received different treatments. For Lysimachos and the Macedonians, the
wine was poured into cups of gold and silver, as at the feasts in their
homeland, while Dromichaites and his people drank wine from rudimentary
and modest cups made of wood and horn, as was their custom.

This remark of Diodorus, “as the Getic custom was”, deserves to be
discussed in detail. The custom of the Getic (and the Thracian in general)
parties was indeed so different of that of the Macedonian world that the
written source (Diodorus in this case), although written two centuries after
the events, mentioned this detail?

We will further try to clarify this aspect by presenting firstly the
sources and then commenting the archaeological evidence relevant for the
behaviour of the Thracians during the feast and their wine-consuming during
the Late Iron Age in the North Balkan area. Then we shall identify and
individualize the way the barbarian Thracians drank wine at their parties.

1 Marazov 2003a.
2 Florea 2004.

3 Sirbu 2003.

4 Poux 2004.
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What do the written sources tell us?

The written sources (the most numerous are the Greek ones) are
contradictory regarding wine drinking during the Thracian feasts. Even
extreme opinions could be found: there are sources that affirm that the
Thracians did not even have knowledge of drink (Mela 2, 1, Thracia), and
others that present the Thracians as heavy drinkers, the champions of the
ancient world in this regard (Ael. VH 3, 15, De Thracum et Illyorum vinositate).
Hardly a balanced, honest and fair opinion could be found in the written
sources. It is possible that Pausanias is closest to the truth when he affirms
that not only the Thracian men went drunk to battle, but even women used
to drink a lot>; one consequence of such behaviour was the murder of
Orpheus (9, 30, 5).

Why should we believe that the Thracians were the only different
people in a world where alcohol was consumed not only for pleasure but
also as a prestigious social and economical and even political function?

How important wine (or the alcoholic surrogates they drank during
the long nights - Verg. G. 3, 349) was for their barbarian neighbours, the
Scythians, results from the (although exaggerated) information that they
had everything in common (even the women), except for the sword and the
cup (Str. 7, 3, 7). For the Scythians the weapons and the drinks are on the
same level. Why would the Thracians behave differently? The mixed
populations from the Western Pontus (Greeks, Getae, Scythians) did not
give up drinking wine, even when it was frozen: they drank it as iceballs
(Ov. Tr. 3,10 - winter in Tomis).

The historical written sources do not allow us to think that the
behaviour of the Thracian is so full of excesses as that of their
contemporaries, such as the Scythians - who used the skulls of their
enemies killed in battles as cups during their feasts (Mela 2, 1 - Scythia
Europae) - or the Germans who during the most important feasts drank the
wine in the horns of the uri killed during hunting (Caes. Gal. 6, 28). The
quiet feast of the Thracians who drank their wine in cups made of wood
and horn (D. S. 21, 12, 2-3), “like the Getae / according to Getic custom”,
created a strong paradigm for the general perception, a commonplace
characterized by moralizing nuances in the work of the ancient authors. The
description that Strabo made of the strong personality of the great priest
Deceneus (even he “a sort of charlatan”), who succeeded in putting the
Getae on the right way by convincing them to cut down their vineyards and
forget about the vice of drinking (7, 3, 11), brought into the collective

5 Marazov 2000b.
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conscience a topos whose roots are placed in the ground of moralizing
tendencies, an antithesis between the decadent and corrupted civilized
world and the barbarian world: pure, natural and unaltered.

Perhaps it is not right to say that drinking wine was considered a
virtue in the ancient world; it is more likely that it was considered a mark of
high social and political status. Excessive consumption was risky, and
because of that the act of drinking had to be performed with responsibility.
In the middle of the imperial Roman epoch, Trajan was called optimus
princeps despite his huge appetite for drinking wine. But the talent of the
ancient authors transformed the vice into a virtue. Drinking wine, even
excessively, was considered an act of greatness as long as it did not
influence the equilibrium of the world. Talking of the virtues and the
personality of Trajan, Cassius Dio said that the emperor drank as much as
he wanted without losing his mind or harming anybody (DC 68, 7, 4). Thus,
it was a thing to be mentioned in the chronicles as a good example. But as
time passed by the emperor seemed to lose this feature. In the 6t century
Ioannes Lydus was aware too of these “pleasures” of the emperor, but
(perhaps influenced by the Christian ideas of the time) chose to present the
radical version facing temptation: “Having an attraction for drinking
excessively, Trajan gave up drinking wine” (Lyd. mens. 4, 18). This double
point of view about the same person could be considered a clear example of
how the written sources can influence our perception on some difficult
subjects, everyone being tributary both to the ideologies and times when
they were written as well to the personality of the author.

This is why we consider that the archaeological sources can offer a
more objective image as well as suggestions for a more realistic interpretation
of the issue that we are discussing here. We shall highlight them.

For the earlier period of the Thracian culture (5t- 3 centuries BC),
the most relevant information is offered by the sealed assemblages discovered
in the leaders’ tombs or in hoards. Among these assemblages, an important
position is held by the drinking sets made of bronze or noble metals.

The Thracian basileis, leaders and aristocrats loved luxury and used
imported products that highlighted their status. In their tombs were put
pompous pieces of vessels used during feasts, predominant being the Greek
vessels for wine drinking: situlae, oenochoiai, cups, goblets, lebes etc.

The Greek concept of symposion, expressed through the characteristic
vessel, is present all over the elites of the Thracian society, as it results from
the tombs of the leading class members. A series of auxiliary and apparently
unimportant elements testifies that they did not simply get some luxury

6 Archibald 1998, 177-196.
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vessel only because their shape and ornamentation were beautiful; the
whole Greek ceremonial act was adopted. We refer to the strainers used for
the wine filtration or the kyathoi used for getting the wine from bigger
containers (like the situla-type vessels) into smaller vessels for drink; this
shows the stages that preceded the direct consumption, all of them
representing distinct episodes but in the same time they also represent the
parts of a unitary ceremonial that the Thracians took as a whole from the
Greek-Macedonian world.

The bronze kyathos / simpulum-type ladle imported from the Greek
area in the 4th century BC is specific only for the vicinity of the Black Sea’s
coasts (for example: Nagornoe and Odessa-Levski)?, but imported strainers
were spread over a larger area of the Thracian territory. Between the end of
the 5t and the beginning of the 3rd century BC the bronze strainers and the
vessels for feasts were found in the rich graves of some Thracian leaders at
Rhuec, Virbica and Sipka-Goljama Kosmata Mogilas. Another strainer was
found in the famous Musovica Mogila from Duvanlij, while a silver item
was part of the funerary inventory of the tumulus grave from Peretu®. All
these strainers are of Greek or Etruscan type and have nothing in common
with the local-type strainers, specific for the 5t century BC, as known from
the grave no. 17 of the necropolis of Ravnal®.

As regards the famous hoards discovered in the Thracian lands,
most vessels are also of Greek or Achaemenid type, although they belong to
some barbarian workshops where noble metals (especially silver) were
processed in the most refined manner. The royal names belonging to the
Odrysian dynasty written on some vessels found to the north of the Balkan
Mountains, such as the ones from Agighiol, Aleksandrovo, Rogozen,
Borovo, Vraca, Radjuvene and Branicevo, could indicate the origin area of
these extraordinary vessel sets!l. It is still unclear if the drinking vessels
belonging to those sets (especially the phiala and rhyton types) represented
only an impressive symbol or if their significance must be extended to the
domain of cultic and ritual ceremonial. Figurative representations like the
ones that are found on the greave from Agighiol or on the rhyton from
Poroina led to the consideration that they were a feature of gods or heroes to
whom the Thracian leaders identified themselves when they used the
respective vessels. It is not impossible that the vessels that formed the big

7 Teleaga 2008, 277-278, map 50, pl. 79/1; 177 /1.

8 Teleaga 2008, 276-277, map 50, pl. 112/2; 193 /1-3.
9 Moscalu 1989, 169-170, pl. 48/2.

10 Mirc¢ev 1962, 108, pl. 18/5.

11 Mandescu 2010, 400-409, fig. 80-81.
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Thracian treasures were used not for drinking wine during the sumptuous
royal banquets, but more likely were used during some ritual ceremonials
of purification, libations etc. There are also some finely morphologic details
that lead to such assertions. For example, the golden amphora from the
vessel set of the hoard of Panagjuryste have at the basis of each handle a
perforation through which the liquid flew rapidly and in an uncontrollable
way and that made the ordinary usage of the respective vessel during
banquets impossible.

For the closing period of the Late Iron Age corresponding to the so-
called classical Geto-Dacian culture, i.e. the two and a half centuries that
preceded the Roman conquest (mid-2nd century BC - 1st century AD), the
archaeological data are collected especially from settlements, fortresses and
hoards.

Despite the numerous agricultural tools (little knives, pruning
knives, weed hooks etc.) from the Late Iron Age discovered in pre-Roman
Dacian settlements (sometimes in tombs, as funerary inventory) - some
scholars considered that the tools were used for the cultivation of
vineyards!? -, it seems that the wine the Geto-Dacian preferred was the
southern one, imported from the Aegean Archipelago.

A local wine production certainly existed and can be
archaeologically proved, not through the presence of agricultural tools (the
fact that some of them were used for the cultivation of vineyards is
disputable), but through the containers for the transportation of wine, i. e.
the autochthonous amphorae, some of which having anepigraphic stamps
that imitate the ones from reputed Greek centres. A recent statistic talks
about over 300 local amphorae (a third of them bearing autochthonous
anepigraphic stamps), discovered in over 20 Geto-Dacian settlements'3.

Chronologically speaking, the autochthonous wine was produced
and “commercialized” on the inner market in parallel with the qualitatively
superior one coming especially from the Aegean islands (Rhodes, Cnidus,
Cos). As most of the autochthonous amphorae were discovered in the area
south of the Carpathians, we could suppose that this was the main area
where local wine was produced!4, a space that still preserves the properties
for successful cultivation of vine even today.

However, a statistic of the wine quantity that was imported to Dacia
can offer a much better image of the reality of the epoch. For the moment,
only a four-decades-old statistic is in use, but it is still relevant as long as it

12 Comsa 1982, 59-74, fig. 1-11.
13 Sirbu 2003, 88-89, fig. 2.
14 Sirbu 2003, 89.
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quantifies (at that moment) about 1100 amphorae imported to the Dacian
territory (about a third of them bearing stamps), discovered in 117 findspots.
In a single site (at Cetdteni), surely a center of goods exchange, over 100
imported amphorae were identified!>. Thus, by presenting the quantitative
ratio between imported wine and the autochthonous production as 4/1, as
it results from the quantification of the amphorae, we presume that we are
not far from the reality. As a confirmation, this ratio of about 4/1 is recorded
concerning the imported stamped amphorae and the autochthonous ones
discovered in the Late Iron Age centre of Cetdteni: more than 180 stamps of
Rhodes, Cnidus and Sinope, and 41 local stamps are known at present!®.

But the imported wine did not come alone to Dacia (or rather it did
not come only together with the amphorae that contained it). Continuing a
certain tradition of the previous centuries in the northern Thracian area, the
wine import was doubled by an imitation program of the special vessels
used for drinking in the Hellenistic and Roman world. This is not a simple
stereotype imitation of a misunderstood foreign pattern, but a global one
that generated the idea of assuming and integrating a common pattern that
became generally accepted and then adopted by the exponents of the
autochthonous society.

It is obvious that the imported drinking vessels from the Hellenistic
and Roman worlds were coveted and appreciated by the Getic aristocracy.
Because the valuable authentic imports such as the kantharos from the hoard
of Sancrdienil” were rather difficult to obtain, the imitation method was
used on a large scale all over Dacia. Cheap imitations made of clay (some of
them being executed in a poor manner) were used even by the aristocracy of
very important centers of power such as Ocnital8.

In the 1st century BC, a “revival” of the act of depositing thesauri
and hoards consisting of drinking sets which evoked the memory of the
great horizon of Thracian hoards took place. Surprisingly or not, the vessel
for drinking wine - which is best represented in this late hoards discovered
both to the north of the Danube (Sancradieni and Herastrau) and to the south
of it (Bohot and Jakimovo) - is the silver cup without foot - the mastos, a
Greek rather than an Italic feature!®. The massive presence of the mastos-
type silver vessel in the hoards of the 1st century BC suggests that in this
period of time the source of inspiration for the drinking vessels of precious

15 Glodariu 1974, 27-40, 183-200, cat. no. 25.

16 Glodariu 1974, cat. nos. 25, 184-190; Mandescu 2006, 39-40, pl. 15-16/1-11.
17 Spanu 2012, 18, fig. 1.

18 Berciu 1981, 28, pl. 7/1; 8/4; 74/1.

19 Feugere 1991, 3, fig. 4.
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metal remained the Greek area. Even some of the kantharoi from Sancraieni
were initially produced as mastoi20. Even more than that: the strainer present
together with the mastoi as part of the vessels set from Jakimovo, an
auxiliary item without any common feature with the republican Italic ones,
is a further argument supporting the idea of a Greek and not Roman source
of inspiration.

The trend of imitation of the Hellenistic patterns, present for a long
time as an important feature of the Getic aristocracy, is reflected by the
numerous rhyta, which are local imitations, made in clay, of the prestigious
vessel, possibly with a cultic significance and purpose, carved in precious
metals in the Persian and Greek worlds. For the end of the 2nd and 1st
century BC, a period when the prototype was no longer a trend in its
original area, the usage of rhyton imitations is sufficiently well documented
in the important Late Iron Age centres of power, due to discoveries such as
those from Cetdteni, Piscul Crasani, Poiana, Popesti and Sighisoara?!.

But perhaps the Geto-Dacian large-scale imitation of wine drinking
vessels could be seen just by looking at the local imitations of the
hemispherical mould-made bowls and the local imitations of kantharoi?2.
Beside the obviously different spreading area (the local hemispherical
mould-made bowls are frequently met with to the south of the Carpathians,
while the main spreading area for kantharos-type vessels is east of the
Carpathians), these imitations also reflect different centres of influence (the
hemispherical mould-made bowls were taken from the South, after eastern
Hellenistic prototypes produced at Delos and Megara, while for the pattern
of the Geto-Dacian kantharos one must be looking to the Roman world), as
well as a substantially chronological delay (the hemispherical mould-made
bowls are chronological indicators for an earlier stage of the classical Geto-
Dacian culture, i. e. the second half of the 2nd century and the first half of the
1st century?3, while the kantharoi were discovered in later contexts, from the
second half/ the end of the 1st century BC and the first half of the 1st century AD).

The Geto-Dacian imitations went even further, beyond the ordinary
patterns of the vessels for wine drinking from the Hellenistic and Roman
world. One of the most interesting discoveries was made in the settlement
of Cetdteni, a Geto-Dacian centre that developed and prospered due to the
trade of Aegean wine. This find shows that the sources of inspiration were
more numerous and included rare shapes of vessels for drinking wine.

20 Spanu 2012, 11.

21 Sirbu 1995.

22 Glodariu 1974, 143-145; Sirbu 2003, 90, fig. 3-4.
2 Babes 1975, 136, fig. 7.
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Thus, a small fragment of wheel-made painted pottery, found in an
archaeological layer dated to the 1st century BC, a fragment that could not
permit a clear reconstitution?*, seems to indicate a local imitation, unique
until now, having as a pattern a filter jug-type vessel spread during the
Hellenistic era in the eastern of the Mediterranean basin?®. The decisive
morphologic element for this affiliation is represented by the inner
perforated membrane, which functioned as a strainer (Fig. 1). The fact that
this is the only painted pottery fragment discovered at Cetdteni could raise a
question mark about the origins of the vessel it was a part of, but the
technique and the manner used to paint it, i. e. the geometric patterns, are
clearly autochthonous?.

Thus, the Dacians drank wine imitating the Greek-Hellenistic and
Roman patterns, using vessels especially created for drinking that imitated
the ones of the “civilised world”. The probability of a certain refinement of
the Geto-Dacian banquet ceremony was discussed, referring to the change
of drinking vessels (from mastos to kantharos) as the Roman republican
imports to the north of the Danube got more intense?’. The same changing
of the poles of influence and of the pattern of the autochthonous banquet
ceremony may be illustrated by the replacement (around the mid-1st century
BC, as the Romans came closer to the Danube) of the mould-made bowls
with the kantharoi, both of them being locally imitated. This issue has
already been discussed in this paper.

Imitation and acculturation do not limit themselves to this episode,
but went further into Geto-Dacian behaviour. The entire procedure of wine
preparation before serving, the taking of the liquid out of the big vessel and
pouring it into smaller ones used the same Greek and Roman pattern. The
most recent cataloguing regarding the imports of auxiliary materials for
wine-consuming is relevant. In numerous Dacian centers of power,
especially in Transylvania, but also in the outer Carpathian area, imported
Roman wares such as bronze strainers (Divici, Piatra Craivii, Pietroasele-
Gruiu Darii, Pestera Ungurului, Brad) or simpula (Banita, Costesti, Divici,
Piatra Rosie, Radulesti, Tilisca, Carlomanesti)?® were discovered.

The Geto-Dacian aristocrats and leaders knew the whole ensemble
of the vessels for wine as well as the auxiliary elements used during Greek
and Roman parties and adopted these customs. Their preference for the
original auxiliary pieces, such as strainers and simpula produced in

24 Mandescu 2006, 84-87, pl. 37/8; 38/4.

25 Rotroff 1997, 180-183, cat. nos. 1183-1193, fig. 73, pl. 87.
26 Florea 1998, 185-194, pl. 2/3;17/5; 21/10.

27 Spanu 2012, 18.

28 Plantos 2003, 121-122, pl. 1/1-5.
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Campania or generally in southern Italy?®, is obvious. In fact, no
autochthonous imitation of a Republican bronze strainer or simpulum was
discovered until now. The technical limitation was clear and whether or not
such a piece was to be used during banquets was conditioned by its quality.
It is without any doubt that in these situations the functioning of the piece
directly depended on the accuracy of the handicraft - a fact that could
explain why they preferred original auxiliary pieces, such as strainers and
ladles, and why they did not want local copies.

Although these auxiliary pieces did not come to pre-conquest Dacia
directly from the Roman world, but probably through the Scordiscian
milieu in the south-west®0, this contamination manner through pattern
propagation illustrates the common scenery of the relation between the
barbarian populations and the example they considered a superior one.
Although there are elements that particularize these objects, they do not
allow us to consider the Barbaricum as a whole having a unique morphology
in its relationship with the poles of prestige: Greek or Roman.

In this late period before the Roman conquest, important differences
between the ways the imported wine was seen by the Geto-Dacian and by
their western neighbours of the Barbaricum can be noticed. From the first
half of the 2nd century to the end of the 1st century AD, when the Pontic and
Balkan trade routes leading to the Aegean area were taken over by the
Romans, the Geto-Dacians enjoyed southern wine, which they imported in
huge quantities. In the Celtic area, the Italic imported wine, though well
represented in the 2nd century, became more and more rare in the 1st century
BC3L. The Geto-Dacians consumed wine hugely and all the social classes
were well represented (the quality of the wine varied, of course, from one
class to anther), while the Celts drank it only if they were part of the warrior
elite. The Celtic world did not imitate nor took over the Greek-Roman
patterns of the vessels, while the Geto-Dacian did both. In Gallia the
accessories for the symposium, the vessels for drinking of Roman
provenience, were imported and spread only after the Roman conquest32.

At the end of this periplus through the features of the Thracian wine
customs, many doubts remain regarding Diodorus’ assertion about the
existence of a personal hallmark of the manner the Getae drank during
feasts. Although the written sources regarding this issue are confusing and
non-concordant, the archaeological ones offer clearer information. It is

29 Guillaumet 1991, 89-95; Castoldi/Feugere 1991, 61-87.
30 Rustoiu 1994, 234-236.

31 Poux 2004, 196-198, 374-380.

32 Poux 2004, 240-242, 605.
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undisputable that the relationship between power and prestige and wine-
drinking present in foreign societies such as the Greek-Macedonian and
Hellenistic and, later, Roman was the pattern for the Thracian (both the
Thracian-Getae and, later, the Geto-Dacian) elites. Almost everything
connected to wine in the Thracian world is due to these poles of prestige
and influence: the banquet pattern, the vessels for drinking, the way the
wine was prepared before serving, and even the origins of wine. Then
where could be found that so-called “custom of the Getae” that represented
their hallmark? Diodorus must have been wrong.

Ilustrations

Fig. 1. Hellenistic filter jugs (A) and a ceramic fragment from a possible local
imitation found at Cetéteni (B). (A - according to Rotroff 1997)
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Des coupes-cranes chez les anciens Celtes ?

Franck PERRIN
Université Lumiere Lyon 2

Abstract: Skull cups of the ancient Celts? Starting out from a recent Iron age
discovery in the environs of Lyon (France), this article discusses the question of
the usage of human skulls as drinking vessels by the pre-Roman Barbarians in
Western and Central Europe, by connecting the statements of ancient sources
and archaeological data. An overview of finds shows the existence, since oldest
prehistory and in all periods, of human skulls which were modified, no doubt
for multiple purposes, which the ancient texts reduce to the banquet only.

Key words: banquet, Celts, protohistory, skull, cup.

Rezumat: Cupe-cranii la celtii antici?. Pornind de la o recentd descoperire de
epoca fierului din preajma orasului Lyon (Franta), articolul discutd problema
folosirii craniilor umane ca vase de baut la barbarii din Europa de vest si
centrald in epoca preromand, punind in legdtura afirmatiile autorilor antici si
datele arheologice. O trecere in revistd a descoperirilor demonstreaza existenta,
din cea mai indepadrtata preistorie si in toate epocile, a unor cranii umane care au
suferit modificdri, fard indoiald in multiple scopuri, pe care insd textele antice le
reduc doar la cea a banchetului.

Cuvinte cheie: banchet, celti, protoistorie, craniu, cupa.

En 414 de notre eére, Paul Orose rédigea a la demande d’Augustin
d’Hippone ce qui au départ devait étre une compilation des malheurs subis
par Rome avant que ne triomphe le christianisme ; le pillage de 1’Urbs par le
wisigoth Alaric avait en effet jeté le trouble dans les esprits, certains y
voyant la conséquence directe du rejet des anciens dieux gréco-romains. Il
était donc important de montrer qu’il n’en était rien, et pour cela Orose alla
bien au-dela des voeux de Saint Augustin en rédigeant ses Historiae adversos
paganus - les Histoires contre les paiens. Pour ce faire, il utilisa plusieurs
sources, notamment 1"Histoire philippique de Trogue-Pompée abrégée par
Marcus Junianus Justinus, mais aussi celle de Tite-Live. C'est probablement
chez ce dernier que Paul Orose découvrit la description d"un curieux usage
en vigueur chez des « Thraces », en fait des Galates revenus de I'expédition
sur Delphes et fixés depuis peu entre la Save et le Danube. « Lors des
guerres de Macédoine, ces barbares, quand ils avaient besoin d'une coupe
(s’emparaient) de cranes humains, sanglants, encore chevelus et enduits,
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dans les cavités intérieures, de matiére cervicale mal grattée, ils en usaient,
avec avidité et sans horreur, comme de véritables coupes : de ces peuples,
les plus sanguinaires et les plus farouches étaient les Scordisques »!. Avant
lui Ammien-Marcellin?, auteur paien du IVe s. de notre ére avait mentionné
ce sacrifice de prisonniers dédiés par ces mémes Scordisques a des dieux
interprétés a Mars et Bellone, ainsi que I'usage de cranes humains comme
coupes a boire du sang. Une information analogue figure chez Florus qui
mentionne des libations du méme liquide3. En revanche, Silius Italicus, dans
son récit de la seconde guerre punique composé vers la fin du I siecle de
notre ére, est le premier a signaler un traitement artisanal modifiant ces
cranes qui, chez les Celtes - ceux d’Italie du nord sans doute -, auraient été
rehaussés d'un bandeau d’or : « Quant aux Celtes » écrit-il « ils se plaisent a
vider les créanes, a les border - horreur ! - d'un cercle d'or, et ils gardent ces
coupes pour leurs banquets »*. L'usage de ces curieux récipients dans les
réunions masculines est précisé par Tite-Live5, qui relate un épisode célebre
opposant les Boiens d'Italie - alliés des Puniques - aux Romains. En 215 av.
n. ere, apres avoir anéanti deux légions romaines, ces Gaulois cisalpins
tuérent, a l'issue d'un vif combat, le consul Postumius, le décapitérent et
offrirent son crane « orné d'un cercle d’or ciselé » au dieu de leur sanctuaire
le plus important. Il « leur servit de vase sacré pour offrir des libations dans
les fétes solennelles » et le texte ajoute : « Ce fut aussi la coupe du Grand-
pontife et des prétres du temple » et non le classique simpulum romain.

Si I'on fait les synthéses de ces affirmations, il apparait qu’entre le
III¢ et le Il s. avant notre ére, dans un espace centré sur la mer Adriatique,
un college de prétres gaulois mais aussi d’autres élites assurément
guerriéres auraient utilisé d’étonnantes coupes a verser et a boire obtenues a
partir de cranes humains, ceux de vaincus. Pourtant, si 'on examine les
mobiliers déposés dans les tombes des élites péninsulaires celtiques, on
observe 'adoption des accessoires gréco-étrusques (en bronze et non en or)
du banquet classique et la totale absence de ces étranges coupes-cranes.
Peut-étre étaient-elles des objets d'une époque ancienne, celle évoquée par
Polybet lorsqu’il décrit ces « Galatai » d'Italie du Nord au IVe s. av. n. &,
riches de leurs troupeaux et d’or, couchant sur des litiéres, se nourrissant
uniquement de viandes et qui « mettaient leur plus grande application a former

1 Oros. 5, 23, 17-18. Sur la question de la prise de la téte chez les Celtes dans les sources
littéraires, voir Brunaux 2012.

2 Amm. 27, 4.

3 Flor. 3, 4.

4Gjl. 13, 482-483.

5 Liv. 23, 24.

6 Pol. 2,14, 8-17.
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des clans parce que chez eux I'homme le plus redoutable et le plus puissant est celui
qui passe pour avoir le plus de clients et de satellites », soit a la maniere des
hétairies aristocratiques grecques ? Ou bien faut-il penser a une forme de
vaisselle propre a ces archaiques « phratries » masculines protohistoriques,
ces « Minnerbiinde » se louant pour la guerre qui, a plusieurs reprises,
passerent les Alpes a la demande des Gaulois cisalpins ? L'imprécision des
sources pourrait tout aussi bien faire douter le lecteur de la réalité de ces
usages qui pourraient étre le produit d'une confusion. En effet, les Celtes
pratiquaient une forme de boucherie funéraire dont les vestiges sont tres
présents dans certains sanctuaires mais aussi dans de modestes habitats ;
Orose aurait ainsi pu utiliser des sources évoquant en fait le traitement des
défunts et n’en retenir qu'un aspect lui apparaissant comme aux limites de
I'anthropophagie.

Ces dernieres années, pourtant, quelques découvertes sont venues si
ce n'est confirmer du moins renforcer l'historicité de ces vases en os
humain’. L'une d’elle, tout récente, a été faite fin 2011 aux portes de Lyon,
sur le site de Décines « Montout » (Rhone) a l'occasion d"une importante
opération d’archéologie préventive conduite par I'IINRAP (E. Ferber dir.). Il
s’agit d'un enclos fossoyé laténien de la fin du IIe s. av. n. é. qui a livré une
plusieurs armements dont un exceptionnel bouclier républicain romain
ainsi que des restes humains, notamment la partie antérieure d'un crane
d’adulte (fig. n° 1) séparée par une découpe a la scie découverte rejetée dans
le fossés. Un autre reste humain céphalique témoigne d'un traitement
particulier quoique que plus fréquent: il porte en effet la trace d'un coup
correspondant a une découpe brutale probablement réalisée sur un corps
allongé (décapitation post-mortem ?)°. La fonction du site ne peut étre
précisée avec certitude en raison de la partialité de la fouille, mais il semble
clair que I'enclos, bordé d'un talus, était orné d'une série de boucliers,
probablement des prises de guerre, notamment des armes défensives.

Outre I'exemplaire lyonnais, quelques autres découvertes de calottes
craniennes modifiées méritent d’étre signalées. Ainsi, une autre « coupe »,

7 Depuis le colloque de Cluj sont parus les actes de la Table-ronde pluridisciplinaire des
Eyzies-de-Tayac (Dordogne), 14-16 octobre 2010 « Cranes trophées, cranes d’ancétres et
autres pratiques autour de la téte. Problémes d’interprétation en archéologie », décembre
2012, 158 p. Plusieurs articles traitent du sujet de la coupe-crane durant la préhistoire, la
protohistoire et I’ Antiquité, notamment ceux de A. Testart, ].-L. Brunaux, B. Boulestin et
H. Duday, et surtout Boulestin, ce dernier traitant précisément des coupes-cranes avec un
inventaire sensiblement proche du nétre. Sur le méme sujet, cf. Andree 1912, Laufer 1923
et Maringer 1982.

8 Bellon, Perrin, Plantevin, soumis.

9 Bellon, Gisclon, Perrin 2012 ; Bellon, Perrin, Gisclon, soumis.
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également sans la moindre trace de décoration rapportée, est signalée dans
I'habitat celtique de Manching en Baviere, dans un contexte détritique
chronologiquement similaire a celui de Décines 10. Dans des contextes plus
anciens, pour le IVe s. av. n. e, on peut signaler un autre exemple de crane
modifié sur le site de Roissy-en-France avec un calvarium présentant des
traces de perforation laissant plus penser a sa suspension qu’a la fixation
d’'un décor rapporté disparu. Dans tous les cas il s’agit de contextes
secondaires et rien ne démontre I'association de ces possibles récipients avec
le banquet ; cela dit, le fossé de Décines (comme la fosse 830 de Manching)
contenait une dizaine d’amphores vinaires républicaines. De plus, il faut
noter qu'une interprétation comme contenant de ces fragments osseux
concaves implique une étanchéité, ce qui n'est acquis que pour des sujets
adultes d'un age suffisamment avancé pour que les sutures craniennes
soient synostosées (ou enduites d'une substance imperméabilisante). Dans
le cas de Lucius Postumus Albinus, I'dge requis pour le consulat indique
que la dorure de son crane n’était sans doute pas liée a un souci
d’imperméabilisation, sauf dans le cas d'une importante blessure a la téte.
Concernant la dorure, aucun des exemplaires connus n’est porteur
d’orfévrerie, mais il existe ici et la en contexte funéraire des bandages en or,
souvent interprétés comme des décors de cornes a boire ou restitués sur
d’hypothétiques bols en bois ; on pourrait envisager leur fixation sur des
calottes craniennes: ceux de Schwarzenbach (Tombe 1) en Rhénanie et
d’Eygenbilzen (Belgique)!?.

L’énigmatique dépodt funéraire hallstattien (VIe s. av. n. &.) de la
grotte de By¢i skéla (Tchéquie) fournit des exemples d'un autre type de
«récipient » obtenu par le simple bris du crane ce qui génere parfois un
léger ressaut assimilable a un moyen de préhension. Si ce type est attesté
dans des sanctuaires de la fin de La Tene, a Roseldorf (Autriche) et Alencon
(France)'?, il est surtout représenté aux époques antérieures, du
Paléolithique moyen (Ochtendung, Kreis Mayen-Koblenz, D) et supérieur (3
ex. a Gough’s Cave, G. B. c. 14700 ans)'3 jusqu’au Néolithique et a I'dge du
Bronze. Sans en faire l'inventaire, on peut s'arréter sur quelques cas
significatifs. Ainsi, des concentrations de calottes craniennes (dépot) ont été
signalés sur des sites de 'dge du Bronze (Taborac) ou du Néolithique,
comme par exemple dans les fosses d’Herxheim (Rhénanie-Palatinat)

10 Maier et al. 1992, pl. 151 et p. 220, 300-301. Boulestin/Duday 2012, 154 considérent
comme «quelque peu douteuse » la calotte cranienne de Manching Boulestin/Duday
1997, ot le vestige était considéré comme « scié ».

11 Frey/Schwappach 1973, pl. 1.

12 Pernet/ Meniel 2010, 284

13 Bello et al. 2011.
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comblées par les restes de plusieurs centaines d'individus (probablement un
millier au total) découpés et assurément consommés sur une période d'un
demi-siecle, a I'extréme fin du VIe millénaire avant notre ére. Dans ce
« cannibalisme de masse », en fait assez limité si on tient compte de la durée,
les cranes devaient jouer un role bien particulier ainsi qu’en témoignent
nombre de modifications anthropiques les transformant en autant de
récipients!4. Tout ceci n'est d’ailleurs pas sans rappeler les funérailles chez
les Issédons de I'est de 'Oural (Kazakhstan central) qui, au dire d"Hérodote,
découpaient le corps de certains de leurs morts et mélaient leurs chairs a
celles de victimes animales abattues pour le banquet funéraire ; le crane du
défunt, soigneusement nettoyé, était quant lui doré et utilisé annuellement
lors de la commémoration du déceés!>.

Autre cas, celui de la grotte de Majda Hraskova (Slovaquie) ot un
crane de la fin de l'dge du Bronze découpé a la fois verticalement et
horizontalement, ce qui a pu produire plusieurs piéces osseuses dont un
masque (conservé) et une « coupe ». Ces masques en os peuvent avoir eu de
nombreux usages qui nous échappent, mais il n’est pas inintéressant de
rappeler que la statue du VI¢ s. av. n. &. du tumulus d’Hirschlanden
(Wurtemberg, Allemagne) - que 1'on pense avoir été originellement placée
sur la tombe du prince de Hochdorf - montre un personnage masqué’®.
Quoi qu'il en soit, d’autres masques - ceux d’ancétres ou de vaincus - sont
connus notamment dans l'ornementation d’espaces publics jouxtant des
habitats aristocratiques. C'est ainsi le cas a Montmartin (Oise, France) dans
le Belgium o1 I'on pu mettre en évidence un enclos des IIle-IIe s. avant n. é.
avec autel creux et restes de banquets associés a une probable ornementation

N

14 Boulestin 2012a, 42 estime leur nombre a plusieurs centaines dans les fosses
d’Herxheim, ce qui implique une transformation quasi-systématique des cranes en
récipients brievement utilisés avant d’étre abandonnés, parfois regroupés en dépots.

15 Hérodote 4, 26. Les attestations archéologiques semblent trés rares. En Sibérie, dans
la région de Tomsk, une calotte cranienne porte une série de performations partielles
permettant, semble-t-il, la fixation de bandes de cuir disposées verticalement. Cf. Minns
1913, 8let 83, fig. 26. On songe a 'usage particulier décrit par Hérodote (4, 64) de la peau
humaine (téte, main) des adversaires des Scythes qui confectionnent avec ces dépouilles
des «serviettes » ornant les brides des harnachements de chevaux, voire des caps de
cavaliers. Pour Alain Testart 2012, 30, le véritable trophée est la peau du vaincu,
notamment celle de la téte obtenue aprés écorchement et non le crane lui-méme. Un
«atelier » de coupes-cranes serait attesté dans I'immense habitat scythe de Kamenskoe
dans larriere-pays d’'Olbia pontique. Cf. Rolle 1989, 83. Une autre coupe-crane
proviendrait du nord de la Russie, hors de la zone scythique, d'une crémation d'un jeune
adulte du Ier s. de notre ére récemment fouillée dans la République des Komis Cf. La
Recherche n°360, 2003, 21.

16 Frey 2004, 111, plL. IV.
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murale a base de masques et d’armes : une calotte sciéel” proviendrait de
I'environnement immédiat de cet espace dévolu a des rituels guerriers. La
présence de restes humains, notamment craniens est en fait assez fréquente
dans les sites de «banquets » qu’il s’agisse de sanctuaires ou d’habitats,
mais les vestiges conservés sont souvent des modestes fragments de calottes
craniennes voisinant avec des amphores républicaines que rien ne permet
d’identifier comme coupes, faute de disposer du bord!8. Au final, les
attestations sont tres rares et on ne peut d’ailleurs omettre I'hypothese d'un
usage artisanal utilisant I'os humain comme matiére premiere de tabletterie ;
seule la découverte d'un exemplaire rehaussé de métaux permettrait de
confirmer totalement cet usage. A Décines, on retiendra la proximité
curieuse de la calotte sciée et d’'une originale louche en fer a fond plat,
adaptée a la chauffe de liquides, sans pouvoir pousser plus loin le
rapprochement en liant les deux objets dans un fonctionnement commun.

En parcourant les auteurs antiques, on note que les Celtes n’ont pas
été les seuls a manipuler ces étonnants vases durant leurs banquets.
Hérodote!?, outre I'usage funéraire de coupes-cranes déja mentionné, relate
la transformation des tétes de vaincus en coupes dorées ou couvertes de
cuir, un usage réservé a des adversaires remarquables ou a des proches tués
en duels en présence des rois scythes. Il serait sans doute fastidieux
d’énumérer tous les cas historiques qui témoignent de cet usage, mais on
retiendra qu’ils concernent tous des individus de rang royal, tués au combat
par des adversaires de méme statut (le Gépide Cunimond en 567 de notre
ére, dont la coupe-crane sera mentionné par Paul Diacre, fut tué par le roi
des Lombards). Une des attestations les plus récentes concerne le Tibet et ses
fameux Kapalas, ainsi décrits par Paul Claudel dans une préface d'un
ouvrage sur les dieux et les lamas de Maurice Percheron paru en 1953 : « les
prétres portent a leurs lévres une coupe faite d"un crane scié ott un breuvage
rougeatre, hideuse contrefacon de l'espece eucharistique, remplace le
sang... »20 ; en effet, cest dans cette région qu’en 1881, fut assassiné le Pere
Jean-Baptiste Brieux, sur ordre des lamas semble-t-il, et son crane, plus tard
récupéré, fut transformé en vase rituel.

17 Citée par Poux 2004, 412.

18 Voir aussi des fragments de calottes craniennes associées a des amphores vinaires
dans Poux 2004 a Nanterre p. 428, a Bale p. 442, a Corent, La Lagaste, Lectoure etc. Mais il
existe aussi nombre de lieux de rejets interprétés comme le produit de banquets qui ne
livrent pas de restes craniens humains ou des vestiges craniens qui excluent leur
appartenance a des « coupes-cranes ».

19 Hérodote 4, 65. Le texte (ainsi que 4, 64) est commenté dans Testart 2012, et Boulestin
2012a, 40.

20 Percheron 1953.
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Le duel est un des aspects le plus étonnant du banquet celtique tel
que le décrit Poséidonios?!, témoin direct puisque venu en Gaule
méridionale vers 100 av. n. é., dans une province de Transalpine conquise
de fraiche date. Pourtant, sa relation des manieres de table des Celtes repose
peut-étre en partie sur des sources littéraires plus anciennes, quelques
détails évoquant des équipements guerriers plus ibéres (ou celtiberes) que
Gaulois ou ses références a un « autrefois » qui parsement son ceuvre ou ce
qu'on pense en faire partie. Ce banquet des élites apparait comme tres
codifié, les convives étant disposés selon leur rang décroissant de part et
d’autre du personnage le plus puissant (comme le coryphée du théatre grec)
et de son I'hote. Derriere eux, les porteurs de boucliers et, en face, les
doryphores disposés de la méme maniere. Les travaux récents de Stéphane
Verger?? a partir du cas d’'Hochdorf - un hapax archéologique toutefois -
proposent une relecture de la vaisselle de banquet déposée sur le char qui
apparait comme liée a une organisation fondée sur la préséance. L'ensemble
des récipients se distribuerait rigoureusement entre 9 convives de rang
différent, le décor des vases de bronze permettant de reconnaitre la place de
chacun des 8 invités autour du princeps. Point de coupe-crane ici, mais un
bol en or placé pres du lébés grec rempli d’hydromel et 9 cornes a boire
accrochées aux parois de la tombe. Mais dans le banquet de Poséidonios,
c'est bien de vin dont il s’agit, servit pur ou si peu coupé d’eau, dans des
«ambiques », des récipients tronconiques en céramique ou en argent
(inconnus en Gaule mais attestés en Espagne) qui rappellent donc au
philosophie rhodien un ustensile utilisé a Alexandrie dans la distillation des
parfums (ambikos). Les viandes bénéficient d'un classement hiérarchique
strict qui permet au plus brave d’obtenir le gigot, mais en cas de
contestation (ce qui arrivait dans un ancien temps précise-t-il) le différend
pouvait se régler par un duel a mort, comme il arrivait que des joutes, sortes
de simulacres de combuat, se transforment en véritables affrontements. Nulle
part il n’est fait mention de coupes-cranes dont I'usage n"aurait pas manqué
d’étre souligné par Poséidonios qui reconnaissait avoir mis du temps a
s’habituer au spectacle de ces tétes ornant les monuments publics, usage que
I'archéologie confirme amplement. En revanche, le philosophe stoicien
remarque qu’on fait circuler - comme apres une libation - un vase dont on
ne boit qu'une petite gorgée équivalente a un kyathos, mais, souligne-t-il, on
recommence souvent ...

La convivialité celtique fut donc assez particuliere si I'on se réfere au
sens qu'en donnait en son temps Jean Anthelme Brillat-Savarin, célebre

21 Feuvrier-Prévotat 1978.
22 Verger 2006.
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épicurien de la région lyonnaise qui le premier employa ce néologisme venu
de l'anglais (conviviality) ... Dans sa « Physiologie du gott », il souligne en
effet I'importance de « ... la gourmandise (qui) est un des principaux liens
de la société ; c'est elle qui étend graduellement cet esprit de convivialité qui
réunit chaque jour les divers états, les fond en un seul tout, anime la
conversation, et adoucit les angles de I'inégalité conventionnelle »23. Mais
durant I'age du Fer, le banquet barbare - du moins certains banquets -
différait aussi nettement du banquet gréco-romain parce qu’il admettait
I'évocation de la mort - plutot celle des vaincus que celles des ancétres -, la
mort violente et sanglante rappelée par ces coupes-cranes mais aussi par
I'autre produit de la découpe, le masque sous le regard duquel pouvait
s'opérer une reconstruction des hiérarchies sociales. Cette gravité du
banquet barbare le rattachait sans doute aux origines méme de la
convivialité, a de primitifs usages dans lesquels I'individu, réduit a sa seule
téte, devenait a la fois contenant et contenu. Cette double lecture se
rencontrera aux époques historiques avec la confection de coupes a partir de
crane de Saints chrétiens, tant en Allemagne qu’au Pays de Galles ou en
Irlande : ainsi, chaque 3 février, dans I'église de Leimbach en Alsace, les
fideles catholiques communient en aspirant le vin liturgique contenu le
crane rehaussé d’or de Saint Blaise, honoré localement depuis le XVe siecle.

Ilustration

Fig. n° 1 : crane de Décines “Montout” , Rhone, France. Fouille Catherine Bellon,
Emmanuel Ferber (Inrap Rhone-Alpes-Auvergne). Cliché Jean-Claude Sarrazin,
INRAP.
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Quel type de festin en Dacie, a la fin de I'dge du Fer?
Ustensiles a servir la viande

Gelu A. FLOREA
Universitatea Babes-Bolyai, Cluj-Napoca

Abstract. What kinds of banquets were there in Dacia in the Late Iron Age?
Implements for serving meat. A comparison between the ceremonial public
feasting in Late Iron Age Gaul and meat consumption in Dacia reveals entirely
different patterns. Spits and flesh hooks have been found in fortresses and
settlements but none of them in similar assemblages as they occur in Gaul. Such a
decorated (probably ceremonial) artefact was found, during earlier excavations, in
a tower of the fortress of Piatra Rosie, along with other prestigious goods,
belonging probably to a member of the local élite. In Late Iron Age Dacia, food
and wine consumption seems to have been more like individual, or involving
small, privileged groups.

Key words: Late Iron Age, flesh hooks, feasting, Dacia.

Rezumat: Ce tipuri de banchete existau in Dacia la sfirsitul epocii fierului?
Ustensile pentru servirea carnii. Spre diferenta de exemplele contemporane din
Gallia unde sunt atestate, prin asamblaje arheologice, banchete publice cu un
numar mare de participanti, descoperirile din Dacia de la sfarsitul epocii fierului
sugereazd un consum individual sau ceremoniale colective cu un numar foarte
limitat de participanti. Sunt prezentate cele cateva tipuri de ustensile pentru servi-
rea carnii, si in mod special descoperirile din turnul B al cetatii de la Piatra Rosie.

Cuvinte cheie : Epoca fierului, Dacia, banchete, furculite, frigari.

Les données concernant les festins mises en évidence par les fouilles dans
les forteresses et les agglomérations de la fin de I'age du Fer de Dacie ne
sont pas comparables aux réalités contemporaines de la Gaule.

Jusqu'a présent, nulle part on n'a retrouvé des assemblages de
restes de faune ou des amas d’amphores vinaires suggérant des festins
pantagruéliques impliquant un grand nombre des participants. D’ailleurs,
suivant le méme paralléle archéologique on peut facilement apercevoir la
disproportion flagrante entre la quantité des amphores d’importation
présentes sur les sites de Dacie et, par exemple, celle retrouvée seulement
sur le sanctuaire de Corent (Puy de Dome) - méme si celui-ci est,
probablement, un exemple extréme?.

1 Poux 2004, 491-502
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L’occurrence et la distribution des mobiliers archéologiques
permettent de supposer une consommation plutdt courante et habituelle
des vins et d’autres boissons indigenes et importés aussi, surtout dans les
agglomérations de 'Est ou du Sud des Carpates, si on tient compte des
contextes domestiques des découvertes céramiques produits dans ces
centres en grande quantité (il sagit de centaines d’exemplaires de canthares
a Brad?, en Moldavie ou des bols a reliefs a Popesti3, en Valachie). Dans ces
cas-13, les assemblages suggerent un modéle différent de consommation du
vin qu’en Gaule : les banquets rassemblant un grand nombre de convives
semblent absents. D’autre part, des tels vases céramiques a boire sont,
apparemment, présents méme dans les demeures médiocres aussi que dans
des contextes plus prestigieux*. La vaisselle métallique (des bronzes
importée) reste, quand méme, un privilege aristocratique : on a retrouvé des
tels récipients surtout dans les sites de haut statut (forteresses, quelques
sépultures ou dépdts/ trésors)>.

En plus, on peut constater aussi la rareté des cimetieres et des
tombeaux de la fin de I'dge du Fer, et surtout du dernier siecle avant la
conquéte romaine de 106 ap. J.-C.6, ’est-a-dire correspondant au temps des
agglomérations d’habitat aux fonctions complexes. Ainsi, ce maigre bilan
des découvertes funéraires rend encore plus difficile l'analyse des
hiérarchies sociales de cette période, y compris I'étude de l'expression
archéologique du statut social.

L’autre volet d'une enquéte sur 'existence et sur I'échelle des festins
publics regarde les ustensiles a préparer et a servir les viandes trouvés dans
les sites de la fin de I'age du Fer. Parfois, en Gaule, les fouilles ont mis au
jour les preuves des quantités hors du commun.”

En ce qui concerne la Dacie préromaine un examen des trouvailles
se heurte surtout du manque des informations détaillées sur les contextes
archéologiques de provenance ; par conséquent, la chronologie des objets
reste assez générale (ler s. av. J.-C. - Ier s. apr. J.-C.) et toute référence
concernant les significations sociales restent, eux aussi, assez vagues. Tenant
compte de toutes ces limites 1'analyse de ces ustensiles sera provisoire en
attendant des données supplémentaires.

2 Ursachi 179-180

3 Vulpe/Gheorghitd 1976, 167-198
4 Florea 2004, 517-522

5 Glodariu 1976,

6 Sirbu 1993, 127-137

7 Méniel, 2001, 64, 71
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On constate I'existence d'une trentaine d’objets repartis surtout dans
des agglomérations (forteresses et établissements)s. La majorité de ces
instruments ont été trouvé éparses dans les couches archéologiques, et non
pas réunis dans des assemblages significatifs, tel que ceux de Larina’ ou
bien de Vienne Sainte Blandine!? en Gaule.

Un bilan provisoire montre que la plupart de ces ustensiles a
préparer et a servir les viandes sont des petites fourchettes en fer a deux ou
trois dents (fig.8, 10) et des crocs a viande longs de 10 - 15 cm (la partie
métallique a laquelle s’attachait une manche en bois). On peut penser a une
utilité domestique et quotidienne de ces objets (fig. 5-6).

La deuxieme catégorie comprend des grandes fourchettes a cinq
dents, forgées entierement en fer. Méme si on n’a pas retrouvé aucun
exemplaire entier, leurs dimensions sont augmentées par rapport aux
précédentes : on peut supposer une longueur d’environ 50 - 100 cm. La forme
en accolade des deux dents périphériques, et la tige décorée parfois en torsade
suggererait un statut spécial de ces instruments domestiques (fig.1, 7, 9).

Les broches sont plus rares. Leur forme rappelle d'un fer de lance
oblongue et une tige, parfois en torsade. Les exemplaires retrouvés dans la
forteresse de Capalna (au centre de la Transylvanie) ont aussi des crochets
pour mieux fixer la viande sur la lame, et la tige toujours torsadée (fig.2-4, 11).

La grande fourchette mise au jour pendant les anciennes fouilles (de 1949)
dans la tour B de la forteresse dace de Piatra Rosiell. L'objet respecte le
schéma typologique des fourchettes aux cinq dents mais ses dimensions (0,96
m) et le décor la rend unique (fig. I1I/2). D’apres le dessin publié en 1954 deux
protomés d’oiseaux aquatiques flanquaient la partie antérieure de la
fourchette (fig. III/2 a). Pendant les restaurations, au laboratoire, on a renoncé,
probablement aprés un examen attentif, a cet artifice et on a choisi la solution
plus simple et plus plausible de compléter I'ensemble avec deux dents
périphériques toujours en forme d’accolade (fig. III/2 b). Remarquable est
aussi la tige a I'extrémité fendue et torsadé. Il s’agit de I'une des plus élaboré
pieces de ce type connue en Dacie connues jusqu’a présent.

Le site perché de Piatra Rosie est une des forteresses satellites
construites apres le milieu du I er siecle av. J.-C. autour de capitale du
Royaume des Daces (fig. III/1)!12. Il s’agit, vraisemblablement, d'une
résidence aristocratique et, a la fois, d"une place forte qui défendait le flanc
ouest de la région de Sarmizegetusa.

8 Un premier bilan chez Glodariu/Iaroslavschi 1979, 119-120
9 Poux 2004, 535-537

10 Poux 2004, 579

11 Daicoviciu 1954, 82-83

12 Daicoviciu 1954, 126-127; Florea 2011, 154-156
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Le contexte archéologique de cette fourchette est assez intéressant.
L'une des deux tours avancées (B) de la forteresse, la seule incendiée, a
gardé a I'intérieur, sous les décombres de la construction, un riche et divers
mobilier.

Plusieurs catégories d’objets font partie de ce mobilier : des outils
divers (de menuisier, de bronzier - des moules, et méme des outils agricoles
- des faucilles), des pieces d’harnachement (mors) et quelques talons de
lance, une anse de bassin en bronze de type E 91-92 et une petite attache,
toujours en bronze, d'un skyphos'*. Parmi les céramiques retrouvées de
I'intérieur de cette tour on peut remarquer des fragments de cratéres
indigenes. La présence d'une meule rotative ajoute une note domestique a
cet assemblage hétérogene, tout comme quelques accessoires vestimentaires
(un bouton en bronze et un fragment de fibule cuillere du dernier quart du
lers.av.].C. - Iers. apr. ].C.).

Une des plus intéressantes trouvailles provenant de ce contexte est
le masque coulé en bronze (14, 5 cm d’hauteur) d"un personnage féminin’®.

Pour le moment, on connait seulement quelques fragments d'un
chaudron en fer retrouvés dans un contexte différent sur le site'®, mais, de la
méme tour B on a récupéré pendant les fouilles de 1949 un fragment de
chaine en fer qui pourrait provenir d'une crémaillere!”.

Selon l'auteur des fouilles ce mobilier aurait indiqué, qu’outre le
role défensif de cette tour, elle était aussi la demeure d'un personnage
important.

Méme si la diversité des objets ne suggére un assemblage
fonctionnel cohérent lié spécialement au festin, la plupart d’entre eux
représentent l'expression du haut statut du propriétaire ou bien des
propriétaires : 'armement, la vaisselle métallique importée et le masque de
bronze. Dans ce contexte la présence de la grande fourchette, soigneusement
décorée, semble bine assortie.

En suivant la démonstration de M. Poux!8, si la taille de ces
instruments s’avere un critere indiquant le statut prestigieux du
propriétaire, nous avons devant nous un bon exemple. Il y a une différence
sensible entre les fourchettes usuelles, de petite ou moyenne taille, et ce
grand exemplaire, richement décorée.

13 Daicoviciu 1954, 70

14 Rustoiu 2005, 79

15 Daicoviciu 1954, 118, fig.38

16 Daicoviciu, 1954, 66

17 Daicoviciu 1954, 83

18 Poux 2004, 222 - se referant a la taille des chaudrons et des landiers.
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La fonction originaire de toutes ces ustensiles était la méme : servir
les viandes bouillies ou roties!?, mais les circonstances étaient, probablement
différentes. On peut imaginer des tels occasions cérémonielles ou la position
éminente de I'organisateur d’'un banquet trouvait une expression adéquate
en manipulant de tels instruments. Vraisemblablement, dans 'ambiance de
ces résidences aristocratiques, qui ressemblent plus aux chateaux forts
qu’aux oppida central ouest européens, « le seigneur » accueillait un nombre
limité des convives, appartenant a son entourage des plus proches.

On est loin encore d'une image convaincante des rituels de festin ou
d’autres cérémonies conviviales de Dacie a la fin de I'dge du Fer. Il n’existent
pas (encore ?) des preuves concernant les grands banquets publics ; par contre
I'exemple de Piatra Rosie semble attester I'existence des festins aristocratiques
impliquant un nombre tres limité des consommateurs et suggérant des
différences hiérarchiques fermes. Cet exemple est éloquent: une citadelle
perchée, aux murailles en grand appareil abrite a I'intérieur de sa acropole (de
3750 m quarrés) un seul batiment, qui occupe la moitié de I'espace utile: il
s’agit probablement de la demeure du chef. Dans quelques cas, la présence
des sanctuaires dans la proximité de certaines forteresses (a Piatra Rosie
aussi), ajoute une dimension religieuse a la légitimité de ces aristocrates.

Je remercie M. Egri, P. Pupezd, R. Mateescu et H. Pop de m’avoir
aidé pendant la rédaction de cet étude.

Annexe :

Liste préliminaire des découvertes :

Arpasu de Sus (dpt. Brasov) : Macrea/Berciu 1955, 618

Brad (dpt. Neamt) : Ursachi 1995, 129

Cépalna (dpt. Alba) : Glodariu/Moga 1989, 101

Costesti-Cetatuie (dpt. Hunedoara): Glodariu/laroslavschi 1979, 119

Meresti (dpt. Harghita): Crisan 2000, 134

Moigrad (dpt. Salaj): inf. H. Pop

Ocnita (dpt. Valcea): Berciu 1981, 29, 38, 112

Piatra Rosie (dpt. Hunedoara): Daicoviciu 1954, 82-83

Poiana (dpt. Galati): Vulpe/Vulpe 1927-1932, 335; Glodariu/laroslavschi
1979, 119-120, fig. 65/11

Racosu de Jos (dpt. Brasov): Piatra Detunatd, Costea et al. 2008, fig.7 a-b;
Tipia Ormenisului (Augustin): Costea 2006, pl. CXLVIII/13 (?), 14

19 Wood 2000, 91-92; Cool 2006, 50.
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Récdtau (dpt. Bacdu): Capitanu/Ursachi 1969 127; Glodariu/Iaroslavschi
1979, 119-120, tig.65/12

Sarmizegetusa Regia - Strdmbu (dpt. Hunedoara): Glodariu/laroslavschi
1979, 119-120

Sighisoara-Wietenberg (dpt. Mures): Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997, 106

Decouvertes incertaines (non cartées): Simleu Silvaniei-Cetate (dpt. Salaj):
inf. H. Pop; Cozia, Costesti (dpt. Hunedoara): Glodariu/Iaroslavschi 1979, 119-120
(Costesti - fig. 65/14,16).

Découvertes d’autres ustensiles (non cartées):

Grill: Ocnita (dpt. Valcea): Berciu 1981, 42-47 - dans un dép6t hétérogene

Landiers: Ocnita (dpt. Valcea): Berciu 1981, 42-47 - dans le méme dépot
hétérogene ; Tilisca (dpt. Sibiu): Lupu 1989, 73.

Exphcahon des figures :
Carte des découvertes des ustensiles en fer.
II. Fourchettes, crocs a viande et broches provenant de quelques sites de

Dacie : Capalna (Glodariu/Moga 1989), Ocnita (Berciu 1981), Sighisoara
(Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997)

III. 1. Plan de la forteresse de Piatra Rosie (Daicoviciu 1954) ; 2 a. Dessein de
la fourchette de Piatra Rosie avant la restauration (Daicoviciu 1954), L =
0,96 m; 2 b. Photo de la méme fourchette dans son état actuel - Musée
National d’Histoire de la Transylvanie de Cluj-Napoca (Roumanie).
(Cliché R. Mateescu).
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Feasting with the King. The Tableware of Sarmizegetusa
Regia

Citalin CRISTESCU
Muzeul Civilizatiei Dacice si Romane, Deva

Abstract. The tableware recipients found at Gradistea de Munte -
Sarmizegetusa Regia represent the majority of the unearthed and published
ceramic material so far. Although they received some attention, especially the
painted ones, their study remained on a general level. They are local products,
mostly inspired by late Hellenistic and early imperial Roman products, only few
imports being identified at this point. A close analysis of the main forms and
variants points out the late chronology of this functional category, towards the
end of the 1¢t century AD, the predominance of bowls and carinated dishes, and
the scarcity of drinking vessels. Also, at least in the area close to the sanctuary, it
should be noted that a similar pattern of ceramic assemblage starts to take shape
at Sarmizegetusa Regia: tableware - storage vessels — cooking wares.

Key words: Sarmizegetusa Regia, Dacian pottery, tableware, imitations,
functionality.

Rezumat: La banchet cu regele. Vesela de masa de la Sarmizegetusa Regia.
Vesela gésitd la Gradistea de Munte - Sarmizegetusa Regia formeaza majoritatea
materialului ceramic descoperit si publicat pind in prezent. Desi s-au bucurat de o
oarecare atentie, mai ales cele pictate, studiul acestor recipiente ramine la un nivel
general. Ele sunt produse locale, majoritatea inspirate de produsele elenistice tirzii
si romane imperiale timpurii; doar putine importuri au fost deocamdatd
identificate. O analizd amanuntitd a principalelor forme si variante indicd o
cronologie tirzie pentru aceastd categorie functionald, spre sfirsitul secolului I p.
Chr., predominanta bolurilor si a strdchinilor carenate si raritatea vaselor de baut.
De asemenea, cel putin pentru zona din vecindtatea sanctuarului, trebuie observat
cd Incepe sd se contureze si la Sarmizegetusa Regia un model similar de ansamblu
ceramic: veseld - vase de provizii - vase de gatit.

Cuvinte cheie: Sarmizegetusa Regia, ceramicd dacicd, veseld de masa,
imitatii, functionalitate.

This article aims to conduct an overview of the tableware found in the
Dacian site Gradistea de Munte - Sarmizegetusa Regia, in South-Western
Transylvania, Romania (fig. 1). In this effort, aspects regarding form, fabric,
technology, and function were taken into account. The data gathered should
serve as a starting point in analyzing vessel functionality and consumption
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patterns  (individual or/and collective use), ceramic production/
distribution, and “local taste”.

Historiography

As excavations in the ancient Dacian capital expanded at the middle
of the 20t century, the amount of pottery shards increased as well, leading the
team of Constantin Daicoviciu to a more careful approach on the subject, the
quality of the local tableware fragments being immediately recognized?. This
impression received important backup in I. H. Crisan’s book on Dacian
pottery, where the author analyzed a significant amount of complete vessels
and fragments unearthed at Sarmizegetusa Regia and some near locations
(Fetele Albe, Meleia, Rudele), discussing the particularities of the fine ceramics
from this area, compared to other Dacian settlements and fortifications2.

The similarities between Dacian vessels from Gradistea de Munte and
Greek-Roman recipients did also receive attention, the issues of the presence
of imports and the act of imitation being raised by loan Glodariu in the 1970s3.
This theme was later renewed by Gelu Florea, with the opportunity of
publishing the ceramic material discovered in a metallurgical workshop at
Sarmizegetusa Regia, on the 8th Terrace (T VIIL fig. 1 b/2); he concluded that
some ceramic types may have been inspired, not imitated, by models in the
Hellenistic and Roman repertoiret. Other recent contributions brought into
discussion new material from different archaeological contexts, such as the
Fortress Plateau/1st Terrace (T I)> and the so-called “Sub Baie” Terrace (TSB;
tig. 1 b/3)e. Finally, graffiti marks on different types of tableware vessels were
studied’, as well as the painted recipients, to which a distinct monographic
paper was dedicated 15 years ago®.

Form and function

Tableware is represented by the vessels used for serving and consuming
food and liquids®. In the case of Sarmizegetusa Regia, the differences in the

1 Daicoviciu et al. 1953, 182-187.

2 Crisan 1969, 152-153, 215-216.

3 Glodariu 1976, 20-25, 78-93.

4 Florea 1993; Florea 1994.

5 Florea/Suciu 2004.

6 Gheorghiu 2005, 86, 142-146. The author discusses tableware forms in short, but
brings interesting new data on the matter.

7 Florea 2000; Florea 2001.

8 Florea 1998, 145-205.

9 For the discussion on the opportunity of using functional categories to classifying
Dacian pottery, see Cristescu 2012, 110.
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actual function of the respective recipients are hard to identify due to the
high level of fragmentation of the studied shards, due to similar
technological features, and due to the scarcity of use marks. Thus, the
possibility that a form produced mainly for consuming food could have
been also used in serving it was taken into account.

Dishes (bowls or saucers)! (fig. 2-3)

This form, practically a deep plate with flaring rim and carinated
walls, was used mainly as an eating vessel'l. The rim diameter varies from
16 to 40 cm (26 cm for the majority of the recipients found). The base is
formed either by a small pedestal or a ring foot; it can be noted that, mainly
among the ring-footed dishes, painted pieces have been unearthed, as long
as some of the largest examples discovered so far. The shaping of the base
made me consider two variants for this type!2: small pedestaled dishes (fig.
2/9-11,19-22, fig. 3/1-6)13 and ring-footed dishes (fig. 2/7, fig. 3/7-12)4.

The dishes found at Sarmizegetusa Regia were wheel made from a
finel>, rarely semi-fine paste, containing mica, sand, sometimes grog and
small pebbles. Firing was generally of good quality, in oxidizing or reducing
atmosphere, but not always homogeneous. Many vessels were slipped, both
on the exterior and interior, but the slip was strongly destroyed, with few
exceptions, by the soil’s acidity; some dishes were burnished. The traces of
secondary firing present on some shards have no intentional cause.

The decoration is simple, resuming mainly to horizontal incisions
(placed in most cases under the rim). Some pedestals wore nervures, also
shaped in a classical and elegant manner. Finally, some pieces were painted
or bore graffitile.

10 The main term used in the Romanian literature could be translated as “porringer”:
Crisan 1969, 179-180; Macrea/Glodariu 1976, 68, 74; Glodariu 1981a, 39; Florea 1993, 96,
99, 101; Ursachi 1995, 155-156, 177-178; Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997, 85-86; Florea 1998, 155; Crisan
2000, 121-122; Matei/Pop 2001, 264; Vulpe/Teodor 2003, 81; Gheorghiu 2005, 142-143.

11 The height is the major difference between a dish and a deep bowl, the first being
shallower. The rim diameter is not so relevant in this case, serving best to perhaps
identify the individual use vessels apart from the collective use ones.

12 An additional third variant could be taken into account, but only few fragments from
TSB were discovered so far (fig. 2/13-14): Gheorghiu 2005, fig. 123 /1-2.

13 Florea 1993, 99, fig. 1/1-6, fig. 2/1-4, fig. 6/2-5; Florea 1998, 173-174, pl. 44/1-5; Florea
2001, 181, pl. 2/2; Florea/Suciu 2004, fig. IV/4; Gheorghiu 2005, 142-143, fig. 122/1-2, fig.
123/2-4, fig. 130/5-7.

14 Crigsan 1969, pl. LXXXI1/4; Florea 1994, 52-53, fig. 111 /1-6; Florea 1998, 172-173, pl. 45/1-6.

15 T tried to use the terminology recently proposed in the field of geoarchaeology:
Ionescu/Ghergari 2006.

16 Florea 2000, 273, fig. 1.
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The high quality level and the distinctive style of the ceramic
recipients mentioned above justify the collocation “court pottery”??, which
was chosen to describe the wares found in the capital of the Dacian
Kingdom, as their value was acknowledged 2000 years ago, when a Roman
citizen (probably a soldier, Publius Labius Rufinus) scratched down his
name on the interior of such a pedestaled dish, so that everybody would
know he was the proud owner of that vessel'®. But can we identify the
Hellenistic and Roman models which supposedly served in forming this
“classical” ceramic style!®, as opposed to the hypothesis that the small
pedestaled dish is the result of the evolution of the high pedestaled dish (the
so-called “fruit-bowl”)20?

The prototype seems to be a Campanian form, Morel 2632a 1, dated
at Toulouse in the 2nd century BC2L. The echoes of this type are found in the
main categories of fine wares produced in the following centuries: Italic
Sigillata (IS), Eastern Sigillata B (ESB), the products of Pergamon (ESC), and
Cyprus (CS), as well as the Pontic Sigillata (PS)22.

I have to mention that the way by which the model reached
Sarmizegetusa Regia is hard to identify, a situation unfortunately
maintained by the absence of the originals?. But even so, as it was well
noted?*, the impression is that these dishes do not reproduce entirely the
model, being inspired forms, rather than imitations. Such an imitation (if it
is not a real import) was discovered on the Mures Valley at Campuri-
Surdug; it had been repaired in Antiquity (fig. 2/12)?>.

In the IS production, the form Consp. 20.4 (Goudineau 39c¢) is the
most similar to the Dacian vessels here discussed (fig. 2/15-18). This type of
plate circulated in the Mediterranean and the North-East provinces of the
Roman Empire, being mainly encountered in contexts of the mid-1st century
AD or later, at Pompeii, Ostia (the Domitianus level), Magdalensberg, or

17 Crisan 1969, 152.

18 Florea 2001, 183-185, pl. 2/3.

19 Florea 2011, 138.

20 Florea 1998, 174; Gheorghiu 2005, 143.

21 Morel 1981, 196, pl. 61.

22 For a detailed description of the mentioned wares: Atlante 1985; Conspectus 1990;
Lund 2003.

2 In general, the ceramic imports from Gradistea de Munte are almost unknown:
Glodariu 1976, 168; Florea/Suciu 2004, 67, fig. V/10. It could be, as I presume, just a
situation related to the current research stage.

24 Florea 1993, 108.

25 Gheorghiu 2005, 142, fig. 122/5.
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Corinth?. Other findings confirm that the model was popular in the 1st
century AD, especially in its second half?’.

Two ESB 1 forms could be considered as inspiration source for the
Dacian dishes of Gradistea de Munte. Hayes 7 (fig. 2/1) is a plate with the
rim diameter larger than 14,5 cm, dated at Corinth or Rhodes between 25-50
AD2. Hayes 8 (fig. 2/2) is a simplified version of Hayes 7, smaller (rim
diameter of 9-13 cm), present in archaeological contexts from the middle to
the end of the 1st century AD, at Corinth (some vessels with black slip) and
Ephesos?. An early synthesis dated these plates between 40 BC and 50 AD,
with discoveries at Athens, Tarsus, Tell Anafa, or Samaria30. Recent
contributions noted that Hayes 7 and 8 circulated in the Dacian sites of
Poiana and Récdtdu, on the Siret Valley, this being the only area where ESB
originals have been found; they were dated 25-50 AD (Hayes 7) and mid-1st
century AD (Hayes 8)31. Probably the model was also taken over in ESC:
form Hayes L1, dated in the second half of the 1st century AD at Alexandria,
Istros, Olbia, and Corinth32.

In the CS repertoire, this form derives directly from the Italian
wares, type Hayes P9 being produced at Paphos around the middle of the
1st century ADS3. It is possible that the situation is similar in the case of PS,
where Hayes I was dated at Olbia between the middle of the 1st and the end
of the 2nd century AD?34. This Pontic form (fig. 2/3-6) was encountered on
the Siret Valley at Poiana, represented by plates with the rim diameter of 16-
18 cm, dated in the second half of the 1st century AD%®. A brown slip “cup”
(Suceveanu XVII) from the time of Tiberius comes from the tumular

26 Conspectus 1990, 86, pl. 18/20.4.1-4. It was noted that the ring foot continued to grow
in height, a feature that could explain the small pedestal of the Dacian dishes.

27 The products of North-Italic workshops (with Arezzo the center of this production
area), grouped in the form Mazzeo Saracino 18 (Dragendorff 17 B), were dated from AD
15 to the end of the 1st century AD, with diameters of 14-19 cm: Atlante 1985, 201-202, pl.
LXI/13-20. In France, form Dicocer SIG-IT 20.4 was dated 40-80 AD: Dicocer 1993, 559-
560. In the port of Mazzarén, the Iberian imitations of this form (called paterae) had a
diameter of 18-25 cm, and they reproduced the Italic prototype: Pérez Ballester, Caparros
2007, 158, fig. 9/1-6. At Stobi, a dish of 18 cm in diameter was dated 30-90 AD: Anderson-
Stojanovic 1992, 47, pl. 30/253.

28 Atlante 1985, 54, pl. XI/17-18.

29 Atlante 1985, 54, pl. XI/19; Lund 2003, 164, pl. LXXXI/8.

30 Gunneweg/Perlman/Yellin 1983, 101, fig. 23/4.

31 Popescu 2008b, 92-93, 96, fig. 2/9-10.

32 Atlante 1985, 75, pl. XVI/16.

33 Atlante 1985, 82, pl. XVIII/15.

34 Atlante 1985, 93, pl. XXII/6-10 (especially 8 and 10).

35 Popescu 2009, 20, 24-25, pl. 1/1-3, 6.
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necropolis of Istros®. Related recipients from Corinth demonstrate the fact
that the Italic model was taken over directly in the Pontic production of
sigillata; the vessels are dated 50-75 AD, with many of the pieces found at
Corinth placed in the debris levels following the earthquake of 77 AD (fig.
2/8)37.

Similar morphological attributes can be identified in other
recipients produced at that time in the Greek-Roman world, without having
the certainty that the Dacian potters had been inspired intentionally by
them. Thus, the rim of the Dacian small pedestaled dishes resembles that of
form Hayes 76 B (probably a deep bowl) from the ESB 2 repertoire, which
appeared around the middle of the 1st century AD at Corinth, Ephesos,
Olbia or Tarsus?. Related features (rim or profile) can also be found in other
forms: Consp. 27.1-2 (Hayes 22), a carinated cup from the IS production
from the time of Tiberius and Nero%; Dicocer GR-SAV C1, a deep bowl
used for oven cooking or frying, dated 50-120 AD*0; carinated table wares
from Flavian contexts at Fréjus*l. Finally, the small pedestal shares
similarities with some cup or skyphos bases produced at Pergamon (the end
of the 2nd century BC-second quarter of the 15t century AD) and unearthed at
Olbia*?, or with some ESB 1 cups discovered in the Athenian Agora, dated at
the turn of the centuries or the middle of the 1st century AD*3.

The archaeological contexts in which the dishes were found at
Sarmizegetusa Regia** indicated a dating close to the Roman conquest of
106 AD. The forms that could be interpreted as prototypes for this Dacian
vessel are dated mainly in the second half of the 1st century AD, so this
might be the time when this type of products were manufactured in the
Dacian capital city, considering also the chronology of similar ceramic
artifacts closer in space (Siret Valley imports and Pontic products).

Concerning the chronology, the two variants of the Dacian dish
seem to be contemporary. On the matter of function however, it must be
observed that the massive examples (with the rim diameter of 40 cm) could

36 Suceveanu 2000, 63-64, pl. 23/2.

37 Warner Slane 1990, 51-52, n. 48, fig. 7/101.

38 Atlante 1985, 68-69, pl. XV /11. It was predominant after 100 AD.

39 Conspectus 1990, 100, pl. 25/27.1.1-2, 27.2.1-2. Samples dated 15-70 AD in Southern
France: Dicocer 1993, 562 (type SIG-IT 27.1)

40 Dicocer 1993, 460.

41 Rivet 2002, 264, fig. 8/1-3.

42 Olbia 2010, 264, pl. 157/E-30.

43 Hayes 2008, 145, 148-149, fig. 9/237-238, fig. 10/268, 272, 278.

44T, 7th Terrace (T VII; fig. 1b/1), T VIII, TSB. One piece at Meleia: Crisan 1969, 309, pl.
LIV /4. For the finds on T VII: Florea 1998, 148, 158-159, 162, 177; Gheorghiu 2005, 80, 137.
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have been used for collective food consumption (or even for serving food),
in opposition to smaller dishes, suited only for individual use.

Plates (fig. 4)

This ceramic form reunites the characteristics of a plate, with a wide
and flaring rim, shallow body, straight or slightly curved walls, and a ring-
footed base. Due to the high level of fragmentation, entire vessels have not
been found so far. The plates were wheel-made, from a fine paste,
containing mica, sand and grog. Almost all fragments have slip traces, at
least on the interior, and the majority were fired in a reducing atmosphere.
Fine horizontal incisions and nervures compose the ornamentation of these
table wares (fig. 4/5). One plate had carbonized seeds on the interior (fig.
4/4); graffiti appear on another shard#.

It is hard to identify for sure the prototypes in which the Dacian
potters found inspiration, in the absence of complete or near complete
vessels. The ring foot of a type 1 cup from Ostia, found in a late Hellenistic
context and probably produced in Asia Minor#, resembles one fragment
discovered at Gradistea de Munte on T VII (fig. 4/5). This being said, any
analogy is possible#”. Furthermore, many of the foot rings which I have
presumed to be coming from plates, might be parts of different types of
tableware recipients, like bowls or dishes.

Bowls (fig. 5-6)

In general, the vessels grouped under this form have been named
bowls#8, although some of them could be interpreted as different recipients.
In fact, they were sometimes considered plates, dishes, deep bowls or cups
in the specialized literature®’. I have ultimately decided to discuss them
together because in the international bibliography the term “bowl” is not
limited to semispherical drinking recipients, but denominates some eating
vessels as well0. I have identified two variants of this ceramic type: bowls
with incurved rim and bowls with flaring rim.

45 The “Circles” Terrace: Florea 2001, 180, fig. 1/4.

46 Olbia 2010, 264, pl. 158/E-31.

47 For possible models: Robinson 1959, pl. 65; Anderson-Stojanovi¢ 1992, pl. 36/311, 39/330.
On T I from Sarmizegetusa Regia, a fragmentary black glazed plate was found, bearing
stamped decoration, probably of West-Pannonian origin, found in the second leveling layer
(its belonging to the Dacian context is uncertain): Florea/Suciu 2004, 67, fig. V/10.

48 Macrea/Glodariu 1976, 62; Sirbu 1996, 25; Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997, 88; Florea 1998, 120.

49 Florea 1993, 99, 101; Florea 2000, 273; Gheorghiu 2005, 143.

50 One may also choose to divide these vessels into different forms, not variants of the
same form.
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Bowls with incurved rim5! are specific for the area of the Dacian
capital, having a round incurved rim, semispherical body and a small
pedestal for the base (fig. 5/3-8)>2. The rim diameter is between 8-28 cm, the
most common being 18 c¢cm, so they could have been used for drinking
liquids or consuming food, as well. They were wheel-made, from a fine
paste, also with mica and sand, sometimes with grog; the majority of the
vessels were slipped®. The firing was generally of good quality,
preponderantly in reducing atmosphere. Just under the rim, all these bowls
have an horizontal incision; graffiti are present on some fragments>4.

As for the dishes, one may identify a prototype in the Campanian
wares, which was likely borrowed by the Italic and Oriental sigillata
production: Morel 2562a 1, Campanian A bowl, dated at Tripoli towards the
middle of the 2nd century BC55. By the last quarter of the 1st century BC, this
type of bowl started to be produced outside Campania®¢, with occurrences
in Augustan contexts at Narbonne®” and Stobi (fig. 5/1)%. A slipped Vegas
21 cup (imitation of Dragendorff 37) was discovered at Albintimilium and
dated in the 1st century AD%. Representative for the IS production is form
Consp. 36.4 (Dragendorff 40), popular on the Rhine in the Tiberian period
and until the end of the 1¢t century AD, in Northern Italy or the Danubian
provinces (well dated finds at Mainz, Monte Iato, Luni, Pompeii or Augst)®.

This bowl is also present in the ESB 1 repertoire (form Hayes 66); at
Athens, slipped ring-footed bowls were found in complexes of the
beginning of the 1st century AD and of AD 30-50 (fig. 5/2)¢1. In the second
half of the 1st century AD, the demand for this particular shape grew in
Gallia and it entered the local production. At Lezoux, Bet 8 cups of Lezoux

51 Florea 1993, 101, 104, fig. 5/1-5; Florea 2000, 273, fig. 2; Gheorghiu 2005, 143, fig.
124/1, 3, 5-8.

52 It is possible that the smallest pedestals of Sarmizegetusa Regia belong to this form,
rather than to pedestaled dishes.

5 In some cases, the slip can only be presumed, on the interior surface.

54 Florea 2000, 273, fig. 2.

5 Morel 1981, 185, pl. 56. At Olbia, a cup with a 14 cm rim diameter, with metallic
brown glaze represents an earlier discovery (200-175 BC): Olbia 2010, 225, pl. 119/Dc-291.
Black or red glazed bowls of this type were found in similar chronological contexts at
Athens: Rotroff 1997, 276, fig. 20/321, 327.

56 Atlante 1985, 394.

57 Sanchez 2006, 13, fig. 30/7.

% Anderson-Stojanovi¢ 1992, 109, pl. 95/818, pl. 104/876.

% Vegas 1973, 59, fig. 19/8.

60 Atlante 1985, 394, pl. CXXIX/5 (Pucci XXXI, variant 4); Conspectus 1990, 114, pl.
32/36.4.1-3; RKS 1999, pl. 65/6.

61 Hayes 2008, 146, 148, fig. 9/244, fig. 10/266.
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LX2-type ware (Dragendorff 37R) were dated 70-110 AD¢2, and at Vareilles
between AD 90-11063. Orléans bowls, with wear marks on the inside, have
been discovered in 70-100 AD contexts®4.

All the incurved rim bowls were found at Sarmizegetusa Regia in
complexes and contexts dating from the period of the Dacian-Roman wars,
on T VII, T VIII and TSB.

Bowls with flaring rim®> differ from the first variant by a flaring rim
and a ring-footed base (fig. 6/3-7, 9). In addition, the thickness of the walls
seems to be increased in the case of these vessels. They were wheel-made,
from a fine, rarely semi-fine paste, containing mica, sand, and grog, fired
mainly in an oxidizing atmosphere (sometimes mixed). Most bowls have
been slipped and they all bear an horizontal incision under the rim (slightly
thicker in some cases, like a thin groove), rarely above the ring foot. The
archaeological contexts are similar to the incurved rim variant.

Early prototypes go as back as 250-165 BC at Athens® or 250-225 BC
at Olbia (a West Slope decorated drinking recipient)?”. At Stobi, earlier pieces
(some without slip) had a rim diameter of 30 cm®8, but later mid-1st century
BC finds are a lot smaller (8-12 cm); although at Cosa this type of bowl
appears to be of Celtic influence, the vessels from Stobi are of Italic origins®.
Celtic finds are mentioned at Vienne (wheel-made)?° and Villeneuve-d’Ascq,
in Northern France (handmade, dated to the Augustan period)!.

The IS form Consp. 37.3 was produced in Etruria, the Po Valley and
in the Late Italic workshops of the Tiberian period, until the end of the 1st
century AD (it is slightly later than Consp. 36.4). Such pieces were
discovered in Northern Italy and the Danubian provinces’?, Pompeii’3,
Southern France?4, Istros’>. A similar vessel can be found in the so-called

62 Brulet/ Vilvorder/Delage 2010, 112-115.

63 Genin/ Mauné 2006, 107, fig. 12/6.

64 Couvin 2007, 147, fig. 4/24-26.

65 Florea 1993, 99, 101, 104, fig. 2/5-6, fig. 3/1-5, fig. 4/2-4, 6, fig. 6/1; Gheorghiu 2005,
143, fig 124/1-2.

66 Rotroff 1997, 420, fig. 103/1738.

67 Olbia 2010, 214, pl. 103/Db-128.

68 Anderson-Stojanovic 1992, 114, pl. 102/883.

0 The production continued until the period of Claudius and Nero: Anderson-
Stojanovic 1992, 39-40, pl. 22/181, 184, 185.

70 Chapotat 1970, 106, pl. XLI/4.

71 Tuffreau-Libre 1996, 71, fig. 1/5.

72 Conspectus 1990, 116, pl. 33/37.3.1

73 Atlante 1985, 395, pl. CXXX/13 (Pucci XXXV, variant 11).

74 Dicocer 1993, 552, 564: Dicocer SIG-IT 37.1 (15-100 AD) and type Dicocer SABL-OR
C12 (50-100 AD).

75 Suceveanu 2000, 63, pl. 13/type XII 1.
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“céramique dorée” (with a slip rich in mica flakes), especially in contexts
between AD 40-7076.

In this section, I have to mention the presence at Gradistea de Munte
of a few brown slipped bowls decorated with vertical grooves, perhaps of
import origin (fig. 6/1-2)”7. A good morphological and technological
analogy is found at Istros: type Suceveanu XXII, a Pontic product, dated in
the 1st-2nd centuries AD (fig. 6/8)78. The cited examples and the contexts in
which these bowls were discovered at Sarmizegetusa Regia point to a high
dating of the mentioned recipients.

Cups (fig. 7)

These vessels differ morphologically and functionally from bowls,
being basically used only for drinking liquids. Thus, they have incorporated
additional features, such as handles or high pedestals, which ease the
maneuverability of the recipient. They are rare finds at Sarmizegetusa Regia.

The fragments discovered belong to kantharoi, well documented in
pre-Roman Dacia”. Some shards from Gradistea de Munte (fig. 7/1-4) had
plated handles attached and were painted with geometric motifs; one piece
was found on T VIII and dates from the end of the 15t century AD80. A small
handle (fig. 7/5) could come from a similar vessel or from a different
(unknown) type of cup8l.

This type of kantharos is documented in Campanian tableware.
Forms Morel 331182 and 31718 are early examples, dated to the first half of
the 1st century BC, whereas form Morel 3231 dates throughout the 1t
century BC8. Similar dating was assigned to discoveries from Corinth and
Cosa (forms Ricci 2/424 and 2/210)%.

76 Lauranceau/Santrot/Santrot 1988, 224, fig. 17/210.

77 Glodariu 1976, pl. 27/1C 27 8, pl. 32/1C 27 13-14 (hypothetically dated to the 1st
century BC and considered imitations); Gheorghiu 2005, 140, fig. 138/2 (the vessel is
considered a Pontic import, but a local imitated recipient is mentioned as well).

78 Suceveanu 2000, pl. 32/7 (no. 5, with vertical grooves, dated to the end of the 1st -
beginning of the 2nd century AD).

79 Crisan 1969, 194; Macrea/Glodariu 1976, 68; Ursachi 1995, 179-181; Sirbu 1996, 25;
Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997, 88; Florea 1998, 99-108; Crisan 2000, 131-132; Matei/Pop 2001,
265; Vulpe/Teodor 2003, 83-84; Gheorghiu 2005, 144-145; Glodariu/Moga 2006, 80-81.

80 Florea 1998, 170, pl. 49.

81 Florea 1994, 52, fig I1/3; Florea 1998, 164.

82 Morel 1981, 257, pl. 91/3311 a-e.

83 Morel 1981, 254-255, pl. 90/31711 a-f.

84 Morel 1981, 256, pl. 91/3231 a 1.

85 Atlante 1985, 296, pl. XCIV/14, pl. XCV/1-3.



Catilin Cristescu 125

Closer to the Dacian cups are the PS type Hayes X, dated at Olbia to
the first half of the 1st century AD?¢, and the lead glazed cups from Asia
Minor, used at Athens in the first half and around the middle of the 1st
century of the Christian era®”. Original PS cups, as well as imitated/inspired
local products, enrich the ceramic repertoire produced on the Siret Valley®s.

Deep bowls (fig. 8)

These recipients are bigger in height than the dishes, being mainly
used for serving food rather than consuming it#. Deep bowls were also suited
for other purposes, such as preparing or quick storage of food or liquids®.

Sarmizegetusa Regia products (fig. 8/1-2, 6)°! were wheel-made,
from a fine, rarely semi-fine, paste, with sand and mica, sometimes tempered
with grog. The firing was generally oxidizing and sometimes mixed; some
pieces were slipped, with much of the remaining traces on the interior. The
decoration, when present, is formed by the same horizontal incisions and/or
nervures (fig. 8/4). It is important to mention that the similar profile of deep
bowls and dishes or flaring rim bowls can be justified by the presence at
Gradistea de Munte of several vessel services (fig. 8/7-12).

Some 1st century AD analogies are to be found at Stobi (fig. 8/5)%2
and in the ESB 2 wares (Hayes 76), dated at the end of the same century (fig.
8/3)%.

Jugs (fig. 9)
The functionality of the vessels of this type®* is linked to the

consumption of liquids, their serving at the table, as well as their ladling out
of bigger recipients. Not many fragments may be attributed with certainty

86 Atlante 1985, 94, pl. XXIII/10-11.

87 Hayes 2008, 206-207, fig. 27 /854-862.

88 Popescu 2008a, 96, synthesis 10/446, B 65-B 67, synthesis 11/459, 473, synthesis
12/482, R 154-R 155.

89 Florea 1993, 101, 104; Sirbu 1996, 26; Crisan 2000, 122, 124, 129; Matei/Pop 2001, 264;
Vulpe/Teodor 2003, 80-81; Gheorghiu 2005, 142.

9% Complete vessels were found at Rudele and Meleia, and only fragments on T VII, T
VIII and TSB.

91 Florea 1993, 101, fig. 4; Gheorghiu 2005, 142, fig. 98/3, fig. 113/10.

92 Anderson-Stojanovic 1992, 110, pl. 96/827.

9 Anderson-Stojanovic 1992, 51, 53, pl. 39.

94 Crisan 1969, 173-177; Macrea/Glodariu 1976, 67; Glodariu 1981a, 39; Ursachi 1995,
152-154, 174-176; Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997, 87; Florea 1998, 108-113; Crisan 2000, 124, 126-
127; Matei, Pop 2001, 264-265; Vulpe/Teodor 2003, 74-75, 81-82; Gheorghiu 2005, 143-144;
Glodariu/Moga 2006, 82.
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to this form (T VII, T VIII*> and TSB). The only complete vessel is more of a
mug, having the height of 10 cm, so it was probably used for drinking or
taking out the liquid, rather then for pouring it (fig. 9/1).

The jugs of Gradistea de Munte were wheel made or handmade, of
fine, semi-fine, semi-course or course paste, tempered with sand, grog, mica,
sometimes pebbles. Most of the samples are slipped (and in some cases
polished), some of them bearing the slip only on the interior or the
exterior?. Both hand-made and wheel-made jugs have a ring foot, while the
handles were faceted, bifid or tripartite (fig. 9/5). The majority of those
vessels were fired in a mainly oxidizing atmosphere. Decoration is not
elaborated (horizontal incisions and nervures), but painted fragments were
discovered as well (fig. 9/3).

Pitchers (fig. 10)

Another ceramic form used for serving and pouring liquids was the
pitcher”’, a slender vessel with a narrow mouth, cylindrical long thinned
neck, hemispherical or oval body, ring foot, and an elegant handle. The
complete samples unearthed are more than 30 cm in height (fig. 10/2, 7) and
are all wheel-made. The paste is of fine quality, with mica, sand and grog,
fired mostly in oxidizing conditions® and almost always slipped. The
handle is either round, bifid or tripartite in section; horizontal nervures are
present on the rim, neck and shoulder of the recipients. A fragment found
on T VII bears a “T”-shaped graffito on the interior of the rim (fig. 10/4),
while a complete pitcher found at Fetele Albe was painted in the specific
figurative style of the Dacian capital (fig. 10/7) %°.

Analogies for this pitcher from Fetele Albe could be found at
Aquileial® and Torre Vella, Badalona in the Iberian Peninsula (type 9100,
time of Domitian; fig. 10/6)101. At Pompeii, dated around the age of
Tiberius, a similar though not identical recipient was found (Pucci XLV,
variant 2), an IS product, an imitation after a bronze pitcher (fig. 10/1)102.

9 Florea 1993, 107, fig. 7/5; Florea 1994, 57, fig. V/3; Florea 1998, 164.

% It is possible that originally the slip covered the whole body.

97 Crisan 1969, 172; Andritoiu/Rustoiu 1997, 87; Florea 1998, 113-116; Matei/Pop 2001,
265; Glodariu/Moga 2006, 70-71, 82-83.

98 Reduced firing (fig. 10/2, 5): Crisan 1969, 310, pl. LVIIl/3; Florea 1993, p. 107.

9 Retrieved from the floor of a dwelling, imitation of a metallic vessel, height = 32,5 cm,
rim diameter = 7,4 cm, ring foot diameter = 11,5 cm, dated at the end of the 1st century
AD: Daicoviciu/Glodariu/ Piso 1973, 76, fig. 25 A, fig. 24; Florea 1998, 165, pl. 47.

100 Aquileia 1991, pl. 13/CO 1.

101 Moran Alvarez/Paya i Merce 2007, 203, pl. 15/3.

102 Atlante 1985, 398, pl. CXXXIIL/ 6.
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Related pieces are encountered on the Pontic coastline: a Suceveanu XLVI
pitcher, rim diameter of 8 cm, probably produced at Istros, dated 1stcentury-
early 2nd century AD1%3, or the vessel from Terzigno, dated 79 AD04, Finally,
a good analogy for the fragment found on T VIII is to be found at Stobi'05.

Kraters (fig. 11)

The proper krater was a recipient used for mixing wine with water,
present in the Greek tableware services!0®. Its typical shape and the fact that
the samples found in Dacian sites were covered by a strongly polished
metallic slip have determined the Romanian specialists to keep this ancient
denomination for the above mentioned vessels'?”. Thus, the functionality of
these recipients as kraters is only presumed, and it may be confirmed or
infirmed by the archaeological contexts of the discoveries.

The samples of this form are wheel-made, from a fine paste, mostly
fired in a reducing atmosphere (only at Sarmizegetusa Regia there is a
oxidized fired krater: fig. 11/7), with many finds at Meleia and Rudele; they
are dated to the second half of the 15t century AD8. All of these vessels
have a ring-foot and vertical lug handles (fig. 11/4-5, 8-11; only one krater
has horizontal handles: fig. 11/7)19. The simple decoration consists of
horizontal incisions and nervures, rarely waved incisions (fig. 11/8).

Curiously, the closest morphological analogy is the so-called bell-
krater from Knossos, dated to Protogeometric B (fig. 11/1)!10. Similar
handles can be found on the column-kraters painted in the Hadra style,
from the 3rd-2nd centuries BC!!1. A similar shaped vessel, Dicocer COM-IB
Stl, a so-called stamnos for mixing and preparing food/liquids, was found
in the Iberian Peninsula and dated between 250-100 BC (fig. 11/3)112. At
Stobi, a krater with the rim diameter of 24 cm was discovered in a context
dated to the second and third quarters of the 1st century BC (fig. 11/2)113.
Another slipped krater was present in the inventory of a ritual pit from the

103 Suceveanu 2000, pl. 72/14.

104 Cicirelli 1996, 163, fig. 8/33.

105 Slipped piece, not dated: Anderson-Stojanovi¢ 1992, 115, pl. 105/889.

106 Richter/Milne 1935, 6; Folsom 1967, 104; Coldstream/ Eiring/Forster 2001, 46-47.

107 Crisan 1969, 193-194; Ursachi 1995, 188; Gheorghiu 2005, 145.

108 Crisan 1969, 323-324, pl. XCVII/1-3, pl. XCVIII/1-4, pl. C/1-2, 1. C1/4; Gheorghiu
2005, 145.

109 There is only one krater without any handles (fig. 11/12).

110 Coldstream/ Eiring/Forster 2001, 47, 51, fig. 1.15/d.

111 Pierrat-Bonnefois 2002, 177-178, fig. 6.

112 Dijcocer 1993, 356.

113 Anderson-Stojanovic 1992, 108, pl. 94/801.
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1st century BC 114, Coarse ware kraters were produced in Athens until the
end of the 1st century BC, although the fine samples disappeared around 175
BC115,

Similar vessels, of local production, were discovered on the Siret
Valley, at Brad and Racadtdu, but their Mediterranean prototype could not be
identified (fig. 11/6)'16. Another example comes from Popesti, south of the
Carpathians!?”. Unfortunately, that is also the case for Sarmizegetusa Regia:
no original metallic or ceramic kraters were found here.

The so-called kraters were found at Gradistea de Munte alongside
storage vessels!8, so it is possible that this form was also used for storing
food or liquids, giving the fact that some samples contained burned
grains!’®. Similar storage jars were found at Athens!?0. At Corinth, a shape-
related recipient, but from coarse paste, had served for cooking purposes,
towards the middle of the 1st century AD!2l. The problem of their
functionality was discussed, even relating to the samples found in Athens,
their use of mixing vessels being uncertain due to the coarse paste from
which they were modeled. However, this possibility was not excluded,
since no other fine ceramic vessels which could have been initially used for
mixing liquids were discovered!?2. Finally, the dimensions of the complete
vessels from Sarmizegetusa Regia (height = 17,4-44 cm, rim diameter = 16,3-
49 c¢m) 12 may suggest a function related both to preparing and serving
liquids, and to food conservation!4.

114 Tonkova 2005, 169, 171, table I/1. Judging by its reduced dimensions, this piece is
more likely a beaker/ drinking cup or a miniature vessel, rather than an actual krater.

115 Rotroff 2006, 105-107, fig. 36-38.

116 Popescu 2008a, 75, 92, synthesis 10/B%4, synthesis 12/R185.

117 Crisan 1969, 193, fig. 104.

118 Some rim fragments from T VII might be taken into consideration (they all have
traces of slip), but the high level of fragmentation hinders a firm conclusion.

119 Jaroslavschi 1995, 58. A contrary information (there were no burned grains found
inside these vessels) in Gheorghiu 2005, 145.

120 Rotroff 2006, 95, 262, fig. 27/165 (aprox 115-86 BC).

121 Warner Slane 1990, 123, 126, fig. 33/270.

122 Rotroff 2006, 106-107.

123 The only vessel with horizontal lug handles, found at Sarmizegetusa Regia, is also
the biggest one published so far (height = 44 cm, rim diameter = 49 cm). It is exceptional
not only by its morphological features, but also by its large dimensions and firing
particularity (it has a yellowish colour). Unfortunately, there are no mentions of its
archaeological context (fig. 11/7): Crisan 1969, 323.

124 Close analysis of complete preserved vessels may lead to the identification of
interior use marks, but also of the ways in which the recipients were operated. Important
data may be supplied through residual analysis, because the presence of tartaric acid in
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Spouted bowls (fig. 12)

These recipients, treated separately by the archaeologists as spouted
vessels!?5, are easy to recognize: the spout and the transversal massive
handle individualize these bowls in the Dacian ceramic repertoire. This
form is present on the Siret Valley, at Brad and Poiana (fig. 12/3, 6)126, and
possibly at Arpasul de Sus (both wheel and handmade), in Transylvanial?”.

They were wheel made from a fine or course paste (fig. 12/2)128.
Some fragments, including painted shards, were unearthed on T VIII (fig.
12/4-5), while a complete spouted bowl was found during excavations on
the 2nd Terrace of “Sesul cu branza”, level 11, alongside the pitcher painted in
figurative style (height = 12,7 cm, rim diameter = 12 cm, base diameter = 9
cm, brown burnished paste), dated at the end of the 1st century AD (fig.
12/1)1%. Pouring liquids was the presumed destination for these vessels!'?0,
with the acknowledgement that the exact functionality is not fully
understood?31.

Morel 6521 (fig. 12/7-9) seems to be the closest morphologically
related type to the spouted bowls found at Sarmizegetusa Regia. It imitated
metallic recipients, being present in Tarquinia, as a local or regional product,
towards 300 BC; another piece was found in a West Slope ceramic
assemblage, in Crete, dated to the 3rd century BCI32. Situlge with similar
basket handles were used in Athens between 250-86 BC for mixing and
pouring liquids (the small pieces might have been related to the cult of
goddess Isis), or for taking out and transporting water (the bigger ones)!33.
Also in 2nd -1st centuries BC Athens, spouted vessels, but with a slightly
different morphology, were used either as filters for liquids (a perforated
sieve made of clay was placed at the base of the spout; the bowls were

the walls of the vessel could point out to the use of these so-called kraters as wine
containers (Stacey 2010).

125 Florea 1994, 49, 51; Ursachi 1995, 47-48; Florea 1998, 165-166; Gheorghiu 2005, 145.

126 Hellenistic pots found in Athens (Rotroff 1997, 405, fig. 127/1629) were proposed as
models for these vessels: Popescu 2008a: 76, 83, synthesis 10/B92, synthesis 11/P126. In
my opinion their morphological features are different. A bowl from Poiana, considered
an imitation (Popescu 2008a, synthesis 11/P 127 b), is in fact similar with a piece from
Stobi: Anderson-Stojanovi¢ 1992, 94/805.

127 Glodariu 1981b, 157, fig. 3/78.

128 Traces of secondary firing are mentioned as well: Florea 1998, 116.

129 Daicoviciu/Glodariu/Piso 1973, 76, fig. 25 B.

130 Florea 1998, 166; Gheorghiu 2005, 145.

131 Florea 1998, 116-117, 166.

132 Morel 1981, 198, 398, n. 530, 514-515, pl. 198/6521a 1.

133 Rotroff 1997, 134-135, 302-303, fig. 40/570-578; Rotroff 2006, 81, 253-254, fig. 14-15.
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slipped and had similar dimensions in comparison to the samples of
Sarmizegetusa Regia: height = 16 cm, rim diameter =12 cm) or for industrial
activities’34. Spouted jars were noted also among the kitchenware from
Herculaneum, having massive circular handles, however with no remarks
on their functionality35.

Summing up...

Several characteristics may be drawn out from this brief
presentation of the tableware discovered at Sarmizegetusa Regia. Regarding
technology?%, the majority of the respective recipients were produced on
the potter’s wheel, with a high level of finishing. The paste used in the
majority of the cases had low porosity and a fine soapy texture, rich in mica,
in correspondence to the geology of the Gradiste Hill. In addition, sand,
grog and, rarely, pebbles were used as temper. The firing conditions, with
temperatures reaching 900°C, enabled good results, in oxidizing, mixed, or
reducing atmosphere; thus, the colour of the vessels expands from pale
yellow, to reddish brown, and to several shades of gray. The majority of the
tableware was slipped, the quality of the clay immersion differing from a
thin layer, which easily flakes away, to a thick metallic coating, almost like a
glazel¥”. As was mentioned above, the decoration used by the local potters
can be described as elegant and in a “classical” style; the main elements that
compose the ornamentation are grooves, nervures and incisions. Geometric,
vegetal and zoomorphic designs were painted on some tableware
recipients, either directly on the paste or on a yellowish slip3.

One can observe a limited variety of forms in the tableware
repertoire of Sarmizegetusa Regia. There are no statistical data so far, but it
appears that tableware recipients are the most represented category in the
Dacian capital, constituting almost half of the entire ceramic materiall®.
While vessels for eating and serving food are quite common, I noticed the

134 Rotroff 1997, 405, fig. 127/1629; Rotroff 2006, 117-118, fig. 55/327-328.

135 Scatozza Horicht 1996, 146, fig. 10/1-2.

136 My personal conclusions on the ceramics from T VII were backed up by laboratory
analysis (optical microscopy and X-ray power diffraction) on a sample of 11 shards,
performed by my colleague Rodica Filipescu, Department of Geology, “Babes-Bolyai”
University, Cluj: Filipescu et al. 2012.

137 ] could not identify any preferences in the slip technology.

138 For the production process of painted pottery from the Sarmizegetusa Regia, see
Florea 1998, 152-155.

139 This is the situation for the pottery found on T VII, which I have studied in my PhD
thesis. From a total of 321 fragments, 153 represented tableware. Storage vessels followed
with 93 shards, and lids with 46 pieces.
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relative scarcity of proper drinking vessels, but a fair representation of
pouring vessels. In this stage of research, it should be noted that a similar
pattern of ceramic assemblage starts to take shape: tableware-storage
vessels-cooking wares!40,

Few imports can be mentioned in this ceramic category and this was
interpreted as the consequence of the high level of craftsmanship of the local
products!#l. In my opinion, this matter is open to analysis and discussion,
because most of the ceramic material is unpublished and it may offer
surprises. On the other hand, separating the imports from the local luxury
wares should guide us to the understanding of the process by which Greek-
Roman models influenced the ceramic production from Gradistea de
Munte, in the cultural context of the second half and the end of the 1st
century AD.

Finally, concerning the individual or collective consumption of food
and liquids, this aspect of use should be determined (also) by the
archaeological context. From the data collected up to this moment, the
ceramic assemblages found in (major) public edifices could point to the
conclusion that conviviality was a reality in Sarmizegetusa Regia’s social
ambiance. For example, a considerable number of tableware vessels,
associated with storage jars and cooking pots, had been in use at the time
the constructions on T VII and T VIII were destroyed. In these complexes we
encounter several massive dishes, practically unusable by a single
individual, alongside large rim diameter bowls, suitable for collective
drinking. To this matter I should add the presence of graffiti on a good
number of bowls and dishes found in the respective archaeological contexts
(possibly property marks), which might enforce the assumption that those
edifices were intended (at least temporarily) for convivial practices.

Questioning the future

This brief overview of the tableware from Sarmizegetusa Regia
should bring forth the necessity of developing new and significant pottery
studies regarding the ceramic material from this Dacian site. This effort
must be focused on publishing old/new finds (preferably from closed
complexes) and on a detailed analysis of the ceramic imports. Also, a
distribution map, comprising all the discoveries from this major site (and
permanently updated), will help to recognize production, trade, and
consumption patterns. The archaeologists” approach needs to be supported

140 This pattern is characteristic for the archaeological contexts in the vicinity of the
sacred area of Sarmizegetusa Regia: T VIl and T VIIL
141 Glodariu 1976, 25.
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by interdisciplinary research, as well: laboratory analysis (including residual
studies), 3D reconstruction'?, a computer data base, and experimental
archaeology.

In the end, the answer for a simple and yet complex question should
emerge from all the information gathered and processed: are we in the
presence of a community that knows as much about feasting as it does
about feeding? ... and if there was a feast, what was it for? As Sarah Ralph
stated, there are social, political, economical, and cultural reasons that
influence what and in which manner humans consume food/liquids!43. As
a paraphrase, I want to add that (particularly for the time and space of this
study) this motivation could also be of a religious kind, and that the ceramic
pattern depicted earlier (tableware-storage vessels-cooking pots) might
prove an important link in understanding and portraying the function(s) of
the major edifices surrounding the sacred area of Sarmizegetusa Regia.
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Fig. 6 - Bowls and prototypes. Istros: 8 (apud Suceveanu 2000). Bowls from
Sarmizegetusa Regia, possible imports: 1 (apud Glodariu 1976); 2 (apud Gheorghiu 2005).
Bowls from Sarmizegetusa Regia: 3-7 (apud Florea 1993); 9 (drawing by the author).
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Deep bowls from Sarmizegetusa Regia: 4 (apud Gheorghiu 2005); 6 (drawing by the
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bowl from Rudele: 2 (apud Crisan 1969).
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Vella: 6 (apud Moran Alvarez, Paya i Merce 2007). Pitchers from Sarmizegetusa Regia:
4 (drawing by the author); 5 (apud Florea 1993). Pitcher from Fetele Albe: 6 (apud Florea
1998). Pitchers from Rudele: 2 (apud Crisan 1969); 3 (apud Gheorghiu 2005).

Fig. 11 - Kratera and prototypes. Knossos: 1 (apud Coldstream, Eiring, Forster 2001).
Stobi: 2 (apud Anderson-Stojanovi¢ 1992). Dicocer COM IB St1: 3 (apud Dicocer 1993).
Racatau: 6 (Popescu 2008a). Krater from Sarmizegetusa Regia: 7 (apud Crisan 1969).
Krater from Rudele: 4 (apud Gheorghiu 2005); Kratera from Meleia: 5, 8-12 (apud
Crisan 1969).

Fig. 12 - Spouted bowls and prototypes. Morel 6521a 1: 7-9 (apud Morel 1981). Brad:
3 (apud Popescu 2008 a), 6 (apud Ursachi 1995). Spouted bowls from Sarmizegetusa
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Sacred conviviality in the Lower Danube region.
The case of the Sancraieni hoard

Mariana EGRI
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Abstract. The article is analysing the practical and symbolic meanings of the
silver hoard discovered at Sancrdieni, in eastern Transylvania. The recovered
inventory consists of one specific set of garment accessories, the assemblage of
different drinking vessels, two silver coins and a ceramic vessel which was
presumably used as a container. Previous analyses of the hoard suggested that
the vessels belonged to a feasting assemblage amassed by one of the local
chieftains, and the deposit might have been a particularly lavish offering.
However, the comparative analysis of its context of discovery, the functional
structure of the assemblage and the functional and structural relationships
between this hoard and others from the north and the south of the Danube
indicates that the hoard is more likely related to the social function, status and
identity of a priestess, being similar with those used in rituals. Thus the interred
assemblage is the result of a commemorative practice through which the
material symbols related to the social self of a deceased priestess were buried in
order to be transferred into another world. The silver drinking vessels might
have been selected, brought over and offered by a number of individuals as part
of a ritual of separation, which might have also contributed to the reiteration of
the social connections between the participants.

Key words: funerary feast, commemoration, silver hoard, Dacia, identity.

Rezumat: Convivialitate sacrd la Dunirea de Jos. Cazul tezaurului de la
Sancrdieni. Articolul analizeazd semnificatiile practice si simbolice ale
tezaurului de argint descoperit la Sancrdieni, in Transilvania rasdriteand.
Inventarul recuperat constd dintr-un set specific de accesorii vestimentare,
grupul de vase de baut diferite, doud monede de argint si un vas ceramic folosit
probabil ca recipient. Analize precendente ale tezaurului au sugerat ca vasele
apartineau unui ansamblu festiv acumulat de unul din sefii locali, iar depunerea
poate si fi fost o ofrand deosebit de somptuoass. insd analiza comparativa a
contextului de descoperire, structura functionald a ansamblului si raporturile
functionale si structurale intre acest tezaur si altele de la nord si de la sud de
Dundre indica faptul cd tezaurul e mai probabil legat de functia sociald, statutul
si identitatea unei preotese; vasele seamdnd cu cele folosite in ritualuri. Astfel,
ansamblul ingropat este rezultatul unei practici comemorative prin care
simbolurile materiale legate de identitatea sociald a preotesei decedate au fost
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ingropate pentru a fi transferate intr-o alta lume. Vasele de baut din argint pot
sd fi fost selectate, aduse si oferite de un numar de indivizi ca parte a unui ritual
de despadrtire, ceea ce poate s fi contribuit la rindul siu la reiterarea legaturilor
sociale dintre participanti.

Cuvinte cheie: banchet funerar, comemorare, tezaur de argint, Dacia,
identitate.

Introduction

The convivial practices of various societies are amongst the most
investigated topics of the social anthropology and archaeology of the last
decades, following the development of processual and post-processual
analytic approaches. It is now largely acknowledged that the collective
feasts can be among the most influential means of authority and control, but
they can also promote social cohesion and contribute to the construction of
communal identity, while serving as highly effective social-political and
economic instruments!. All human societies create and use a variety of
specific convivial practices which serve certain purposes and are adapted to
particular contexts and situations, as the communal food and beverage
consumption contributes to the construction and preservation of social
connections through the sharing of a life-supporting, multi-sensorial and
even emotional experience. As a consequence, there is a wide variety of
feasting practices, each being characterised by different specific dining
styles, rules, foodstuffs and paraphernalia, and fulfilling various practical
and symbolic scopes.

Thus, although the convivial practices of one community might
have influenced the neighbouring or the more distant ones, a certain degree
of caution must be exercised in the interpretation of the adoption,
incorporation and adaptation of foreign foodstuffs, goods and practices into
local dining styles. For example the presence of Mediterranean drinking
vessels in assemblages recovered from Late Iron Age contexts in the
temperate Europe does not necessarily imply the adoption of the
corresponding banqueting styles, as the local consumers consistently
selected such goods according to their own feasting habits, frequently
integrating them into quite different dining sets?. Furthermore, even in the
case in which the “barbarian” consumers got in direct contact with, and had
the chance to experience, the Mediterranean feasting practices, they might

1 Castillo et al. 1996, 7-8; Dietler 1996; 2001, 65-74; 2006, 232-233; Hamilakis 1998; 2008;
Hayden 2001; Poux 2004; Williams 2004, 421-423; Egri/Rustoiu 2008; Egri 2013a etc.
2 See the examples in Dietler 1996; Poux 2004; Egri/Rustoiu 2008 etc.
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have chosen to take over and spread further only some elements, perhaps
the most visible and spectacular, while neglecting the more subtle details
and their meanings that required a lengthy, intimate and guided initiation
and familiarization.

Some attempts have been made to classify the feasting practices
from a theoretical point of view?, mostly by taking into consideration their
main social-political outcome, albeit in practice these categorisations seldom
work due to the frequent identification of overlapping and sometimes
conflicting features, actors, practices and meanings in specific archaeological
contexts?. One eloquent example is the commemorative feast performed in a
well-structured hierarchical society, like the one which will be discussed
below, that was meant to support the restoration or reiteration of social
cohesion, being at the same time diacritical due to the selective inclusion of
only certain individuals, but it can also interpreted as an occasion of social-
political competition within the given group.

The identification of archaeological contexts related to feasting
practices can be problematic especially outside the Mediterranean world
due to the scarcity of relevant written and iconographic evidence that can be
used as a point of reference. More specifically, the Greek and Roman literary
accounts of the convivial practices of many Late Iron Age populations from
the temperate Europe may be distorted due to the use of recurrent
ethnographic topoi or anachronic sources, or by the political and intellectual
agenda of the authors®. At the same time, some of these populations might
have left very little relevant iconographic evidence, thus providing a rather
patchy image of their visual language, which makes the interpretation quite
difficult. In these situations the detailed analysis of relevant archaeological
contexts may provide the necessary answers, completing and correcting the
scarce information recovered from other sources, or even adding new
dimensions to this important part of the social-political, spiritual and
economic life of a community.

The identification of feasting assemblages raises other methodological
problems, because not every inventory containing many drinking vessels,
cooking- or dining-related implements and food remains is an indicator of
such practices. The answer lays in the contextual analysis of the assemblages,
taking into consideration relevant features¢ like the settings, the participants,

3 Dietler 1996; 2001, 65-74; Hayden 2001, 35-40.

4 Hamilakis 2008, 16-17.

5 See for example the comments in Poux/Feugere 2002, 202-211; Petre 2004, 178 and
235-236; Nelson 2005, 38-44; Craven 2007, 37-43.

6 Hayden 2001, 40-41, table 2.1.
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the functional structure and quality of the inventory, the preparation and
dining style, the nature and quantity of foodstuffs and beverage, the ancillary
paraphernalia and the manner in which the remains were disposed of.
Furthermore, the nature of such assemblages and contexts can be validated
through a comparison with the evidence coming from settlement and burial
contexts and inventories belonging to the same community.

Amongst the many categories of collective feasts the funerary and
commemorative ones play an important social and political role in all
human societies, as they contribute to the restoration of social cohesion
disturbed by the death of any individual, by facilitating the reincorporation
of the mourners into the social body, and at the same time the safe transition
of the deceased from the world of the living into the otherworld”. The
commemorative feasts are also a form of mnemonic practice, involving
sensorial and emotional experiences, which contributes to the construction,
reiteration and manipulation of collective memory and identity. According
to Hamilakis, “mortuary feasting [...] is a mode of generalised consumption,
where food, bodies, persons and memories are consumed”s.

Taking into consideration the aforementioned methodological
observations and theoretical framework, the present article is going to
discuss the functional structure and the interring context of the silver hoard
from Sancrdieni, as well as its symbolic and practical significance.

The context of discovery

The hoard of silver objects has been accidentally discovered in 1953 in an
andesite quarry located westward of the Sancrdieni village (Harghita
County) and at around 1 km southward of the Dacian fortress of Jigodin I
(Fig. 1). A controlled explosion has been carried out in the quarry on 11
August 1953, to remove a large and unstable rock that threatened the
workers’ safety. Nine silver vessels, one bracelet and one brooch have been
discovered after the explosion, on the upper side of the hill, between the
roots of a wild rose shrub. Other items have been recovered during the next
two days in the presence of some specialists and representatives of the local
administration, a few on the same spot and others either scattered around
due to the explosion or returned by the workers. The recovered assemblage
of silver objects weights 3650 gr and comprises one brooch of the late LT
type, two bracelets, one Dyrrachium drachma, one Thasos tetra-drachma

7 Hamilakis 1998, 115-118; 2008, 16; Williams 2004, 421-423; Jones 2007, 57-60. See also
Hertz 2004; Morris 1992, 1-2; Parker Pearson 1999, 142-168.
8 Hamilakis 1998, 117.



Mariana Egri, Aurel Rustoiu 157

and 15 vessels’. Aside from them, some fragments of a handmade ceramic
jar have also been discovered, probably the remains of the container in
which at least some of the inventory was buried?. Some of the silver vessels
have been deteriorated in the explosion. However many of them are quite
well preserved. Some vessels might have been disassembled prior to burial
in ancient times, a hypothesis suggested by the discovery of separate
handles and foot bases that were not attached to the cups. Lastly, it seems
that the hoard has been incompletely recovered. In previous literature it has
been presumed that some coins, jewellery, vessels or part of them were
lost!1. Still, the structure and significance of the entire presumed assemblage
can be convincingly reconstructed from the recovered inventory.

All of the recovered artefacts have been taken over by the Museum
of Miercurea Ciuc on 15 August 1953. In 1971 the large majority of the finds
has been transferred to the National Museum of Romanian History in
Bucharest (at that time the newly established National Museum of History
of the Socialist Republic of Romania), whereas a few fragments of silver
vessels remained in the collections of the Harghita County Museum!2.
Several restoration procedures were performed, first in the Museum of
Miercurea Ciuc and later in Bucharest, the most recent interventions
modifying the initial aspect of some artefacts!>. As a consequence, the
pictures and drawings from the first publications discussing the hoard are
more reliable as they present the initial aspect of the finds, so these will also
be used in this analysis!4.

The geography and archaeology of the region in which the hoard
has been found (Fig. 1) are also relevant for understanding its context of use
and burial, and its symbolic significance. The Ciuc Depression, crossed from
the north to the south by the Olt River and connected with the regions
situated outside the Carpathians or with Central Transylvania through a

9 Kovacs 1953, 15-17.

10 Székely 1954, 24, pl. 17/4-5.

11 Popescu 1958, 157; Spanu 2012a, 70.

12 Crisan 2000, 69-71, pl. 123/6-8, “rediscovered” these fragments in the Museum of
Miercurea Ciuc and presumed that they belonged to some unpublished vessels.
However, the fragments belong to some of the vessels discovered in 1953, see Székely
1954, pl. 12/2,14/7,17/2; Spanu 2012a, 71.

13 See further in Spanu 2012a.

14 The first pictures and drawings have been published shortly after the discovery by Z.
Székely (1954), many silver vessels being still un-restored. Afterwards, D. Popescu has
published extensively the entire hoard, the items being already restored, albeit without
any major morphological changes (Popescu 1958; 1967). Glodariu 1974, pl. 35-38/a4
reproduces the drawings published by D. Popescu. The kantharoi have recently been re-
drawn and re-published by D. Spanu (2012a).
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series of passes used from ancient times, has rich resources of iron which
were exploited from the Early Iron Age onwards!>. Numerous traces of iron
processing (including bloomeries) that can be dated to the Late Iron Age
have been identified in the region’¢. Between the 2nd century BC and the 1st
century AD, these iron resources, as well as the related distribution
networks, were controlled through a system of fortified settlements and
fortresses located alongside the regional routes of communication. Each of
these centres was surrounded by a network of rural settlements!’,
illustrating a high density of habitation in spite of the colder local climate in
comparison with the neighbouring Transylvanian regions or with those
from the east or south of the Carpathians. In this context, it has to be noted
that the hoard from Sancrdieni has been discovered in the central part of the
Ciuc Depression, southward of the west - east line of fortresses blocking the
access into the region. More precisely, three fortresses with walls built of
stone, timber and earth are located in the close vicinity, forming a triangle
on the right bank of the Olt River (the Jigodin I, II and III fortresses)!8,
whereas another fortress is located eastward, on the left bank of the Olt, at
Leliceni®. A series of artefacts recovered from these fortresses or from the
adjacent rural settlements (ceramic and metal vessels, garment accessories,
jewellery etc) indicates the establishing of certain exchange relationships
with several distant communities (from the east and south of the
Carpathians or from Transylvania, but also with others from the Balkans,
the eastern Mediterranean etc), and also a significant degree of mobility of
certain individuals. Lastly, some archaeological contexts from settlements or
isolated find-spots point to a series of ritual practices that are similar to
those encountered across a wider area in pre-Roman Dacia, for example the
so-called non-funerary pits containing human remains, those containing
deposits of vessels or the burying of hoards consisting of silver jewellery.
Accordingly, the hoard of Sancrdieni belongs to a wider phenomenon
specific to the Dacian civilization of the 15t century BC. On the other hand,
its structure and characteristics seem to reflect the specific cultural features
of the region in which it has been found.

Chronology

The recovered jewellery (Fig. 5) and coins are relevant for the dating of the
context of discovery. Four decades ago, K. Horedt noted that the practice of

15 Boroffka 1987, 55-57, map 1.

16 Glodariu/Iaroslavschi 1979, 16-17, 23-25.
17 Crisan 2000, pl. 4.

18 Crisan 2000, 45-50.

19 Crisan 2000, 50-51.
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burying hoards containing silver jewellery is specific to the Dacian
communities of Transylvania and the south of the Carpathians. He divided
chronologically this phenomenon in three distinct horizons, according to the
typological evolution of the jewellery and to its association with Greek or
Roman coins. The first horizon corresponded to the LT D1 (125-75 BC), the
second one to the LT D2 (75-25 BC), and the third horizon to the Augustan
and early Tiberian period (25 BC - AD 25)20.

The bracelets made of a silver rod and having flattened ends
decorated with snake heads or geometric elements are encountered in a
series of Transylvanian hoards belonging to the first horizon?! (see Table 1).
They are mostly associated with brooches having knobs, but also with those
of the late LT type, as in the Sancrdieni hoard. Other contemporaneous
jewellery sets contain other types of bracelets made of silver rods (twisted or
with the ends rolled up), chains consisting of folded loops, torques-like
necklaces, or spirals made of silver wire having undecorated ends. Lastly, in
a few cases the jewellery set was buried together with Greek coins:
drachmas of Apollonia and Dyrrachium or tetra-drachmas of Thasos.

The brooches of the late LT type are usually associated with
brooches having knobs, typical of the hoards dated in the first horizon,
albeit in a few cases they also appear in hoards belonging to the next
horizon, for example at Ghelinta and Colddu. The latter hoards contain
large silver spiral bracelets having the ends decorated with zoomorphic
elements combined with stamped palmettes.

The two bracelets from the Sancrdieni hoard (Fig. 5), both made of
silver rods, are not forming a true pair. One of them has open ends, whereas
the second bracelet has adjoined ends. Their decoration is also different.
Similar situations have also been noted in other hoards, for example at
Cehei, Cehetel (both containing three bracelets each) and Sarmasag??2. Thus
the items from Sancraieni must have belonged to a single set of jewellery
even if they are not morphologically identical. It has to be also noted that the
decoration of one of the bracelets from Sancrdieni (Fig. 5/2) has stylistical

20 Horedt 1973, 151. Zirra/Spanu 1992 suggest three main chronological phases of the
hoards containing Dacian jewellery, separated by two intermediary phases. For a
discussion regarding this chronology and other ideas proposed by the two mentioned
authors see the objections in Medelet 1994, 213-221. Spanu 2002 returns to this chronology
and, ignoring his own theories expressed a decade earlier, divides the evolution of these
hoards in just two groups by combining the second and the third groups identified by
Horedt into a single one. However, the author fails to argue in favour of his new theory.

21 A pair of brooches with open decorated ends belongs to the (now lost) hoard
discovered at Remetea Mare and dated to the Augustan period, but their morphology
seems to be different from those of the pieces coming from earlier hoards (Bleyer 1906).

22 Medelet 1994, 216 also suggested that some of these “bracelets” might have been
used as anklets.
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analogies on two brooches from the Cehetel hoard, also coming from
eastern Transylvania?®. At the same time, the brooches which were included
into the aforementioned silver jewellery sets usually belonged to one or
more pairs, being worn symmetrically on the shoulders, while the
assemblage was completed by a single brooch worn on the chest, either one
of the same type, but having different dimensions, or of a different type-.
All these brooches could have been linked with metal chains or with strings
made of organic materials (textiles or leather etc.)?. Due to this particularity
it is quite possible that one or more brooches belonging to the jewellery set
from Sancrdieni might have not been recovered.

Taking into consideration the aforementioned observations, the
hoard from Sancrdieni can be dated to the first horizon of Dacian hoards,
more precisely to the LT D1.

This dating is also sustained by the accompanying silver vessels
(Fig. 2-4), which belong to three major forms: hemispherical and conical
cups (mastoi) and two-handled goblets (kantharoi). These forms have a wide
distribution around the Mediterranean and even farther, being made of
metal, ceramic and glass. The variants of hemispherical and conical cups
represented in the Sancraieni hoard are usually dated between 150 and 50
BC2. In the northern Balkans and in Dacia they appear in a series of hoards
dated in the same period, for example at Sindel, Bohot and Jakimovo in
Bulgaria or at Bucuresti-Herastrau and Lupu in Romania (see Table 2). At
Jakimovo the conical cups are associated with late Republican bronze
vessels and two silver kantharoi (one complete and another fragmentarily
preserved). A grave from Doirentsi in Bulgaria contains a bronze pan of the
Aylesford type and a silver kantharos, together with the typical panoply of
arms of the Padea-Panagjurski Kolonii group.

The silver vessels from Sancraieni

As already mentioned the silverware assemblage consists of 15 vessels - two
hemispherical cups, five conical cups and eight two-handled goblets or
kantharoi?’. The decorative patterns on all vessels were gilded. If only the
general morphology is taken into consideration, the assemblage apparently

2 Szekely 1965, fig. 3/1-2.

24 Medelet 1994, 217; Rustoiu 1997, 80-83, table 1.

25 Medelet 1994, 217-218; Rustoiu 1997, 83.

26 See for example Graue 1974, 30; Horedt 1973, 143, who considered that the peak of
their popularity corresponds to the first quarter of the 1st century BC, Piana
Agostinetti/Priuli 1985; Spanu 2002, 115; Spanu/ Cojocaru 2009, 98; Rodriguez Casanova
2008, 237-239; Baratte 2001, 298-299, fig. 24 and 26 etc.

27 The numbering of the vessels in this article corresponds to that in Popescu 1958.
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comprises two drinking sets, one consisting of vessels with a foot-base and
two handles, and another of foot-less and handle-less cups that probably
had to be mostly hand-held. However, several morphological, decorative
and manufacturing details suggest a far more diverse origin of the vessels,
which seem to have been manufactured in different workshops or by
different craftsmen.

The two undecorated hemispherical cups (Fig. 2, no. 1 and 2) are
morphologically and dimensionally identical, the form being very common
from the Caucasus region and Iran to Egypt, Spain, southern Italy and the
Balkans, although its origin and subsequent impact on ceramic production are
still debated?8. The first three conical cups (Fig. 2, no. 3, 4 and 5, the last one
being fragmentary preserved) are also identical despite some small
dimensional variations, and have the so-called “Attic profile”?. The form is
also quite common around the Mediterranean in the late Hellenistic times,
being encountered from Greece and the Balkans to the Iberian Peninsula. The
fragmentary cup no. 5 is inscribed with the Greek letters me, representing
either an abbreviated name (perhaps of the owner) or an indication of
capacity or weight, the latter hypothesis being the most plausible, although
the monetary standard used in this case remains unknown3°. The next two
conical cups (Fig. 2, no. 6 and 7), richly decorated on the rim and the upper
half, seem to form a distinct pair, but some decorative details slightly
differentiate them. Their morphology is less common and is probably
inspired by earlier eastern Mediterranean or northern Balkans prototypes like
those from the Rogozen hoard, whereas the decorative elements represent
specific interpretations of certain southern motifs. Summarising these
observations, it has to be noted that this apparently uniform group of vessels
is in fact composed of three sub-groups, each having morphological,
decorative and even manufacturing characteristics indicating that they may
have different origins in the eastern Mediterranean or in the Balkans.

Similar sub-groups can be also noted amongst the two-handled
goblets or kantharoi. The vessel no. 9 (Fig. 3) has no pair within the
assemblage and displays distinct morphological and manufacturing features
that resemble the Late Republican metal vessels produced in Italic workshops3!.

28 See note 25; for ceramic examples see the comments and further bibliography in
Rotroff 1982, 6-9; 2006, 367-376; Kiely / Perna 2010, 96-97 etc.

29 Py 1993, 132.

30 See other examples in Venedikov 1961; 358-362; Theodossiev 1991, 44-45; Zournatzi
2000; Spanu 2002, 117; 2012b, 92.

31 See for example the handle fittings of certain types of situlae (Bolla 1991, 16-17) and
beakers (Boube 1991, 25-28 and 34-37; Feugere 1991, 55-56); see also Piana Agostinetti/
Priuli 1985, fig. 1-2 and 6a-b; Piana Agostinetti 1998, 42-44; Spanu 2012a, 74-75.
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The next two vessels no. 8 and 15 (Fig. 3) share many morphological details,
but the decoration and some relevant manufacturing details related to the
foot’s shape and base indicate that they might have been made by different
craftsmen. In both cases the handles and the general morphology seem to
suggest a Mediterranean (perhaps Italic) prototype3?, albeit the vessels
themselves might have been made elsewhere, more likely in the northern
Balkans or the lower Danube region.

The goblet no. 14 (Fig. 3), richly decorated with vegetal details and
having a larger foot base, also has no pair in the assemblage. The
morphological and manufacturing details suggest that the craftsman who
made it was perhaps trained in a Greek centre from the eastern
Mediterranean, or more likely in a workshop from the northern Balkans
working in the late Hellenistic tradition. Furthermore, some nearly identical
silver goblet bases have been found in the inventory of a workshop at
Surcea, not far from Sancrdieni, indicating that an itinerant specialised
craftsman might have worked in the region®.

Lastly, the vessels no 10, 11, 12 and 13 (Fig. 4) are fairly similar,
displaying nearly identical morphological, decorative and manufacturing
details that seem to be local interpretations of certain Hellenistic elements
(for example the use of the so-called “Herakles knot” on handles or the
imbricate-leaf decoration on the cup)?*. These features may suggest that the
vessels were made in the same workshop, very probably in the northern
Balkans or the lower Danube region, although the activity of an itinerant
specialised craftsman in Transylvania cannot be excluded, given that some
morphological and manufacturing elements resemble those of the kantharos
no. 14. The manner in which the decorative elements were combined on
these cups resembles the ornamentation of the Hellenistic ceramic
hemispherical cups, especially of the Athenian and Corinthian ones, and it
has been suggested, due to some technological details, that these kantharoi
might have been manufactured by adding feet and handles to some silver
hemispherical cups?®.

32 Oliver 1965, 179, fig. 1; Piana Agostinetti/Priuli 1985, fig. 6a (grave XXXV at Ancona);
Piana Agostinetti 1998, 42-44, fig. 4; Painter 2001, 58-60; Spanu 2012a, 75.

33 Fettich 1953, 128-132; Székely 1954, 5-14.

34 According to Athenaeus (XI, 500a), the vessels decorated with the “Herakles knot”
were known as okvgot ‘Hpaxheotikoi; the motif was used as a good-luck symbol on
Classical and Hellenistic ceramic skyphoi and kantharoi, on metal vessels and jewellery
(Treister 1996, 211; Rotroff 1997, 89, n. 21, with further bibliography). For the imbricate-
leaf motif see Rotroff 1982, 16-17.

35 Spanu 2012a, 76-77; 2012b, 84.
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In conclusion the assemblage of silver vessels from Sancréieni is not
a unitary drinking set, nor two such sets presumably imitating the late
Hellenistic ones, but is an accumulation of vessels having different
morphologies and origins®. The structure of the assemblage of silverware is
very different from that of other contemporaneous hoards containing
vessels discovered northward the Danube (Fig. 6). For example at Lupu the
set of jewellery and decorated phalerae is accompanied by a silver
hemispherical cup and a bronze beaker of the Gallarate type, whereas at
Herastrau the silver conical cup was found together with a late Republican
bronze situla of the Eggers 21-22 type3® and a jewellery set.

Southward the Danube the situation is slightly different and only at
Jakimovo the vessels are accompanied by a pair of silver spiral bracelets.
The hoard contains four silver conical cups and two kantharoi (one
fragmentary preserved), as well as three fragmentary late Republican
bronze vessels: a situla of the Costesti-Tilisca type3?, a strainer and a pseudo-
skyphos made by a local craftsman who transformed a beaker probably of
the Gallarate type#0. On the other hand the deposit of vessels discovered at
Bohot, also in Bulgaria, consists of a bronze situla of the Eggers 20 type#!
and nine silver conical cups, whereas from the incompletely recovered
hoard from Sindel, near Varna*?, which presumably included at least ten
items, only four silver conical cups are preserved. The silver vessels from
Bohot and Sindel are inscribed with Greek letters indicating their weight,
with the exception of two cases from the first site in which the name
probably of the owner - Pastrokos - is also incised3.

3 While analysing the handles, cups and foot-bases of the kantharoi from Sancrdieni,
Spanu (2012a, 76-78) considers that the vessel no. 9 (in the present numbering) is a
Mediterranean product (probably Italic), while the remaining vessels were made in a local
(“Barbarian”) workshop by at least two craftsmen belonging to two successive generations.

37 For the type see Boube 1991.

38 Rustoiu 2005, 57-58.

39 For the type see Rustoiu 2005, 58-60.

40 The trace of a heart-shaped handle fitting that was attached to the vessel before its
transformation can be still seen on the body (Marazov 1979, 21, fig. 9; Vassilev 1979, 71,
fig. 1).

41 Rustoiu 2005, 56, n. 25.

42 Sometimes in the specialist literature the findspot is wrongly localised at Varna or
Varna-Sindel Railway Station (!?): Spanu 2002, 116-117, 130, fig. 25; Spanu/ Cojocaru 2009,
99, fig. 6 etc. In reality the Sindel village, Avren municipality, Varna District, is located at
around 30 km south-west of Varna, the hoard being discovered in the area of the railway
station. Only three cups are preserved in a museum from Sofia and the fourth one is in
the Museum of Varna, whereas other artefacts were lost: Venedikov 1961.

43 Theodossiev 1991, 44-45.
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The functional structure of the hoards discovered southward of the
Danube (at least of those from Jakimovo and Bohot) suggests that they are
feasting assemblages created through an accumulation of items having
different origins, but serving a common purpose. From this point of view they
seem to be local adaptations of the late Hellenistic drinking sets, although
some features of the Jakimovo hoard also point to certain Italic influences. On
the other hand, the accumulation of silverware from Sancrdieni can be
interpreted from a different perspective, taking into consideration the
practical and symbolic significance of the Dacian silver jewellery hoards.

The significance of the Dacian silver jewellery hoards

The structural analysis of the Dacian silver jewellery hoards indicates that
they consist of sets of garment accessories which technologically and
functionally have a unitary character. More precisely they are not simple
accumulations of valuable items collected during a given period, as the
components seem to have been made in the same time, most probably by a
single artisan, and for a single individual*; they were later buried together
as a set, very probably upon the owner’s death?.

These sets of garment accessories commonly consist of brooches,
usually worn as pairs or in combination with others of the same or of a
different type, pairs or combinations of different bracelets, as well as neck
jewellery (chains and rigid necklaces of the torques type, sometimes more
than one in the latter case), and rarely hair ornaments. Some of the ring-
shaped ornaments might have been used as anklets, as it had happened in the
Central European LT area. This particular compositional and functional
structure indicates that the owners were women?. It is also important to note
that garment accessories that are typologically similar to those included in the
aforementioned silver jewellery sets are absent (with a few small exceptions)*”

44 The single exception is the hoard from Sérdcsdu, which contains two costumes (see
further comments in Medelet 1994, 217).

45 Medelet 1993, 17; 1994, 199 and 216-217.

46 Horedt 1973; Medelet 1993; 1994.

47 Sirbu/Rustoiu 1999; Rustoiu 2002; 2005; Luczkiewicz/Schonfelder 2008. Amongst
the exceptions can be listed the grave from Dubova, in the Iron Gates region, which
contains a silver twisted bracelet typical of the early hoards from Transylvania. Still, the
context of discovery is insufficiently known (Rustoiu 2007, 86-87, n. 19). On the other
hand this bracelet was found outside its main distribution area, so it may belong to a
peripheral phenomenon. The burial from Dubova, known from a long time (see for
example Zirra 1976, 179-180, fig. 3, no. 18, and fig. 4/4-5, 9), has been republished in
Spanu 2003 as an unknown discovery from the Iron Gates region, the author later
providing its correct location (Spanu 2001-2002, but published in 2004). Luczkiewicz/
Schonfelder 2008, 187, fig. 23 /7 erroneously mention that the bracelet is made of gold.
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from the burials containing weaponry and belonging to the Padea-
Panagjurski Kolonii group, which was contemporaneous with the horizon of
the hoards.

In the early period of the Dacian silver hoards (more precisely in the
early and middle horizons) the types of jewellery included in the silver
garment sets were never made of common metals like bronze or iron. Thus,
it might be presumed that their use was restricted to a certain group within
the communities, quite small and having a particular status, and for whom
they probably served as identity symbols*s. Furthermore, these types of
jewellery are rarely discovered in settlements, and in such cases they only
come from particular contexts*. For example a set of brooches with knobs, a
rigid necklace and a chain have been found together with half-finished
items and silver ingots in the settlement from Tdsad, but they belong to the
inventory of a jeweller’s workshop®0.

The hoards of silver jewellery were always buried outside the
settlements, but regularly close to some fortified centres or fortresses, thus
illustrating a particular relationship with the local authority. Their symbolic
value and the strong social identification between these sets and the
individuals who owned and used them are suggested by the frequent
intentional destruction of the inventory before burial (cutting, smashing,
tight folding etc). As concerning their contexts of discovery (if this
information has been recorded), it has been noted that the hoards were less
deeply buried, at 0.30 - 0.67 m (the situations from Lupu and Oradea I are
particular)®!. It is perhaps relevant that a series of Padea-Panagjurski Kolonii
group burials from Oltenia and Transylvania have a similar depth range
(0.30 - 0.60 m)>2.

It can be therefore suggested that these silver jewellery sets
belonged to some women having a particular status. The feminine characters
depicted on a series of phalerae, for example at Lupu, on which the
brooches with knobs can be seen33, indicate that their status was related to
the performing of certain rituals. Furthermore, upon the death of these

48 For the ways in which different costumes, garment accessories or jewellery
contribute to the construction and expression of individual and group identities within
and outside the community see Arnold 2008, 375-379; Rothe 2009, 5-10, with further
bibliography. For the methodological and interpretative problem of “gendering” the
artefacts in particular archaeological contexts see for example Arnold 1995; Kniisel 2002,
277-279; Diaz-Andreu 2005, 22-25; Péré-Nogues 2008, 152.

49 Medelet 1993; 1994.

50 Chidiosan 1977.

51 See the statistic in Spanu 2002, 86-87, fig. 2.

52 Nicoldescu-Plopsor 1945-1947, 21-22, 27; Ciugudean/ Ciugudean 1993, 77 etc.

53 Spanu 1996.
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priestesses or when their function had ceased, their individualised jewellery
sets, which must have been an intrinsic part of a specific ceremonial
costume, were destroyed and buried in the vicinity of the communities in
which they served as masters of the sacred, perhaps within a formal
ceremony. These objects had to be destroyed because they were part of the
social persona of the owner, an individual who had exceptional powers and
was able to get in contact with the divinity or with other immortal spirits.
As a consequence the objects themselves were very probably perceived as
having a sacred or even dangerous character for those who were not able to
handle them properly>4.

In this context the presence of metal or ceramic ware is relevant.
Some drinking-related vessels (an amphora at Lupu and a kantharos at
Jakimovo) are depicted on some phalerae showing feminine characters
performing certain rituals, probably divinities or priestesses, which may
suggest that they were regularly used in such practices. A few hoards
include silver and bronze vessels, for example the aforementioned ones
from Lupu and Herdstrdu, to which the hoard from Vedea, containing a late
Republican silver beaker, can be added. Other hoards of silver jewellery
might have included ceramic drinking-related vessels. However many
assemblages were accidentally found, so the associated ceramic containers
might have been overlooked by the discoverers due to their non-spectacular
nature. Still, in a few cases their presence was noted, for example a ceramic
kantharos was identified at Sardcsau.

The significance of the hoard from Sancrdieni

Previous analyses of the hoard suggested a connection between its burial and
the nearby fortresses from Jigodin, and considered that the vessels belonged
to a feasting assemblage amassed by one of the local chieftains, and the
deposit might have been a particularly lavish offering®>. However, similar
drinking sets are absent from Transylvania or outside the Carpathians. At the
same time its functional structure is different from those of other
contemporaneous feasting assemblages identified in the Balkans®, Greece®’,
northern Italy®® or the Scordiscian area®®, even if some of its composing

54 The funerary or votive character of these hoards was already suggested, see Medelet
1993, 19-20; 1994, 200-201, 219-220; Babes 2001, 749-750 etc.

5 Crisan 2000, 69 and 142-143, pl. 119-122, with previous bibliography; Florea 2004, 519;
Spanu 2012b, 133-134.

56 Marazov 2000, 229-260.

57 For the structural and functional differences between the Archaic, Classical Greek,
Macedonian, late Hellenistic, late Republican and early Roman imperial banquet see
Dunbabin 2003, 11-24; Vossing 2004; Craven 2007, 7-31.

5 Piana Agostinetti/Priuli 1985; Bolla 1991; Piana Agostinetti 1998.
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elements are also encountered in one or another of the mentioned areas. It
might be therefore presumed that its composition reflects some particularities
of the local convivial practices, but the unusual combination of cups and
kantharoi more likely suggest a multiplication of the typical couple of
drinking vessels included in the aforementioned Dacian hoards, which very
probably had a ceremonial role.

The key elements in deciphering the significance of the hoard from
Sancrdieni are: its context of discovery, the functional structure of the
assemblage and the functional and structural relationships between this
hoard and others from the north and the south of the Danube. Starting with
the functional structure of the assemblage, it has to be noted that there are
four relevant elements: one specific set of garment accessories, the
assemblage of different drinking vessels, two coins and a ceramic vessel
which was presumably used as a container.

As already mentioned, the ritual-related inventories consisting of a
particular costume-set and one or two drinking-related vessels were always
made and assembled for a single individual. The structural characteristics of
these assemblages, as well as their subsequent treatment, indicate that they
were considered part of the social self of the owners and symbols of their
identity and function, in the same way in which the sword, or in some cases
the entire panoply of arms, is perceived as a symbol of the warrior identity
and function®. The vessels, always drinking-related, were very probably
used in specific rituals that implied the consumption of alcoholic
beverages®!, which have psychoactive properties facilitating the temporary
transformation of the self and the subsequent transgression of the initiated
individuals from the world of the mortals into another, populated by gods,
ancestors or other immortal spirits®2. As a consequence, the vessels might
have been perceived by the community as ritual-bounded instruments,
representing the ability of the owners to communicate with the divine, so

59 Egri/ Rustoiu 2008.

60 Rustoiu/Berecki 2013, with further bibliography; see also the comments related to
the burial of ritualists in Kniisel 2002, 297-298.

61 Spanu (2012b, 133-135) interprets the presence of vessels as pars pro toto of some
feasting sets imitating the late Republican wine services even if he acknowledges their
occasional depiction on ritual-related scenes. This interpretation is probably based on the
presence of some late Republican vessels in these hoards, but it fails to explain why only
some categories of vessels are included (cups, beakers, situlae, and always one or two
items) while others (for example strainers or ladles) are conspicuously absent, even if the
latter forms were sometimes recovered from settlements (see Rustoiu 2005). Thus it is
more probably that the local consumers actively selected such vessels according to their
own needs, and in these particular contexts these were dictated by ritual prescriptions.

62 For the ritualized consumption of alcohol see Dietler 2006, 232-237; Steuer 2006, 19-
20; Egri 2013b, with further bibliography; see also Marazov 2000, 61-64.
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they had to be always destroyed and buried upon their death. The practice
was not only meant to protect the sacred objects from being taken over and
used by un-initiated people, but also to transfer the material symbols of the
priestess personhood into the after-world. The latter meaning corresponds
to an important phase of the mortuary ceremonies in which a series of
carefully coded practices are designed to facilitate the separation of the
deceased from the world of the living and their integration into the after-
world by severing the connections established between the deceased as a
social person and the community®3.

It has to be also noted that these particular assemblages were interred
in the same period in which the properly set up burials largely disappeared in
Dacia®. These symbolic burials therefore contain only the material symbols
(identity-kits) of these women’s status and function, which were more
relevant for the community than their corpses, a hypothesis also suggested by
the location of these hoards outside the dwelling area of the communities, but
closely enough to maintain a symbolic connection. Thus, although the
priestesses (or ritualists, as Kniisel has chosen to name them®%) were physically
dead, they continued to be symbolically present in the local collective
memory, perhaps as mnemonic means of consecrating a certain location, or to
confirm the legitimacy of the community or of the ruler, or to claim certain
lands or boundaries as ancestral and protected by supernatural powers®.

Returning to the hoard from Sancrdieni, its composition can be
interpreted in two ways, both starting from the fact that a costume-set
belonging to a priestess was buried together with other symbols of status
(the silver coins) and a certain number of drinking-vessels. Only this
unusually large number of vessels differentiates this hoard from others
discovered in Dacia (Fig. 6). Other assemblages consisting of a large number
of similar vessels are only known from the northern Balkans, but only at
Jakimovo they are accompanied by jewellery, which is different from the
specific costume-set from Dacia. The hoard from Jakimovo is more likely a
drinking set of late Hellenistic inspiration, but having a hybrid character
that may illustrate particular local convivial practices. The same can be said
about the hoard from Bohot, consisting of nine quasi-similar conical cups
and a situla, the latter perhaps fulfilling the role of the krater in which the
wine was mixed with water and spices in the Greek manner, although other
related items are missing,.

63 Hertz 2004; see also Hamilakis 1998, 115-122; Williams 2004, 422-423.

64 Babes 1988; Popa 2013; a theoretical approach in Egri 2012, 507-509.

6 Kniisel 2002, 275-277.

66 For the use of burials as symbolic landmarks contributing to the creation of localised
narratives see Egri 2012, 516-517, with further bibliography.
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The presence of an unusually large number of vessels at Sancraieni
may have two possible explanations. One hypothesis is that the costume-set
was accompanied by several drinking vessels accumulated through time
and considered either an integral part of the social function, status and
identity of the owner, thus justifying their burial, or the material expression
of the religious devotion of those who commemorated the deceased
priestess in this way. In both cases the community might have believed in
an afterlife in which the spirits of the deceased participated in feasting
ceremonies. A certain influence coming from the Mediterranean perhaps
through the mediation of the Balkans communities, including the use of
kantharoi - a form which is missing in Transylvania in this period - can also
be presumed. However, there is no other comparable archaeological context
and the way in which the drinking vessels were treated in the interring
ritual cannot be easily connected with feasting.

Another hypothesis is based on the quite heteroclite character of the
assemblage of vessels. Some of them are singular, while others form pairs or
even a triplet. These groupings are more consistent with the number of
drinking vessels (one or two) regularly accompanying the ritual costume-
sets. Since they also have different shapes, decorations and origins, it might
be possible that they were brought over by several individuals as offerings
upon the death of an important priestess. There are no analogies for this
practice in Transylvania, but two examples from two different areas are
illustrative.

An interesting funerary inventory comes from the grave of a
woman discovered at Csobaj in Hungary®’, which contains 15 ceramic
vessels (Fig. 7), including a kantharos having the handles decorated with
ram heads - a vessel which was only used by certain individuals and was
always buried with the owner®. A large number of ceramic finds is less
frequently found in funerary contexts from the Carpathian Basin during the
LT C1, while the morphological and functional structure of the assemblage
is rather unusual. Aside from the kantharos, its range of forms includes
another drinking vessel and a deep bowl, as well as six ceramic pairs, each
consisting of a tall bi-truncated vessel and a bowl. These pairs are not
identical, each vessel being slightly different, although all of the tall bi-
truncated vessels and all bowls obviously belong to the same functional
groups respectively. More than that, one of these pairs consists of hand-
made vessels of indigenous origin. The entire ceramic assemblage might
have been used for the funerary feast, or as a sign of conspicuous

67 Hellebrandt 1989.
68 Rustoiu/Egri 2011, 73-75.
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consumption, a quite common marker of a higher social status. On the other
hand the pairs of vessels might have been used as containers for offerings of
food and beverage perhaps brought to the grave by six different mourners,
each of them using a (standard?) ceramic “set” having the same functionality
but being morphologically slightly different. The remaining tableware
(consisting of three vessels) was probably destined to the individual use of
the deceased in the afterlife.

A nearly similar practice was already suggested in the case of the
late Iron Age - early Roman cemetery at King Harry Lane, Verulamium (St.
Albans, England). The large number of ceramic vessels encountered in
certain burials has not been interpreted as a marker of the wealth of the
deceased or of the family, but an indication of the size and strength of their
social network®.

In both situations presented above, those who made such offerings
could have been members of the family, clients, friends or any other
individual closely connected with the deceased or with his/her social
group, while the motivations and beliefs which generated this practice
might have differed from one community to another. They were a form of
commemorative practice which sought to restore the social connections
between the participants while facilitating the separation of the deceased’s
persona from the social body.

It might be therefore presumed that the assemblage of silver
drinking vessels from Sancrdieni consists of items which were relevant for
the social function, status and identity of a priestess, being similar with
those used in the rituals. The vessels were selected, brought over and
offered by a number of individuals as part of a ritual of separation in which
the material symbols related to the social self of the priestess were buried in
order to be transferred into another world. It is rather difficult to say how
these vessels were used within the interring ritual, or if this was a convivial
practice of commemorative nature in which the participants consumed
alcoholic beverages. The participating individuals must have had access to
such goods, but they were less likely priestesses themselves; equally they
might have shared a particular social status or function with the owner.
Why this priestess was honoured in such an outstanding manner - this is
still an open question, albeit the trans-regional importance of the Jigodin
area might have played an important role.

69 Millett 1993, 267 and 275-276; see also Brun 2004, 58-60.
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List 1. Hoards containing late LT brooches and bracelets made of silver rods.
See Table 1.

Bistrita: Fettich 1953, 152-155, Fig. 20-21, P1. 23.

Cehei: Chirild/Matei 1986; Pop 2008, 43-45.

Cehetel: Székely 1965, 51-58.

Coldau: Fettich 1953, 157-160, Fig. 23.

Ghelinta: Fettich 1953, 156-157, P1. 28,29/2, 30/1.
Medias: Marghitan 1976, 35-36.

Sacalasau 1: Fettich 1953, 160-161, Fig. 24.

Sacaldsdau (Nou) 2: Dumitrascu/Molnar 1975.

Sarmasag: Glodariu 1968; Pop 2008, 62-66.

10 Slimnic: Popescu 1945-1947, 51-54; Marghitan 1976, 52-53.

0PN PN

List 2. Hoards, workshops and graves containing metal or ceramic vessels. See
Table 2.

Bohot: Venedikov 1961, 355-358; L’ or des cavaliers Thraces 1987, no. 484-493.
Bucuresti-Herastrau: Popescu 1945-1947; Spanu/ Cojocaru 2009.

Doirentsi: Bergquist/Taylor 1987, 18-19.

Jakimovo: Mil¢ev 1973; Marazov 1979.

Lupu: Glodariu/Moga 1994.

Saracsau: Floca 1956, 7-18.

Sindel: Venedikov 1961, 358-364.

Surcea: Fettich 1953, 128-132.

Vedea: Popescu 1937-1940.

O PN PN

List 3. Silver hemispherical and conical cups and kantharoi in the northern
Balkans and Transylvania. See Table 2 and Fig. 6.

Romania
1. Bucuresti - Herastrau (1 cup): Popescu 1945-1947; Spanu/ Cojocaru 2009.

2. Lupu (1 cup): Glodariu/Moga 1994.
3. Marca (jewellery and 1 cup?): Horedt 1973, no. 32; Pop 2008, 48.
4. Sancraieni (7 cups and 8 kantharoi).
5. Surcea (workshop; 4 foot-bases of kantharoi): Fettich 1953, 128-132.
6. Turnu Severin (2 cups): Popescu 1958, 186.
Bulgaria
7. Bohot (9 cups): Venedikov 1961, 355-358; L’or des cavaliers Thraces1987, no.

484-493.
8. Doirentsi (1 kantharos): Bergquist/ Taylor 1987, 18-19.
9. Jakimovo (4 cups and 2 kantharoi): Mil¢ev 1973; Marazov 1979.

10. Sindel (10 cups): Venedikov 1961, 358-364.
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List of illustrations

Fig. 1. The geographic and archaeological environment of the hoard from Sancraieni.
Dacian fortresses (yellow dots): 1. Jigodin I; 2. Jigodin II; 3. Jigodin III; 4. Leliceni. 5.
Andesite quarry at Sancraieni (red dot).

Fig. 2. Sancrdieni - silver hemispherical and conical cups no. 1-7 (after Popescu 1958).
Fig. 3. Sancrdieni - silver kantharoi no. 8-9 and 14-15 (after Popescu 1958).

Fig. 4. Sancrdieni - silver kantharoi no. 10-13 (after Popescu 1958).

Fig. 5. Sancrdieni - silver jewellery from the hoard (after Popescu 1958).

Fig. 6. Distribution of the silver cups and kantharoi northward and southward of the
Danube.

Fig. 7. Ceramic inventory from the grave at Csobaj (after Hellebrandt 1989 and
Rustoiu/Egri 2011).
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Bankette fiir Liber Pater in Apulum

Manuel FIEDLER
Humboldt-Universitit zu Berlin

Abstract: Banquets for Liber Pater at Apulum. The paper examines four pits
filled with large amounts of ceramics, discovered in the sanctuary of Liber Pater
at Apulum (Dacia) and dated to the first half of the 3 century AD. The
examination of the finds showed that the ceramic material, which reached the
pits as refuse, presents a large number of special forms and as such must be
connected to the cult rituals held in the sanctuary. Furthermore, small or large
groups of (mostly deliberately destroyed) pots testify that people used the pits
to put their offerings here into the ground as well.

Key words: banquet, Liber Pater, Apulum, ceramics, ritual.

Rezumat: Banchete pentru Liber Pater la Apulum. Articolul examineaza patru
gropi cuprinzind mari cantitati de ceramicd, descoperite in sanctuarul lui Liber
Pater de la Apulum si datate in prima jumadtate a secolului IIl p. Chr. Analiza
descoperirilor arata cd materialul ceramic ajuns in gropi ca deseuri prezinta un
mare numdr de forme speciale si ca atare trebuie pus in legdturd cu ritualurile
de cult practicate in sanctuar. Zeul vinului, Liber Pater, era cinstit de
comunitatea de cult cu banchete festive; resturile abundente ale vaselor folosite
cu aceste prilejuri erau apoi aruncate in aceste gropi.

Cuvinte cheie: banchet, Liber Pater, Apulum, ceramica, ritual.

Im Liber Pater-Heiligtum von Apulum! wurden vier Gruben aus der ersten
Hélfte des 3. Jh. n. Chr. entdeckt (Abb. 1), die mit gewaltigen Mengen an
Keramik verfiillt waren. Die ausgezeichnete Befundsituation bot die
Gelegenheit zu tiberpriifen, ob sich anhand des Keramikmaterials
Riickschliisse auf die im Kultbezirk stattgefundenen Ereignisse ergeben
wiirden. Mit der Analyse der Keramik war also das Ziel verknuipft, die
Vorgénge, die mit dem Verfiillen der Gruben einhergingen, zu rekonstruieren
und konkrete Anhaltspunkte zu Ritualen und Geschehnissen im Liber
Pater-Heiligtum zu gewinnen.

Die Gruben wurden aus zwei Griinden angelegt: Einerseits hatte
man hier Opfer in den Gruben niedergelegt, anderseits wurden die Gruben
zur Entsorgung von Abfall genutzt. Im folgenden sollen die ablesbaren
Vorgange kurz skizziert und reprasentative Keramik vorgestellt werden?.

1 Zu den Grabungen zwischen 1997 und 2003: Diaconescu,/Haynes/Schiifer 1999; 2005; 2007.
2Vgl. auch Fiedler 2005; Fiedler/Hopken 2004; 2007a; 2007b.
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Zwei Gruben hatte man nach- und nebeneinander seitlich eines
mutmafilichen Versammlungssaales eingetieft (Abb. 1)3. Sie besafSen
enorme Ausmafle von 6,50 m Linge, 4 m Breite und 1,50 Tiefe (Grube 1
bzw. Grube A%) bzw. 6,50 m Lange, 5,50 m Breite und 1,50 Tiefe (Grube 2
bzw. Grube B). Wesentlich kleiner fiel eine dritte Grube neben dem Eingang
eines kleinen Kultraumes im Nordwesten des Grabungsareals mit 1 m
Durchmesser und 0,50 m Tiefe aus, und im Vorraum des Versammlungssaales
war eine vierte, allerdings schlecht erhaltene Grube von 2 m Linge, 1,50 m
Breite und 0,50 m erhaltener Tiefe angelegt. Wie die Grabungen zeigen
konnten, hatten die beiden groflen Gruben Treppen an ihren Schmalseiten
und waren begehbar®.

Zwei Arten von Deponierungen konnen unterschieden werden. Die
eine hangt mit Opferhandlungen, die in der Grube stattfanden, zusammen:
Am Boden von Grube 1 wurde eine umfangreiche Ansammlung von
Gefdflen entdeckt (Abb. 2), die zu einem einheitlichen Zeitpunkt unter
Selektion bestimmter Gefififormen niedergelegt worden waren. Uber 150
Exemplare umfafit das Ensemble. Augenscheinlich wurden hierfiir wenig
qualitdtvolle Stiicke verwendet, bei denen an Details, etwa nicht exakt
versduberten Kanten an den Boden (Abb. 3) und frischen Abdrehspuren,
abzulesen ist, dafs sie nur kurze Zeit in Gebrauch waren. Vielleicht liefs man
sie auch eigens fiir den Zweck der Niederlegung produzieren. Eine bestimmte
Schiisselform einheitlicher Grofie sowie Teller einheitlicher Form, aber
unterschiedlicher Groflen, wurden niedergelegt (Abb. 4). Eine wichtige
Handlung bei der Niederlegung konnte wéhrend der Grabung erkannt
werden: Die Stiicke wurden mit faustgrofien Steinen und Doliumscherben
intentionell zerbrochen, offensichtlich um sie unwiederbringlich darzubieten.
Die Gabe verliefs damit endgiiltig die menschliche Sphare und konnte nicht
mehr in den menschlichen Gebrauch zurtickkehren. Die Steine und
Dolienfragmente waren in diese Handlung offensichtlich so sehr
eingebunden, dafi sie beim Geschirr liegen blieben. Neben den Schiisseln
und Tellern traten verschiedene Miniaturgefdfie, wie Miniaturspardosen®,
Teller und Schélchen auf, die z. T. ,manipuliert’ waren, indem man
beispielsweise die Rénder sorgfiltig abgetrennt hatte. Insgesamt kann
davon ausgegangen werden, dafs die Keramik nur das Behdltnis fiir die

3 Die Gruben wurden in &ltere Schichten einget