B.owacs T.
Brief averview of Iron Age research in Humgary

Throughout the Early Iren Age, the Danube formed a distinct boundary between
ihe setilement Lerritories of the peoples inhabiting the Campathian Basin, Trarsdanubia
was settled by the peoples of the eastern Hallstatt culture, while the Great Hungarian
{"lixi was occupied by variows steppean tribes, The fron Age history of the Carpathian
[tasin can, in 8 sense, be regarded as an imeraction between the peripheries of bwo
major eulture provinces. To which we may add that the wery perception and
mterpredation of this imeraction largely depends on the amount and quality of the
svailable evidence. The archacological record of this period is rather sketchy amd, a5
i result, there are still many controversial and unsesolvesd issues in the research of
ihis peripd (Harmagta, 1948; 1968, Vékony, [473; Jerem, [980; 1996; Patek, 1982,
[993: Seiligyi, 1992; Kemencae, 1994b)

The systematic investigation of the Early and Late Iron Age was begun in the
midh-19th century as part of the averall research of Hungarian prehistory. This period
waw the identification and regisiration of the fortified hill forts, ditches and burial
mounds dating 1o various periods on the entire territory of historical Hungary, ie. the
Carpathisn Basin. The high number of bronze and gold hoards, as well as the finds
beought 10 light during the excavations conducted on various senbements in the decades
aronme the turm of the century led to important advances in this field of research,

The research of the Bromge Age in Husigafy was om [xar with, ond often eclipsed,
the best Ewropean standards! suffice it here 1o refer to the activity and the studies
published by E.Ramer {18781, ] Hampel { | 886 | #96) and M. Wosinszicy (1904). The
publication of Hampel's monograph marked a milestone since it offered an excellen
iverview of the rich and varied bronze metallurgy of the period. The sestlement and
srave finds, as well as the bronze and gold hoards clearly showed that beside the
Alpine region and Scandinavia, one of the major metalworking centres of Bronze
Age Europe lay in the Carpathian Basin, specifically in the Upper Tisza region and in
[ransylvania.

It contrast, the research of the Iron Age was more or less restricted 1o excavitions
hy enthusiastic amateurs and seif-taught men who, as n matter of course, published
heir finds in Hungarian. Practically only the burial moands uncovered al Sopron-
Burgseall in northwesten Transdanubia and the finds from the {fortified?) senlement
at Lergyel in southwes Transdanubia were known to international research, A major
hreakthrough in this respect came in the 1920s and 19305 when 5. Geallus and T.Horvith
{1030) published their corpus of the so-called pre-Scythian finds from Humgary, when
& Gallus' (1934) analysis of the figural representations from Sopron-Burgstall and
Varishegy finally appeared in print, and when the Levthian princely burial unearthed
at Zdldhalompuszia was pub]iﬂ]ndhyH.Fntich?ES}inﬂmAr:hmlagia Hungarica
scries. A number of moncgraphs were alse published in the 1930 and 1540s that
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offered an excellent overview of the state of research in that period {Tompa, 1937;
1942; Mithay, 1941, Roska, 1947),

For many decades the study of the Early Iron Age was one of the maost neglecied
fields of Hungarisn prehistoric research, perhaps owing 1o the high costs invalved,
This period also saw the publication of various earlier finds and find asszmblinges
from Shghegy, Vielemszentvid, Vaszar and Somldvasarhely (Ldzdr, 1951; 1955 Foltiny,
1958, Horwith, 1969). In his publication of the finds from 2 major new sie, Saenbos—
Vekersug, M. Pirducz (1952, 1954; 1955) alse offered a new perspective on the sady
of this period. A number of new sites have been investigated during the past twenty-
ive years, either as part of a systematic excavation programme, or i the course of
rescue excavations. These include the settlement and cemetery in Sopron-Burgstall
and Pées-Jakabhegy, as well as the mmuli at Vaskeresztes, Siite, Szhshalombaita,
Fehérvircsurgt and Nagvberki-Szalacska in Transdanubia, and the Scythian

cemeleries in Vimosmikola, Heves and Csanytelek in enstern Humgary. Only
preliminary reports are available of the finds from most of thess sites, The sudies by
M. Galdntha (1981) and M.Fekete (1983) represent major advances in this field of
research, as do the detailed surveys of the chronological issues of the Early Iron Age
by M. Parduce (1973 ) and E.Patek { 1993), as well as the still impublished manogruph
by T Kemencae
Considering details we stress only some themas, One af the main and. obwviowsly,
still not satisfactorily resalved questions of the Early Iron Age in Hungary is the
ethie identity of the population groups that setiled in the Carpathian Basin during
the Bth—5th centuries B.C. There seems 1o be a general consensies that in the mid- or
perhaps later %th century B.C., groups seceding from the Cimmerian tribal alliance
occupied the greater pant of the Carpathian Basin {Gazdapusstai 1963; 1967, i the
single Hungarian scholar who has sugpested that finds from the Carpathian Basin
bzaring a close resemblance o skmilar items in the Cavcasus and the Pomtic region
should be interpreted as a reflection of trade contacts ). T.Kemenczei {19843,
LGy Szabo {1969) and E.Patek (1968; 1991) have convincingly demonstrated that
thia nomaclic population group settled in the northern and northeasiern area of the
Carpathian Basin. The inhumation burials that differ conspicuoushy from the sarlier
funerary rites, the eastern weapon tvpes, such as bronze-hilied iran dappers, horge-
Weaded axes, items of harness (such as hits, pierced omamental rosettes and button ),
and the mass appearance of iron artefacts definitely indicate a cultural — and ethnic
— thange in this region. The collapse of the Late Bronze Age Giva-Reci culture of
the Carpathian Basin and the burinl of the so-called Hajdibosztiemény type hoards
can be definitely lnked to the appearance of this new population.
The evaluation of comparable finds from the areas lying 1 the west of the [knube
15 highly controversial from one aspect. The question can be put as follows: should
the artefacts of ultimately castern origin found in this region be seen as reflecting
lively trade contacts or shoubd they be taken 1o indicate the settlement in Transdanubis
of smaller popalation groups, or did the *mounted nomads’ of the Tisz regeon merely
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vomiirol smaller areas in this region? FE@szeqi {1'?'-‘:3_1 has wvimmﬂaﬁx:ﬁc
the st e of the Urnfield culture as & whole, or thIE'E-]DT-‘E-] gm«:ps, ety
sipnificanthy in the aftermath of the evens occurnng In the Carps san t u:lw o
1-1.II|¢' fact that @ number of hoards came 1o e buried, the mast Tl-slmtmm] e
ihese being the Romind hoard: Németh, Torma, I'?'ﬁﬁ..: h;DﬂEEI:': S
i i i i the distm -
mitbethieless a (et that inhurnation burials comaining I:-'_.I i
pottery wares and metal artelacts, have mmhm‘:gﬂ, Ir: r;:;nﬂp?;?cﬁ;ﬁhn?
Irunsdanisbia, a3 well as 10 the north of Lake Balaton ; a
I-:r.-lllc:md Somidszallds; op. Kiszegi, 988, sugnesting thas thg mounled rhmh:;d?h;l
i 'ri!:;a region contralled the weslem half of H_m Carpathian B}::IITI w Saben
perhaps also established outposts. T.Kemenciel |1'?'":"1h]l also I;"«'ﬂ{ﬁ sl
expansion of the pre-Scythian — Cimmerion — poputation gmuphﬂcn r.-ml.:‘fm B
Hasin and the effects of this expansion thal were als felt Farther to- ,“jl
i*eniral and Western Europe, nceurred in several sucCessive waves I‘l‘hm |_-=,u_p;|l1:|t1-=r|t'|B
supported by the fact that the first pre-Scythian fimls were _l'-:lunri méju: 1!-1; :n:. Lm..i
{5l fried) phase of Austrea, a litle ater to the narth (Padoti} and in Esle
n comtexts i Haly
Vllm'll'mh:’inwrpmariﬁn of Herodotus” account from the 5* century Hidri-:;'ltlr:
i i i hern Pantic region a
B hical location of the Scythian tribes of the ular-l P _
-:-x:plfrl-:l;mderlhcirmay « partly based on Heeatscus descriptions Fr_u:-m lhr,_ﬁ lurr.nl-L:lI;;.-I
:'i ¢ - and the collation of the writen reconds with the archaeslogicnl evidence sh
l.|5|;'|:;:'5 ample ground for heated debates. The linguistic evidence ST;IF ::i:ﬂ
that the clash between the Cimmerians and the S{:;:nhnans.m'mljhd fgll:ll'ar.-.:;-,l:{:-iannmu
R ssia ulimately led to the disintegration of the LCimmersan u!be r:”; 5 ‘:ir::.-thian:-
FakY. At this tine cerfain population groups caeme o b dnmma:_e h-:}ln a1.h = i';
whilst others moved ta new territories. The appearance o 1 : mg':.lst jl;rnhBh'I}'
Tramsylvania, and af the Sigynnae in the Great l-::r;ia].r:; :-ri:;::hm vt 111“ i
y his event, GV dkomy (1973 19846, _ ik
::i?giagmm” |:1m1d Agathyrsoi can be linked o cenain wll-dr:_ﬁna.t:l.* rtglf‘:; ﬁi
; i 3 Cirent Hungarian Plain and, possibly,
fermer to COitenia, the southemn areas of the . ool e
Drva-Sava nterfluve, whilst the latter 1o more westerky and t.as;.ﬂ]rhlymh:mﬂ:ir::l
The use of the name “Sigynnae™ by the Greeks appears !:ﬁblt based o hesrs: y1|_11.= Fig
the Agathyrsoi are mentioned in the 61th and 5th centuries, as well as latef, in s
century B.C. by Aristotle. In amy case, the archa_mf-:rg-c_ﬂ ﬁnds;:_mi::r T._,:'H I:Eﬁun
differ markedly from the am!mwfl:hf: prv:u:‘.edmg, P:dn;:uﬂr;dma:; h};fmig:mm1
Intinn prowp seitled in this region ans - 530 and, _
E::;Tmp;:ﬁurm%mmm Basin hecame the westem nﬂlfph={r: ;fﬂu:r ?;;:::;:f
; ads, The exlensive cemeleries (2 !
conglomerate of mounted nom b ey (o o1
Vekepzur cp. Parducz, 1952; 1954; 1955) an P .
h:nm;ktria;—?.nmmnnwmn.Tmifrﬁzl:nhhiu'fm-ﬂyumalmd.&ﬂﬂnﬂ.ﬂ'g-ﬁi:cﬂ:}:l
1927 1028; 1929; Parducz, 1965} offer 8 g]inwe:nmﬁnhr!&]lfumﬁlﬂs e ol
rites of this period tha include abso horse and chariot hurials, as
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matersal culture and offer-an idea of the many sin i i
i;m:;:lr& h‘l’l-:'n rzu:f fentisres Etﬂg-ih};pt-llmﬁl:lljl ;In?:ﬂ:n'x;,h:.:i:"ﬁﬁ
ot h!lI: and stag hua.f.fs. and sacrificial bronze cauldrons, This |:||J|:luia1t|'|:|r|t
cebmilimdied _a.:_ql:.umt:d with _me tse of the potter’s wheel — & faet mentiomned
et ms;&nﬂ:du;m ah intensive Im::.-a:-l:-rm.-ding ter thie Girest Hungarian |
©F 2 bromae canldrop muwfﬁmz:.:ld;n?:;ﬁs}r;ﬁgﬂn?;“ﬂ ks e oy
from Sparta together with locally made WeEaApnns aidijT:}ﬁEﬁ?::j;Ei

ltlement consinuity and discontinusty, and in pan the authentication of carlier known
il disturbed sites (Gobrovee, 1966; Romsover. 1986 Stepmann-Rajlar, |92
simlenikova, 1996,

Ihe available evidence sugpests thal the majority of the Umficld settlement
centres [such as Velemszentvid, Saghegy, Lengyel, Pécs-Jakabhegy and Pecs-
Makirhegy; cp. Bandi. 1982; Kemencaei, 1994a) did not lose their importance during
fhe Early lron Age. The excavation conducted nf Velemszentvid during the 19705
aid 10ROs definitely indicate the importang role played by this site in the | ste Hronze

at Artind (Parduce, 19659, 1.0 i
» rdice, A Sriligyi (1965) ha
Mrism this burial reached the Cmmif: Hazin |:1m|i:l:'%fuﬂi;mj et o b

The peri i
periad when the I'EEI:‘[H‘vltl:l of the Scythian Age was at s mos intensive falls

dtivity, i i
'rapghﬁlm?gﬂinﬁiﬁ“ and publication of & number of barial sites (quch ag
k dys b-ulrinll i .-"u.nmnd and Szenles-Vekerrug with i 140 graves) and of the
e gt A 51!1, Parducz (1973) was the first 10 altemnpt 8 comprehensive
by, cemtury B.C. finds from the eastem half of the Camnthi

: same time the imemal chronslogical frame i
broalpoip el I work arul the intricane

The reseasch of this period can ke said i

.. 4 car to have stagnated sines 1h
E:ﬁghr:;y;ur:g::;u:m ﬂ::w 8lles in the course of the Topographical Eft:‘SE:E;::F
bkl :H;m- Sml:ﬁatl;m u.l'n few settlements and the publication of thres
Al ad!.-a- . 196%; Oroshiza and Ceanyelek: Lrabamtha, 1981 can
e iy ncea, The Fxnn_ﬂelek coinpetery, with iz burinls mdicating a
o mm?g- al| e :mpccl:tliy.mrernling. 28 of tha 132 praves exchvated c:%"u
iy .-_r,.;!m;:l.: A remiins, 63 were scattered cremation burials whi.l-ar 29
P St and partly contracted inhumation burials. The d-e:naml:d méd
e E'rm;em ur_ﬁhc grve pit, a feature that con perhaps be taken po
st {Bﬁ;m 1 |;:ummn-1r burial rites observed by the pre-Scythian native
s “ﬂ:l:JTI'.l lar phenomenon can e quoted from the roughl
= uhm&m;:;fih:rlgﬂ: In seuthwestern Slovakia), In six gml.-e:
;ﬁ.mfcainhmmtiun burials wrlr-e also lined wiﬁm:&f::;ﬂ:fﬁmwm bﬂ‘mm

s s E0TIginS of this rije

It is penerally accegied thal the finnl phase of
. ! thes H i

gradil Miegration of the western part of the Carpathian B.u.:llf:l: i:pﬁz:::nu;’

can anl
“mmi :;:rnl:-::nlffuﬁ}r the southern and southeastern areas of this regian
e past dec has largely concentrated on defining the nature -I}I'lhiﬂl

Ao and i Celtie fimes | Fekete, 1986), Howeaer, il B yel known aboul the Early

o Ape layers ot this site. The investigation of the Pécs—Jakabhegy sile has revenled

fist the Early lron Age seithernent fortified with a stone diteh overlay an earlier
citfemnent fram the Hallstatt A period. Thers is no evidence, however, suggesting
iy comtinity between the two settlements, The investigation of the buriaks (rom the
| nilstatl C | period reflect the retardation of the Late Bronee Ape moterial culture and
sl (gt thee Tinds from southern Transdanubia and the Dova-Sova imerfluve can be
confidently and precisely distinguishes) from the K.alendenberg iype linds. As for the
[mmerian-pre-Scythian type finds dating o the Hollstatt © period. amang which
e Pintigorsk tpe dagges-hilt 18 undpubtedly the mast choracteristic. we alvimild
perhaps recall TAOE Pewell's controversial remark that these were the copics of earlier
pre-Seyihian arelzcs (Mardz, 1978; 1979 1996)

The most rewarding excoviions were conducted in the environs of Sopron in
the 19705, The excavations brought to Hght 7 upland sties covering in area 12 km
Inng and # m wide ihol hod no Lae Bronse Ape precacsors, It wenid appenr that,
imilarly to the S settlement on the Banube, the Sopron-Burgstall site ddigd mot
pdiy o meapor code i the preceding period, The relative chronological frmework for
ihis petiod proposed by E.Patek (1993 cpalso Eibiver, Persy, 1980) was based on the
fortified seitlement of the newgomers, the Kalenderbern culture, and ten recently
excovated tumulies hirials, as well as o the other finds {rom the Sopron ares. This
chrmnodogy is in part based on the stratigrophical evidence, and in part on patlery
linds. since the Sopron burials contained few metal arefacts. Unfortunately, this
chronological sysiem is only valid for o specifie region and is of & restricted value Tor
the overall chronology of Transdanubia. Only aller the pablication of the finds from
a4 number of cemeterics — some of which have been known sice the last centunes

auch a4 Sedzhaborvbatta (Holpare, 1985: 1986 ) and Fehérvireturgd (Petres, Kovics,

funighert, 19861 in monheasiern Transdanubia, SG03 (Vadisz, 1983} in the north,
vaszar (Horvith, 1969} to the north of Lake Ralaton, Szalacska (Kemenceei, 1974)
in the southwestern part of this region ond Vs ereszies (Fekete, 1985} in northwestem
Transdamubin (the only one 16 be wholly published) can we proceed further. These
cemeteries offir a more complete and detaited picture of burial practices since until
e only burinls tined with stone slabs bave been documented, the only exception
being Sagvir. A mumber of variations on sione and weoaden constructions, as well as
il secasionnl baral chamber with s dromeos, have been uncovered &l Vaskereszies,
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Sind and Fehérviresurpd, nd one of the turmlus burials bas siervived inan extremely
oo condition ad the Iter sie, The waoden chamber was swroubded by o 4,5 m oy
&2 m large and 4.6 m high mastoba-like structure. also of wood, et was in urm

imporlant evidence for the [allsigi [ perind which = less known in this o,

It ha still not peoved pesaibie 1o distinguish local grougs. Previous atlemgis in
this field are still linked jo geographical regions, rather than on & detailed stindy and
comparison of distinctive traits nnd churacteristics. The boundaries of the distribition
terriony of the Kalenderbery cultsire, a5 well as of its sautheastern Transdunubian
and Driva-Sava region variant that differs fiem it in many respeots, are still wnclear,
The determination of the tntter wakd be highty important sinee it could LT el o b
the missing link proving an ethnic continuily between preceding periods and lyer
timses in thie western half of (he Carpathian Basin. {ne question that il necds L b
answered is which pirt of Transdanubia had heen poputated by the Enrly Iron Agmp
uncestors of the non-Cellic iribes. ife Prnnars, of Pamnona provvinee, The Brealas
deficiency of Early imn Age studies in Humpary i the lack of a cimprelensive survey
af the socho-cultural attvibules of the popatntions groups that seiied in this regian.
and neather hive therr contacis with burger culture provinees heen fuily explored yei,
Although it has in part been done w the imternationnl research { Siegfiicd, Weiss,
1979 Kossack, 1980; Kromer, 1986: Tordan, VPHE Hase. 1992; Nebelsick, 1994;
Metener, Mebelsick, 14y

The Celtic Mnds excavated and collenied by enthusinstic amateurs were fis
pultished by F.Pulssky [(1879; 1897, Althouply he distinguizshed these finds fram
ihose of the Hillsiage period, he beleved that the find assembiages from both pesiods
represered the lepacy of the Cebis. Pulszhy can definitely be credited with Dringkng
am awarencss of the imporance of the research of (e La Téne period, and witk

Inder { Mdrion, 19335 I.Ilun_-,-ad_-.-'r,{“-hl:nr'.l'-i-l!wwm'im-.- of this period wis besed an
il al the then knewn finds from the © arpathlan Basin, She offered a detuited inters
chronofogy of the La Téne perind, hased on a mitite typologionl analysis of the
linds, o3 weil ns an gverview of ehromogical fsses and the chy NEes in the miiterial
culture, lifewuss and oustoms of the Celflie populnation. Fer mEmoprajsh became the
‘Bible” of Celiic siudies for somie three desades, even though the catalogus valume
only appenred somie Bty fiwes Inties, | ‘nfortmately bot volumes wiere pubiished |n
Hungaripn.

Mujor new advanees in Cellic studies were made in the 1970s b Bk s { 1974 )
averview, published In several languages, fvolome centniming the papers resd ot an
imemationzl Celile conference held in Sedkeslehérvar and the cialufogue

iz

it i aon | Szabd, Merres, 974§ meand
“mmnﬂnirﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ&ﬂ ::E::l::nﬁlﬂl}t ﬁlw:liﬂ.!t! present. Celtic
- 'I Imﬂﬁn ary rest on two pallars: the series Corpus-of Ceitic Finds in Hungary.
““:-::'h ;nm\:lunu have heen published so far (Horeath, F{!:Icml:n. Lizsok, n'-bdis?dq u}
Il.'lla?-mHnlhhmnd:_ 19954, and the contineed cffars 1o publish the mlMM_ﬁ: ﬁmi
1iks |'.-crlnl]., as well as the growing number of studics rmh;%;ﬂ. i:rp:; ey
:l;mi.m or reglon (Bonis, 1969, Petres, 1976; 1991, lPII-'|Ij1l1-l'4!-l-.-r3. m_;En ann i
B Spnbids (1988; 199 192} sudics on the [‘c_ljll.-n ol the Caspa
] his onam research. .
il rﬁimﬂtmhfnpu;{::rﬁ;ﬁ advirnae mn this redpect isthal in curdra.'ac T:j:sr!r.:
{ uﬁmmdi.cr'va.-w that ihe Corpathion Basin lay onihe pﬂlnhw;;:ljztll:g b:m b
] h..w minw become clear that this region was nn:: ':'."h"' -:n:nlhmn
1 contury B.C. and that the cradle of eastern Celtic art fay hera.
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