THE BELOZERKA FIBULAE IN A BROADER CONTEXT*

The violin-bow and bow fibulae of the final Bronze
Age of the north-western corner of the Black Sea
were for many years in the focus of interest of
many scholars, from west and east as well. The
fibulae represent in the North Pontic area a phe-
nomenon to some degree exceptional, as are also
other characteristics of the Belozerka culture,
which preceded the Cimmerian culture of the be-
ginnings of the Iron Age. General surveys of the
problems connected with the context of the fibu-
lae of the Late and Final Bronze Age Moldova and
the western Ukraine, were discussed published
by a number of scholars (cf. esp. Agulnikov 1996,
2003; Kamyb6a, TosnbiieBa 1991; OTpOIIEHKO
1975; Otroscenko 1998; Sava, Agulnikov 2003;
CmupHoBa 1985; Vancugov 1996), while of the
series of fibulae especially Vanéugov (Banuyros
2008) 2008 brings an exhaustive survey.

The violin-bow fibulae with double loop come
from Lucaseuca (Lukasevka) tumulus, Sirokoe
and Strumok, the knee-shaped from Cazaclia
(Kazaklia), Strumok, Stepnoe and Saharna, the
early bow-shaped variety from Stepnoe and Caza-
clia (Kazaklia), the snake-shaped variety from
Lucaseuca (Lukasevka) settlement (fig. 1-2). All
came from female graves, which partly also con-
tained amber and glass beads (Bamuyroe 2008,
210-214).

A few violin-bow fibulae (those with two loops are
rare) and also some of the triangular- shaped are
known from Romania, but they cannot be easily
considered as the area from which the Belozerka
fibulae were adapted. T. Bader published several
Peschiera and similar fibulae, and a few triangular
items (Bader 1983, 8, 12-15, pl. 1-2 and 41 - map).
D. Gergova knew from Bulgaria several bow fibu-
lae (Gergova 1987, 20-21, pl. 1-2). More fibulae
are known now from eastern Bulgaria from the
clandestine excavations; their exact localities are

1 The paper was prepared in the frame of the project of the
Grant Agency of the Czech Republic no. P405/11/0098:
Greeks, Thracians and Celts in the Balkans and Central Eu-
rope.
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Fig. 1. First fibulae in the Northern Black Sea:
1 - Lukjanovsk, tumulus; 2 - Sirokoje, tumulus 2,
burial 2; 3 - Pervomaevka, tumulus 5, burial 1; 4
- Cazaclia, grave 14; 5 - Strumok, tumulus 7, burial 1;
6 - Alkalia, tumulus 2, burial 1; 7 - Stepnoe, tumulus
3, burial 1; 8 - Cazaclia, grave 1; 9 - Cazaclia, grave 55;
10 -Kockovatoe, tumulus 32, burial 2; 11 - Lucaseuca,
settlement; 12-13 - Saharna (Tiglau), tumulus 4. 1-8,
10, 11 - bronze; 9, 12, 13 - iron (after Baruyros 2008).
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Black Sea

Fig. 2. Distribution of the first fibulae in the Northern
Back Sea area: 1 - Lukagevka, tumulus; 2 - Sirokoe;
3 - Pervomaevka; 4, 8, 9 - Cazaclia; 5 - Strumok;
6 - Alkalia; 77 - Stepnoe; 10 - Kockovatoe;
11 - Lucaseuca; 12, 13 - Saharna (after Banuyros 2008).

unknown, but large majority of them is essen-
tially later. A few violin-bow fibulae are known
from Slovakia (Novotn4 2001, 12 ff.) and Moravia
(Rihovsky 1993, 17 ff, pl. 1), while those from Po-
land are mainly of bipartite variety, the pin being
made separately (Gedl 2004, 12 ff, pl. 1).

In the central Balkans they do not occur very of-
ten as is shown in the corpus of Vasi¢ (Vasié 1999,
violin bow p. 2-17, pl. 1-3, bow fibulae — mainly
late, p. 44-48, pl. 24-25), while in the western
Balkans violin-bow and simple bow fibulae are
more common (Glogovi¢ 2003, violin-bow p. 4-8,
pl. 1, bow fibulae p. 8-22, pl. 2-13). Both types are
very common on the other side of the Adriatic, in
Italy (Von Eles Masi 1986, triangular p. 5-13, pl.
2-3, simple bow p. 14-40, pl. 4-15) and in Greece
(Blinkenberg 1926, 46-74; Sapouna-Sakelarakis
1978, violin bow p. 34-40: simple bow p. 41-52,
pl. 1-2, cf. knee-shaped fibula no. 43 from Vrokas-
tro).

The varieties of fibulae known in the North-West-
ern part of the Black Sea were nowhere common.
After my personal study of the fibulae at the Na-
tional Museum of Archaeology and History of
Moldova in Chisinau, thanks to the kindness of its
director and staff, I must underline that they are
differently made than their Greek and Italian par-
allels — the bow and foot are made of simple wire
of circular section, without sophisticated elabora-
tion of details, as it was common with Italic and
Greek examples. This speaks in favour of their
local production, but after models which were
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current in Italy and Greece. In addition to this
Mediterranean link we should remember us of
the Hordeevka cemetery, which shows influences
from the south, west and east in its jewellery as
well; the two most common varieties around the
Adriatic Sea, the Tiryns and Alumieére types of
amber beads, show links to the Baltic region in
its raw material and with the Aegean and Italy in
the shape of the beads (Berezanskaja 1998; here

fig. 3).

The pre-Belozerka and Belozerka fibulae are those
among the signs of some kind of pre-colonisa-
tion contacts in the Black Sea, too. Moreover, the
Herodotus story of the Hyperborean maidens and
what has been sent later packed in straw sent via
the Scythians and Illyrians (Herrod. IV, 33-35) re-
minds one of the return route of the Argonauts and
also of the old theories of an eastern Amber Route
between the Baltic and Black Sea, for which more
arguments are available now (cf. Bouzek 2010Db).
The earlier scholars, who saw in the Belozerka
fibulae Greek or Italic influence, were probably on
good path. There were more phenomena showing
long-distance relations already in pre-Cimmerian
times during Sabatinovka and Belozerka cultures,
some of them can be explained by trade and by
religious pilgrimages of peoples living in these
areas, others by migrations of groups preceding
that of the Cimmerians; this field has been much
studied already earlier in more general studies (cf.
esp. re (Klocko 1998; Kpymenpuuikas 1990; Las-
z16 1986; Laszl6 1994; Metzner-Nebelsick 2002;
Otroséenko 1998; CmmupnoBa 1985; Vancugov
1996; BamuyroB 1990; Bouzek 1983). Some of
them can be traced to the Caucasus (cf. Bouzek
1997, 203-205), but there was very probably also
some kind of other contacts. The Mediterranean
peoples had interest also in metals available in the
north-western corner of the Black Sea, while for
nomadic peoples the steppe was more like the sea
that their land, as again witnessed to by Herodo-
tus’ story on the conversation between the Scythi-
an envoys and Darius.

The people of the Belozerka culture had some
knowledge about the dress fasteners fashion in
the Aegean, western Balkans and Italy and made
their own fibulae in accord with this fashion. This
specific fact is another hint to try to get more
knowledge of the situation preceding the Greek
colonisation in the Black Sea in general, possibly
with participation of early Greek and Phoenicians
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Fig. 3. Hordeevka, amber beads of the Tiryns (IIT) and Alumieére (VI) types and other varieties of them (after
Berezanskaja 1998).
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Fig. 4. 1 - Lucaseuca; 2, 7, 8, 10, 11 - Koban culture (2 - Zmejskoje settlement; 77 - Styrsgaz; 8, 10 - Tli; 11 - SerZen
Jurt); 3, 4-6 - Kolchis (3 - Novyj Afon; 4, 6, 8 - Abarchuk; 5, 12 - ESceri) (after Bouzek 1997).

explorers (the latter were probably responsible
for the raw glass and glass beads, cf. Bouzek in
print), and on the eastern amber route mentioned
by Herodotus, besides other links, more in detail
investigate by scholars from the given area, as
documented in the Hinsel, Machnik (eds. 1998)
volume, and also by several Ukrainian and Molda-
vian colleagues (new surveys also cf. esp. Apaki-
dze et al., eds. 2007 with bibliography). It should,
however, be reminded that the so-called pre-Cim-
merian bronzes known in the western Balkans
and further westwards, first identified by Amalia
Mozsolics, show that some elements came from
the NW Pontic area westwards in Ha A 1-2. The
pre-Cimmerian horizon and the Sabatinovka dag-

Fig. 5. Bow fibulae with knots from Erebuni, Armenia
(1) and Gizgit, Colchis (2) (after Bouzek 1997).
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gers in the Carpathian area (cf. Bouzek 1997, 203,
here fig. 6) show that also earlier nomads from
the North-Western Pontic area exerted some in-
fluence further westwards.

Further eastwards from NW Pontic area, among
other objects with western relations, also triangu-
lar Peschiera fibulae have been found (fig. 4/1-2,
for other later western elements in the Caucasus
area cf. fig. 4/3-12), as documented especially
by V. Kozenkova (KosenkoBa 1989; Kozenkova
1992; Kozenkoa 1998: Serzen Jurt). The fashion
of wearing fibulae to fasten the dress was followed
by the general acceptance of the bow fibulae in
the Caucasus region (Bouzek 1997, 190-191), but
this time more probably directly from Greece by
the sea, as the Eastern (Insular) types after Blink-
enberg (1926, 69-85, pl. 19-32) are documented
in Transcaucasia from the coastal sites in Colchis
and from Armenia (fig. 5). For the Cimmerians,
it should be remembered that the beginnings of
Kelermes cemetery still displays the Novocerkask
types of bronze objects: the stylistic transmission
between Cimmerian and Scythian art was smooth
(Galanina 1997, 183-191, esp. 189, pl. 17-19, fig.
31/19; cf. Ivancik 2001; Kossack 1994).
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Fig. 6. “Pre-Cimmerian” bronzes in Europe: 1, 2 - cheek-pieces of horse-bits from Staré Sedlo in Bohemia and
Larnaud in France; 3, 6, 7 - animal figurines with suspension loop from Orsova in Transylvania, Poljanci and
Batina in Croatia; 4 - Thracian axe pendant in museum Benaki, Athens; 5, 9-12 - bell-shaped pendant, pole-tops
(?), wheel button and bead from Brodski Varos, Croatia; 8 - chain pendant with bird from Bingula-Divo§, Croatia
(after Bouzek 1997).

Reports on Thracian thalassocracy following that
of the Pelasgians can be placed in the Dark Age.
The finds of Bronze Age types ingots and of stone
anchors from the Bulgarian coast are not precisely
dated and the alleged finds of Mycenaean pottery
in this area are in most cases doubtful (Bouzek
2007b; Tsetskhladze 2007; De Boer 2007). The
alleged finds of Geometric pottery from Histria
and Berezanj have not been confirmed by mod-
ern excavations; the Cypriot Black-on-Red frag-
ments of Histria are not exactly dateable (Bouzek
1990, 17 f.; 2007a, 1222-1224). The pre-colonial
trade, however, had rather other priorities than
bringing pottery to the local inhabitants. Pottery

is certainly more important for archaeologists
than it was for early travellers; similar situation
is attested at the earliest trading stations of the
Phoenicians in the Western Mediterranean (Ce-
lestino, Rafel, Amada 2008; cf. Bouzek 2010a and
in print).

In the field of bronze objects, some parallels de-
rived from links transmitted from larger distanc-
es than local potteries; the “international” Beloz-
erka elements with links westwards, southwards
and eastwards are predecessors of later situation
in the Cimmerian period, when many types of
bronze objects connected the Caucasus area with
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the Balkans and even with central Europe, while
Caucasian eighth-seventh centuries B.C. bronzes
are known for ex. from Samos Heraeaum (cf.
Bouzek 1997, 200-202). All these elements show
that some contacts between the Aegean and the
Black Sea existed prior to colonization and pot-
tery imports, too. The close relations between the
Babadag pottery and Troja VIIb Knobbed Ware

It can be summed up that, in general, the area
of lower Dniester was important for relations
between East and West, between the Baltic and
the Black Sea, and had also pre-colonial links
with the Aegean, starting with the Kurgan culture
migrations in the Balkans including Greece, the
Borodino hoard and with Pontic plants found in
Akrotiri on Thera, and it was rather intensive in

can also be remembered here in the frame of
present discussion.

the Late Bronze Age, several centuries before the
Greek colonization of the Black Sea coasts.
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Fibulele Belozerka in context mai larg

Rezumat
in articol sunt examinate fibulele de tip Peschiera, fibulele triunghiulare si in formi de are, atribuite culturii Be-
lozerka, precum si fibulele din perioade mai timpurii, provenite din nord-vestul Marii Negre. Traditia de a utiliza
fibulele pentru a prinde hainele a fost inspirata din regiunea mediteraneeana si se dateaza in spatiul mentionat din
perioada pre-coloniala. Aceste piese au fost aduse din lumea greaci si/sau feniciana prin intermediul comertului
sau a religiei.
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Lista ilustratiilor:

Fig. 1. Primele fibule in zona de nord a Marii Negre: 1 - Lukjanovsk, tumul; 2 - girokoje, tumulul nr. 2, morméantul
nr. 2; 3 - Pervomajevka, tumulul nr. 5, mormantul nr. 1; 4 - Cazaclia, mormantul nr. 14; 5 - Strumok, tumulul
nr. 7, mormantul nr. 1; 6 - Alkalia, tumulul nr. 2, mormantul nr. 1; 7 - Stepnoe, tumulul nr. 3, mormantul nr.
1; 8 - Cazaclia, mormantul nr. 1; 9 - Cazaclia, mormantul nr. 55; 10 - Ko¢kovatoe, tumulul nr. 32, mormantul
nr. 2; 11 - Lucaseuca, asezare; 12-13 - Saharna (Tigldu), tumulul nr. 4. 1-8, 10, 11 - bronz; 9, 12, 13 - fier (dupi
Banuyros 2008).

Fig. 2. Rispandirea primelor fibule in zona de nord a Mirii Negre: 1 - Lucaseuca, tumul; 2 - Sirokoe; 3 - Pervo-
maevka; 4, 8, 9 - Cazaclia; 5 - Strumok; 6 - Alkalia; 7 - Stepnoe; 10 - Kockovatoe; 11 - Lucaseuca, asezare;
12, 13 - Saharna (dupa Banuyros 2008).

Fig. 3. Hordeevka. Mirgele din chihlimbar de tipurile Tiryns (III) si Alumiere (VI) si alte varietati ale acestora
(dupd Berezanskaja 1998).

Fig. 4.1 - Lucaseuca; 2, 7, 8, 10, 11 - cultura Koban (2 - agezarea Zmejskoje; 7 - Styrsgaz; 8, 10 - Tli; 11 - Serzen Jurt);
3, 4-6 - Colhida (3 - Novyj Afon; 4, 6, 8 - Abarchuk; 5, 12 - ES¢eri) (dupa Bouzek 1997).

Fig. 5. Fibule in forma de arc cu nod de la Erebuni, Armenia (1) si GiZgit, Colhida (2) (dupd Bouzek 1997).

Fig. 6. Bronzuri ,,Pre-Cimeriene” in Europa: 1, 2 - psalii (1 - Staré Sedlo, Bohemia; 2 - Larnaud, Franta); 3, 6,
7 - figurine zoomorfe cu suspensie pentru bucle (3 - Orsova, Transilvania; 6, 7 - Poljanci si Batina, Croatia);
4 - pandantiv in forma de topor tracic din muzeul Benaki, Atena; 5, 9-12 - pandantiv in forma de clopotel, nas-
turi in formé de roata si méirgele de la Brodski Varos, Croatia; 8 - pandantiv in forma de lant cu pasire de la
Bingula-Divos, Croatia (dupa Bouzek 1997).

Besosepckue puody bl 00I€€ ITUPOKOM KOHTEKCTE

Pestome
B craTbe paccMaTpUBAOTCA HECKOJIbKO TUMOB ¢uby (Ilemuepa, TPEYroabHbIE U Ayroo6pa3Hble), OTHECEHHBIX K
Benosepckoii KyabType, a Takske 6osiee panHue GpuOysibl, HaliZIeHHbBIE B CEBEPO-3amaiHOM [IpruepHOMOpbE.
Tpaauiuss HCHOAb30BaHUSA (QUOYIT 1A KPEIUIEHUS OJEXKIbl HCXOAUT M3 CPEAHE3EMHOMOPCKOTO PErrMoHa
U JJaTUPYeTCS IOKOJIOHUATBHBIM IEPHUOAOM. ITH IIpeAMEThl ObUIM IIPUBE3EHBI C TPEUYECKOr0 MHUpa HU/Wiu
(pUHUKUIICKOTO TTOCPEACTBOM TOPTOBJIUA UJIA PETUTHH.

Cnucox uantocmpayuil:

Puc. 1. IlepBoie ¢ubynasl B CeBepHom IIpuuepHomopbe: 1 - JIyKbSHOBCK, KypraH; 2 - Illupokoe, Kypran NO
2, morpeberne NQ 2; 3 - IleppomaeBka, Kyprad NQ 5, morpebenue NQ 1; 4 - Kazaxius, morpebenne NO 14;
5 - CtpyMoK, kypras N© 7, morpebenue NO 1; 6 - Ayikanus, Kyprad N 2, morpebenue N@ 1; 7 - CTeltHOe, KypraH
Ne 3, morpebenue NO 1; 8 - Kazakuius, norpebenne N2 1; 9 - Kazakus, morpeberue NO 55; 10 - KoukoBaroe,
Kypraln NQ 32, morpeGenue N2 2; 11 - JIykaieyka, mocejienue; 12, 13 - Caxapsa (I{uriay), kypran NO 4. 1-8, 10,
11 - 6poH3a; 9, 12, 13 - 3keJe30 (1o Banuyros 2008).

Puc. 2. Pacripocrpanenue nepBbix ¢puodysa B CeepHom IIpuuepHomopse: 1 - JIykamieyka, kyprag; 2 - [llupokoe;
3 - [lepBomaeBka; 4, 8, 9 - Kazakius; 5 - CtpyMmok; 6 - Asikanus; 7 - CreniHoe; 10 - KoukoBaroe; 11 - JIykaiieyka,
mocesieHue; 12, 13 - Caxapua (I{uriay) (mo Banuyros 2008).

Puc. 3. TopaeeBka. fIutapusbie 6ychl Trina Tupund (I111) u Amomep (V1) u ux Bapuanuu (1o Berezanskaja 1998).

Puc. 4. 1 - JIykamieyka; 2, 7, 8, 10, 11 - kysipTypa Koban (2 - mocenenue 3meiickoe; 7 - Crupcras; 8, 10 - Tou;
11 - Cepoxenb-10pT); 3, 4-6 - Kosxuza (3 - HoBsiit Adon; 4, 6, 8 - Abapuyk; 5, 12 - Emepu) (o Bouzek 1997).

Puc. 5. Jlyroo6pasusie ¢ubdysibl us Epebyuu, Apmenus (1) u I'mxrut, Koaxuaa (2) (mo Bouzek 1997).

Puc. 6. Jlokumepuiickue 6poH30BbIE U3/ebs B EBpone: 1, 2 - ncanuu (1 - Crape Cezgio, boremus; 2 - JlapHo,
®pannus); 3, 6, 7 - soomopdubie purypku (3 - Opuiosa, TpancunbBanus; 6, 7 - [lonaanu u baruna, Xopearus);
4 - KyJIOH B BU/ie (ppakuiickoro Tonopa u3 Mmyses beHaku, AGUHBI; 5, 9-12 - KYJIOH B BH/Ie KOJIOKOJIBYHKA,
MyTOBUIIBI B BUJIe Kosieca U Oychl u3 bpozacku Bapoin, XopBaTus; 8 - KyJIOH B BHJIE IENIOYKH C ITHUIIEH U3

Bunrysna-/Iusomnr, Xopsatus (o Bouzek 1997).
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