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Mapping the Barbarian world - outline of the issues
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ABSTRACT

This article discusses the main problems accompanying attempts to map the areas of Barbarian Europe. These
problems relate to the difficulties in reconstructing both the ethnic situation and settlement structures prevailing
in the territories of Barbaricum. Projects such as Tabula Imperii Romani and Corpus der rémischen Funde im
europdischen Barbaricum produce maps of all the finds of Roman imports recorded in a given area. In recent
years, archaeological research has revealed new sources that allow the complex relationships between
Barbaricum and the Roman state to be viewed in a completely new light.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Beyond the borders of the Roman Empire,
east of the Rhine and north of the Danube,
there was a Barbarian Europe — Barbaricum.
The demographic, cultural, settlement and
economic situation on both sides of the Limes
was radically different. They were two separate
worlds but with different relationships. Military
confrontations with the peoples of Barbaricum,
aswell as contacts of adiplomatic and commercial
nature contributed to the acquisition of
knowledge relating to these peoples by the
Romans. Based on data from ancient written
sources, it’s possible to reconstruct, to some
extent, the ethnic map of Barbaricum during the
Roman period. The greatest amount of this data
relates to the first two centuries after the birth
of Christ and come from the works of
Pomponius Mela, Pliny the Elder, Tacitus and
Claudius Ptolemy, among others. The works of
the above-mentioned authors contain the
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names of peoples from Barbarian Europe, as
well as information about the areas they occupy
(Kolendo, 1998a, previous literature there;
Kolendo, 2005; Kaczanowski, Margos, 2002,
XV-XXIII; Nowakowski, 2005). It should be
noted, however, that sometimes the same
ethnonym appears in different parts of Europe
(e.g. Wenedi/Venethi), and sometimes similar
but different names appear in the sources
(Lugii/Lupiones Sarmate/Longiones), at times
separated by a chronological distance, which
does not allow us to be sure they are the same
tribe (Kolendo, 1998b, previous literature
there; Kaczanowski, Margos, 2002, XXIV-
XXV). In addition, ancient authors have
sometimes transferred the names of peoples
they knew well to other, newly-known tribes.
It’s also known that there are obvious
anachronisms in ancient written sources as well
as literary topoi — stereotypical images of
Barbarians (Kolendo, 1998a, 50).

The ethnic map of Barbarian Europe,
reconstructed by philologists and historians on
the basis of data from ancient written sources,
has been contrasted by archaeologists with an



J. RODZINSKA-NOWAK — M. KASINSKI

image of cultural diversity, drawn from the
results of analysing archaeological sources.
According to contemporary archaeology,
Barbaricum can be divided into taxonomic units
of a higher and lower order: cultural circles as
well as cultures and cultural groups. Limits to
the range of these units are sometimes difficult
to define precisely as they are influenced by
differing intensities of settlement for individual
areas in different chronological ranges, as well as
the state of archaeological research. At the same
time, it should be assumed that, in most cases,
the cultural units distinguished may have been
polyethnic in nature. However, for some areas
of the Barbaricum, terms referring directly to
tribal territories are used, such as in the case of
the Marcomannic settlement in the Czech Basin
(Droberjar, 2009; Salag, 2016), or contemporary
geographical terms are used, e.g. historical
materials from the Danish islands, Gotland, etc.
(Kaczanowski, Madyda-Legutko, 2005;
Kaczanowski, 2010).

Contacts between peoples of Barbaricum
and the Roman Empire were characterised by
variable intensity, both in terms of time and
space. The differences observed in this respect
were not only quantitative but also qualitative.
Animportant factor influencing these differences
was, among other things, the distance of the
Barbarian tribes’ settlements from the borders
of the Roman state (cf. Lund Hansen, 1987;
Bouzek, Ondfejovd, 1990; Jilek, 2016;
Suharoschi, Dumitrache, Curca, 2020; Opreanu,
Cocis, Lazirescu, 2020).

Research projects have been carried out over
several decades, resulting in publications aimed
at mapping the areas of Barbarian Europe from
the perspective of their inhabitants’ contacts
with the Roman Empire. In practice, this means
recording all the finds of Roman imports from
individual Barbaricum regions. This trend
includes volume M-34 Krakow issued as a part
of the prestigious international series Tabula
Imperii Romani, published in 2002 by a team of
researchers led by Professor Piotr Kaczanowski
of the Institute of Archaeology of the Jagiellonian
University in Krakéw (Kaczanowski, Margos,
2002). The study covered an area comprising a
significant part of the territory of today’s Poland,
as well as parts of Slovakia, the Czech Republic,

Hungary, Romania, Ukraine and Belarus.
Currently, this volume is being digitised by
means of an application used by all participants
of the TIR-FOR Project. However, it should be
remembered that the rules for describing and
mapping the archaeological material in the
Tabula Imperii Romani were developed with the
territory of the Roman state in mind, so we are
currently encountering some difficulties in
adapting to them. Such difficulties result, among
other things, from the specificity of the settlement
structures in the Barbaricum and consequently
from the presence of other categories of
archaeological sources in these areas.

2. SPECIFICITY OF THE SETTLEMENT STRUCTURES
OF THE PEOPLES OF BARBARICUM

Many attempts have been made by different
specialists to identify models of settlement used
by the peoples of Barbarian Europe. The view
commonly accepted at present is that the
settlement pattern was dispersed. In the territory
of interest there is an observable, to some extent
chronologically variable pattern of variously
discernible microregions, sometimes visibly
separated from one another by a zone with more
sparse settlement or even by uninhabited lands.
However, it should be mentioned here that, in
some cases, the results of more recent field
studies, mainly surface prospection, show
blurring of the boundaries of previously
differentiated microregions (Jankuhn, 1976;
Godtowski, 1985; Kobylinski, 1988; Kobylinski,
2005; Kolendo, 1998c; Leube, 1992; Leube 2009;
Rodzinska-Nowak, 2012, 11).

Apart from a few exceptions, in the vast
majority of Barbaricum areas there are only open
settlements; i.e. without any fortifications.
Comprehensive analysis of archaeological sources
makes it possible to attempt to reconstruct the
spatial arrangement of settlements in relation to
their various functions, including economic, as
well as to restore the original size of settlements.
Micro-regional settlement studies provide further
information. On the basis of these studies, it’s
possible to try to determine the preferences of
given groups of people in terms of selecting the
landscape zones they inhabit, as well as infer
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their demographic potential and, indirectly, the
nature and scale of environmental exploitation.
These micro-regional studies also contribute to
our knowledge of the spatial and functional
relations, including economic, between individual
settlements  (Leube, 1992; Leube, 2009;
Rodzinska-Nowak, 2016, 308-310).

However, the research carried out in many
Barbaricum micro-regions has not enabled the
exact reconstruction of the settlement network
existing in individual, short time periods,
corresponding to the life span of one or more
generations. In a few cases, on the other hand, it
was possible to identify contemporary
settlement complexes, consisting of settlement/
settlements and cemetery (cf. Dgbrowska, 2008,
82-83). Moreover, the aforementioned studies
do not lead, with some exceptions, to the
recognition of mutual relations between
individual settlements. For instance, in many
cases it’s not possible to convincingly identify
settlements, within an area of a given
concentration, that clearly differ in function and
rank from the others and may therefore serve as
a main centre within it (cf. Schuster, 2003). One
extremely important factor that has a negative
impact on the effectiveness of studies on the
transformation of the economic structures of
the Barbarian population of Europe is the
difficulty in determining the chronology of
archaeological materials discovered in the
settlements. These difficulties are mainly related
to the nature of the source base that tends to
come from such sites. The most common
category of artlfacts, often the only one, is
ceramics which, in the light of more recent
research, provide a less precise basis for dating
than was previously thought (cf. Rodzinska-
Nowak, 2006; Rodzinska-Nowak, 2011).

Written sources, both ancient and early
medieval, underline the importance of the family-
neighbour communities in the social, economic,
political, religious and ritual life of the inhabitants
of Barbaricum. Based on the results of an analysis
of written sources, it can be assumed that one
characteristic feature of tribal territories was their
segmental structure, consisting of small, local
links. For ‘civilised’ observers, the number of
these local links was important in attempts to
determine the demographic and military potential

of individual tribes or their associations
(Modzelewski, 2004, 255-284, 287, 348).

Individual microregions, perhaps the same as
the structures described by Tacitus as cvitas,
probably consisted of many smaller territorial
units, described as districts or ‘neighbouring
communities’. These communities probably
correspond to those called by Caesar (Commentari
de bello gallico, 1V.1) and then by Tacitus
(Germania, 39) as pagus. In addition to their
many economic tasks, neighbouring communities
also carried out other activities collectively that
indirectly affected how the economy performed,
such as those of a policing, judicial and military
nature (Modzelewski, 2004, 288, 322; cf. Semple,
Sanmark, Iversen, Mehler 2021).

3. METHODOLOGICAL PROBLEMS ARISING FROM
THE APPLICATION OF TIR-FOR TO
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES LOCATED IN THE
BARBARICUM AREA

As mentioned above, in most areas of
Barbaricum there are only open settlements. In
addition there are numerous attested settlement
points, necropolises, single graves, treasures,
votive deposits in aquatic environments and
scattered loose finds, including numismatics. It
should be noted that not all of the above categories
of archaeological sources are fully reflected in the
typology developed for the TIR-FOR project.

First of all, it’s important to emphasise a
fundamental qualitative difference between the
sites mapped within the Roman Empire and those
recorded in the area of Barbaricum. In the case of
the first category we are dealing with sites or
complexes of sites representing the remains of
various activities of Roman inhabitants (towns,
villae, roads, aqueducts, etc.). On the other hand,
the mapped sites in the Barbaricum area, with few
exceptions, usually correspond to single finds of
objects imported from the Roman provinces, or
to groups of such finds, most often occurring
within the context of settlements or sepulchral
sites and sometimes as hoards or loose finds.
Labelling sites recorded in the Roman Empire
and in the areas of Barbaricum with the same
name can therefore sometimes contribute to a
distorted picture of reality.
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Nonetheless, an attempt can be made to
adapt the typology proposed by the TIR-FOR
application for the purpose of describing the
realities of Barbarian Europe. In the case of
known settlements within its area, it can be
assumed that they correspond to the category of
rural settlements. They meet all the criteria
which currently classify a site in this category.
Another numerous group are sepulchral sites, to
which the categories of “necropolis” and
“burial” proposed by the TIR-FOR typology
can be applied. It should be remembered,
however, that the nature of these sites, when
compared to the realities of the Roman state, is
markedly different. In the case of numerous
loose, surface or undetermined finds, the
category ‘unknown’ should be applied, referring
to finds whose full archaeological context is not
known.

Particularly noteworthy are undoubtedly
the finds of Roman coins, an important source
for understanding the relationship between
Rome and the Barbarians. In the territories of
Barbaricum, coins usually occur as single,
scattered finds and in treasures, which are the
result of intentional hoarding, carried out for
€CoNomic Or NON-econoOmic reasons, €.g. as part
of cult practices. Occasional finds of coins in
graves have also been attested. In most cases a
single category, “numismatics”, will be used for
these groups of finds in the TIR-FOR
application.

The excavations carried out over the last few
decades in central and northern Europe, as well
as underwater archaeological explorations, non-
invasive surveys (aerial, geomagnetic, etc.) and
prospecting with metal detectors, have led to the
discovery of groups of sites with special
characteristics. These discoveries allow us to
look at the relationship between Rome and
Barbaricum from a completely new perspective.
This observation applies, for instance, to sites
documenting military confrontations between
the peoples of Barbaricum and the Roman army.
Particularly noteworthy is the site of the famous
Battle of the Teutoburg Forest in 9 AD, with
considerable probability located at Kalkriese
near Osnabriick, Lower Saxony, as well as the
site of the battle supposedly fought by
Maximinus the Thracian against the Alemanni

around 238 AD in Harzhorn, Lower Saxony
(Meyer, 2018, previous literature there). Mention
should also be made of the remains of temporary
camps set up by the Roman army in what is now
Slovakia, Moravia and Hungary, during the
second phase of the so-called Marcomannic
Wars in the second half of the 2nd century AD
(Fig. 1), when the Romans shifted the fighting to
the Barbarian banks of the Danube (Komordczy,
Vlach, Hiissen, Rajtar, 2019). Sites specific to the
northern part of Barbaricum are the votive bog
deposits, found primarily in the Scandinavian
zone but also sporadically recorded in other
parts of the Baltic Sea basin. These are the
remains of cult practices connected with the
intentional depositing of offerings in an aquatic
environment, usually consisting of the weapons
and personal equipment of warriors captured

FiGure 1. Charvitskd Novd Ves (Czech Republic).

Aerial photo showing the course of the ditch and

reconstructed area occupied by the Roman marching

camp (orthophoto ©CUZK) (acc. to Komoréezy,
Vlach, Hissen, Rajtdr, 2019).

— 54 —
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from the enemy (Fig. 2). They often include
numerous items of Roman provenance (cf.
Blankefeldt, von Carnap-Bornheim, 2018,
previous literature there).

Peaceful and diplomatic relations between
the two worlds can, in turn, be seen in the grand
residences of representatives of the Germanic
elite built following the Roman model and using
imported materials, erected by Roman craftsmen.
Such buildings have been discovered in the
middle Danube basin (cf. Varsik, 2020). One of
the most impressive residences of this kind was
discovered in Bratislava-Duabravka, south-west
Slovakia (Fig. 3), in the area covered by the
settlement of the Germanic Quadii (Elschek,
2017). In addition, settlements described as
‘central places’, interpreted as centres for
ceremonial exchange and the redistribution of
Roman wealth, warrant special attention.
Extensive sites of this nature have been
discovered at Sorte Muld on the island of
Bornholm, at Gudme on the island of Funen, at
Upokrd in Skane and possibly at Jakuszowice in
western Lesser Poland. These settlements have
provided evidence of a variety of manufacturing
processes, a huge series of finds of Roman

imports, including coins, and sometimes traces
of grand buildings (Bursche, 1998, 205, footnote
10; Watt, 2009; Lund Hansen, 2009).

A further difficulty in using the application
developed for the TIR-FOR project with the
Barbaricum area arises from the fact that, in
practice, archaeologists dealing with these areas
tend to use a system of relative chronological
phases rather than an absolute chronology. For
the dating of artifacts from the area of Barbarian
Europe, both regional and supra-regional
systems of relative chronology have been
developed that are based primarily on the results
of the typological analysis of metal parts of
attire, among which fibulae are particularly
important (Almgren, 1923), as well as other
categories of finds, such as elements of armament.
Sometimes it was also possible to carry out
planigraphic  studies; ie. the horizontal
stratigraphy of extensive, long-used cemeteries.
It was only at a later stage of the research
procedure that it could be determined which
intervals, expressed in absolute  dates,
corresponded to the individual stages of relative
chronology. These findings are based primarily
on the results of an analysis of co-occurrence in

Figure 2. Finds from the Tborsberger Moor (Germany). Photo: Archiologisches
Landesmuseum Schleswig Schloss Gottorf (acc. to Blankefeldt, von Carnap-Bornheim 2018).
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F1GURE 3. Bratislava-Dubravka (Slovakia). Bath. 1. View from the west; 2. View from the east; 3. Caldarium/

room 4 and 4a, view from the south-east; 4. Frigidarium/room 1a in the foreground, view from the north-east
(acc. to Elschek, 2017).

compact sets (i.e. graves, hoards) of artifacts of
Barbarian origin with precisely dated objects
imported from the Roman state. The above
inference has also been contrasted with findings
from studies of the image of Barbarians in
Roman iconography (cf. Eggers, 1955;
Godlowski, 1970; Krierer, 1998; Hunter, 2009).
Furthermore, data obtained by natural dating
methods have been taken into account. This
remark applies mainly to dendrochronology and
sometimes also to radiocarbon dating; i.e. the
C14 method (cf. Komoréezy, Vlach, Hiissen,
Rajtdr, 2019). Therefore, the absolute chronology
of the different phases of the Roman period in
the Barbaricum area still needs to be refined
further.

An equally complex issue is the dating of
certain objects of Roman provenance found in
areas located to the east and north of the Limes.
This applies in particular to republican denarii,
as well as denarii minted in the 1st and 2nd
centuries AD. As can be presumed, their

circulation in the Barbarian environment,
unlike many other categories of imports, may
have sometimes lasted much longer than in the
Roman Empire. Among the many finds
supporting this thesis is the tomb of the
Frankish king, Childeric, who died in 481 or
482, discovered in Tournai (Belgium) in the
mid-17th century. The furnishings of this tomb
included silver coins, among which the earliest
chronological position is occupied by a
republican denarius; i.e. more than 500 years
older than the burial of the ruler. This was not
an exceptional find, as it was accompanied by
other denarii dating from the 1st and 2nd
centuries AD (Quast, 2015, 179).

The example cited above shows that, while a
coin’s date of issue determines the terminus post
gquem for the dating of an assemblage or site in
Barbaricum, it does not necessarily determine its
chronological position. The dating of a given
find must therefore take into account the results
of an analysis of the entire context in which it
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was discovered. For this reason, the system of
relative dating developed by H.]. Eggers, with
later modifications (Motykova-Sneidrovi, 1965;
Godtowski, 1970; Liana, 1970; Tejral, 1988;
1992), should be applied to the monuments from
the Barbaricum area.

4. NEW RESEARCH PERSPECTIVES

Slightly different in character from the
Tabula Imperii Romani is the series Corpus der
romischen Funde im ewropdischen Barbaricum,
which  was initiated by the Romisch-
Germanische Kommission of the German
Archaeological ~ Institute.  Currently, the
Institute of Archaeology of the Jagiellonian
University, in collaboration with the Faculty of
Archaeology of the University of Warsaw, is
working on the Polish edition of this series
under the auspices of the UAI and the
International TIR-FOR Commission
(Nowakowski, 2001; Kaczanowski, Bodzek,
Przychodni, Zuch 2017; Jakubczyk, Bursche,
Maczyniska 2018). These volumes contain more
data of interest to archaeologists of central and
northern Europe, including the context of the
find, type of monument, relative chronology,
etc. An integral part of the volume are also
illustrations and lists of particular categories of
finds, such as coins, terra sigillata, etc.

The information contained both in volume
M-34 Krakéw and in the volumes of the Corpus
der  romischen Funde im  europdischen
Barbaricum can provide a basis for multifaceted
analyses of the mechanisms and routes of the
influx of Roman imports into Barbaricum,
studies of the structure and chronology of these
finds, as well as their presumed functions in the
economic system and symbolic culture of the
societies living there. These data can also be used
to reconstruct the course of trade routes, which
in areas outside the Limes should be understood
as general directions of exchange. In all the cases
mentioned above, it’s necessary to pay attention
to the broad environmental and settlement
contexts in which the finds of Roman imports
occur.

On the one hand, the examples selected of
different types of finds, mentioned above,

demonstrate the complexity of Roman-
Barbarian relations while, on the other hand,
they illustrate the enormity of the research tasks
facing archaeologists today. In the future, these
studies may also result in new cartographic
views of the Barbaricum area.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

ALMGREN, Oscar (1923). Studien iiber
Nordeuropdische Fibelformen der ersten
nachchristlichen Jahrbunderte mit
Beriicksichtigung der provinzialromischen
und stidrussischen Formen. Leipzig: Mannus-
Bibliothek 32.

BLANKEFELDT, Ruth; von CARNAP-
BORNHEIM, Claus (2018). “Ritual
sacrifices of military equipment in the
Thorsberger Moor”. In: FERNANDEZ-
GOTZ Manuel; ROYMANS Nico (eds.).
Conflict ~ Archaeology: — Materialities  of
Collective Violence from Prehistory to Late
Antiquity. EAA Monograph Series “Themes
in Contemporary Archaeology”. Volume 5.
Abingdon/New York: Routledge, 219-229.

BOUZEK, Jan; ONDREJOVA, Iva (1990). ““Tteti
z6na’ mezi Rimem a barbarikem pfi
norickopanonském limitu”. In: Archeologické
rozhledy 42, 22-35.

BURSCHE, Aleksander (1998). Zlote medaliony
rzymskie w Barbaricum. Symbolika prestizu i
wladzy spoleczetistw barbarzynskich u schythu
starozytnosc. “Swiatowit” Supplement Series
A: Antiquity. Volume II. Warsaw.

DABROWSKA, Teresa (2008). Mlodszy okres
przedrzymski na Mazowszu i zachodnim
Podlasin.  Zarys  kulturowo-chronologiczny.
Materialy StarozytneiWezesno$redniowieczne
7.

DROBERJAR, Eduard (2009). “Contribution
to the history and archaeology of the
Maroboduus Empire”. In: SALAC, Vladimir;
BEMMANN, Jan (eds.). Mitteleuropa zur
Zeit Marbods. Praha-Bonn, 81-106.

EGGERS, Hans Jurgen (1955).“Zur absoluten
Chronologie der Romischen Kaiserzeit
im Freien Germanien”. In: Jahrbuch
des Romisch-Germanischen Zentralmusenms
Mainz 2, 196-244.



J. RODZINSKA-NOWAK — M. KASINSKI

ELSCHEK, Kristian (2017). Bratislava -
Dibravka im 1. bis 4. Jahrbundertn. Chr.
Germanischer Fiirstensitz mit romischen
Bauten und die germanische Besiedlung.

Archaeologica  Slovaca  Monographiae.
Volume XXIX. Nitra.
GODLOWSKI, Kazimierz (1970). The

Chronology of the Late Roman and Early
Migration periods in Central Europe. Zeszyty
Naukowe Uniwersytetu Jagiellonskiego 217.
Prace Archeologiczne 11. Krakow.

GODLOWSKI, Kazimierz (1985). Przemiany
osadnicze i kulturowe w potudniowe; 1
srodkowej Polsce w miodszym  okresie
przedrzymskim, i okresie rzymskim. Prace
Komisji Archeologicznej Polskiej Akademii
Nauk — Oddziat w Krakowie nr 23, Wroctaw
— Warsaw — Krakow — Gdansk — £.6dz.

HUNTER, Fraser (2009). “Barbarians and their
equipment on Roman provincial sculpture”.
In: GAGGADIS-ROBIN, Vassiliki;
HERMARY, Antoine; REDDE, Michel;
SINTES, Claude (eds.). Les ateliers de
sculpture  régionaux: techniques, styles et
iconographie  (Actes du Xe Colloque
Internationale sur lart provincial romain).
Arles, 793-801.

JAKUBCZYK, Ireneusz; BURSCHE,
Aleksander; MACZYNSKA, Magdalena
(2018). Mittelpolen. Corpus der romischen
Funde im europiischen Barbaricum — Polen
(CRFB -Polen), Band 3, Krakow.

JANKUHN, Herbert (1976). “Siedlung,
Wirtschaft und Geselschaftsordnung der
germanischen  Stimme in der Zeit
der  romischen  Angriffskriege”.  In:
TEMPORINI Hildegard; HAASE Wolfgang
(eds.). Aufstieg wund Niedergang der
romischen Welt. Weltgeschichte und Kultur
Roms im Spiegel der neueren Forschung.
Volume II, 5.1. Berlin-New York, 65-126.

JILEK, Jan (2016). “Roman Metal Vessels in the
Milieu of Germanic Elites in the Middle
Danube Region”. In: Studia Hercynia
XIX/1-2,169-188.

KACZANOWSKI, Piotr (2010). “Zur
kulturgeschichtlichen Taxonomie des mittel-
und nordeuropdischen Barbaricum”. In:
LUND HANSEN, Ulla; BITNER-
WROBLEWSKA, Anna (ed.). Worlds apart?

Contacts across the Baltic Sea in the Iron
Age. Network Denmark-Poland 2005-2008.
Nordiske Fortidsminder Serie C. Volume 7.
Copenhagen-Warsaw, 49-57.

KACZANOWSKI, Piotr; BODZEK, Jarostaw;
PRZYCHODNI, Andrzej; ZUCH,
Katarzyna (2017). Kleinpolen. Corpus der
romischen  Funde im  europiischen
Barbaricum — Polen (CRFB - Polen). Band
2. Krakow.

KACZANOWSKI, Piotr; MADYDA-
LEGUTKO, Renata (2005). “Strefy
kulturowe w Europie Srodkowej w okresie
rzymskim”/“Die Kulturzonen n
mitteleuropdischen Raum in der romischen
Kaiserzeit”. In: KACZANOWSKI, Piotr;
PARCZEWSKI, Michat (eds.). Archeologia
o poczatkach  Stowian. Materiaty =z
konferencji, Krakéw, 19-21 listopada 2001.
Krakow, 125-135.

KACZANOWSKI, Piotr; MARGOS, Urszula
(2002). Tabula Imperii Romani M-34
Krakow. Krakow.

KOBYLINSKI, Zbigniew (1988). Struktury
osadnicze na ziemiach polskich u schytku
starozytnosci i w poczgtkach wczesnego
sredniowiecza. Wroctaw — Warsaw — Krakow
— Gdansk — £.6dz.

KOBYLINSKI, Zbigniew (2005). “Zagadnienie
struktur osadniczych na ziemiach polskich
w koncu starozytno$ci 1 na poczatku
$redniowiecza”/“Zur Frage der
Siedlungsstrukturen im polnischen Gebiet
am Ausgang der Frithgeschichte und zu
Beginn des Mittelalters”. In:
KACZANOWSKI Piotr; PARCZEWSKI
Michat (eds.). Archeologia o poczatkach
Stowian. Materialy z konferencji, Krakow,
19-21 listopada 2001. Krakow, 293-305.

KOLENDO, Jerzy (1998a). “Zrédia pisane w
badaniach nad strefami kulturowymi 1
etnicznymi Europy Srodkowej w okresie
rzymskim”. In: BURSCHE, Aleksander;
CHOWANIEC,Roksana; NOWAKOWSKI,
Wojciech (eds.). Swiat antyczny i Barbarzyrcy.
Teksty, zabytki, refleksja nad przesztoscig.
Volume I. Warsaw, 49-56.

KOLENDO, Jerzy (1998b). “Wenetowie w
Europie $rodkowej 1 wschodniej. Lokalizacja
1 rzeczywisto$¢ etniczna”. In: BURSCHE,



MAPPING THE BARBARIAN WORLD — OUTLINE OF THE ISSUES

Aleksander; CHOWANIEC Roksana;
NOWAKOWSKI, Wojciech (eds.). Swiat
antyczny i Barbarzyiicy. Teksty, zabytki,
refleksja nad przesztoscig. Volume 1. Warsaw,
95-106.

KOLENDO, Jerzy (1998c).“Pustki osadnicze
w Europiebarbarzynskiej wedlug przekazéw
autor6w antycznych”. In: BURSCHE,
Aleksander; CHOWANIEC, Roksana;
NOWAKOWSKI, Wojciech (eds.). Swiat
antyczny i Barbarzyvicy. Teksty, zabytki,
refleksja nad przesztoscig. Volume 1. Warsaw,
73-84.

KOLENDO, Jerzy (2005). “Mapa etniczna
srodkowoeuropejskiego Barbaricum. Swebia
1 Lugiowie w Germanii Tacyta”/“Die

ethnische Karte des mitteleuropaischen
Barbaricums. Suebien und die Lugier
in der Germania des Tacitus”. In:

KACZANOWSKI, Piotr; PARCZEWSKI,
Michat (eds.). Archeologia o poczatkach
Stowian. Materialy z konferencji, Krakow,
19-21 listopada 2001. Krakow, 103-118.

KOMOROCZY, Balizs; VLACH, Marek;
HUSSEN,  Claus-Michael; ~ RAJTAR,
Jan (2019). “Absolutchronologische Daten
aus  romischen  temporiren  Lagern
im markomannischen Siedlungsraum im
Mitteldonaugebiet”.  In:  KARWOWSK]I,
Maciej; KOMOROCZY, Balizs; TREBSCHE,
Peter (eds.). Auf den Spuren der Barbaren,
archdologisch,  historisch, ~ numismatisch.
Archdologie  der  Barbaren 2015. Spisy
Archeologického tstavu AV CR Brno 60.
Brno, 151-183.

KRIERER, Karl Reinhard (1998). “Barbarian
enemies from beyond the frontiers.
Representations of war, defeat, submission,
captivity, death”. In: DYCZEK, Piotr (ed.).
Acta of the International Conference Wykno.
Poland. 18-22 November 1995. Novensia 10.
1998. 211-230.

LEUBE, Achim (1992). “Studien zu Wirtschaft
und Siedlung bei den germanischen Stimmen
im nordlichen Mitteleuropa wihrend des 1.
bis 5./6. Jh. wZ.”. In: Ethnographisch-
Archdologische Zeitschrift 33,130-146.

LEUBE, Achim (2009). Studien zu Wirtschaft
und  Siedlung bei den  germanischen
Stammenim  nordlichen  Mittelenropa

wéihrend des 1. bis 5./6. Jahrbunderts n. Chr.
Romisch  Germanische Forschungen 64,
Frankfurt a. M.-Mainz.

LIANA, Teresa (1970). “Chronologia wzgledna
kultury przeworskiej we wezesnym okresie
rzymskim”. Wiadomosci Archeologiczne 35,
429491.

LUND HANSEN, Ulla (1987). Rémischer
Import im Norden. Warenaustausch zwischen
dem romischen Reich wund dem freien
Germanien wihbrend der Kaiserzeit unter
besonderer Beriicksichtigung Nordeuropas.
Kongelige  Nordiske  Oldskriftselskab
(Nordiske Fortidsminder Series B, Volume
10). Copenhagen.

LUND HANSEN, Ulla (2009). “Among the Elite
of Europe”. In: ADAMSEN, Christian;
LUND HANSEN Ulla; NIELSEN, Finn
Ole; WATT, Margrethe (eds.). Sorte Muld.
Wealth, power and religion at an Iron Age
central settlement on Bornholm. Renne, 82-89.

MEYER, Michael (2018). “The Germanic-
Roman battlefields of Kalkriese and
Harzhorn. A methodological comparison”.
In: FERNANDEZ-GOTZ, Manuel;
ROYMANS, Nico (eds.). Conflict
Archaeology: Materialities of Collective
Violence from Prehistory to Late Antiquity.
EAA Monograph Series “Themes in
Contemporary Archaeology”. Volume 5.
Abingdon/New York: Routledge, 205-218.

MODZELEWSKI, Karol (2004). Barbarzytiska
Europa. Warsaw.

MOTYKOVA-SNEIDROVA, Karla (1965).
“Zur Chronologie der iltesten romischen
Kaiserzeit in Bohmen”. Berliner Jahrbuch
fiir Vor- und Friihgeschichte 5, 103-174.

NOWAKOWSKI, Wojciech (2001). Masuren.

Corpus der romischen Funde im
europdischen Barbaricum — Polen, Band 1.
Warsaw.

NOWAKOWSKI, Wojciech (2005). “Hic

Svebiae finis — sytuacja etniczna na wschéd
od Tacytowej Swebii”/ Hic Svebiae finis —
die ethnische Situationostlich von Suebien
des Tacitus. In: KACZANOWSKI, Piotr;
PARCZEWSKI, Michat (eds.). Archeologia
o poczatkach  Stowian.  Materialy z
konferencji, Krakow, 19-21 listopada 2001.
Krakow, 119-123.



J. RODZINSKA-NOWAK — M. KASINSKI

OPREANU, Coriolan Horatiu; COCIS, Sorin;
LAZARESCU, Vlad-Andrei(2020).“Barbarian
brooches in Roman context. Analysis of the
finds from the frontier marketplace at
Porolissum  (Romania)”. In: RUBEL,
Alexander;  Voss, Hans-Ulrich  (eds.).
Experiencing the Frontier and the Frontier of
Experience: Barbarian Perspectives and Roman
Strategies to Deal with New Threats.
Archaeopress, 67-93.

QUAST, Dieter (2015). “Die Grabbeigaben -
ein kommentierten Fundkatalog”. In:
QUAST, Dieter (ed.), Das Grab der
frankischen Konigs Childerich in Tournai
und die Anastasis Childericc von Jean-
Jacques Chifflet aus dem Jahre 1655.
Monographien des Romisch-Germanischen
Zentralmuseums, Band 129. Mainz, 165-
207.

RODZINSKA-NOWAK,  Judyta  (2006).
Jakuszowice, stanowisko 2. Ceramika z
osady kultury przeworskiej z miodszego i
poinego okresu wplywow rzymskich i
wczesne] fazy okresu wedrowek ludow.
Zeszyty Naukowe Uniwersytetu
Jagiellonskiego. Prace Archeologiczne 61.
Krakow.

RODZINSKA-NOWAK, Judyta (2011). “Zur
Chronologie der Drehscheibenkeramik in
der Przeworsk-Kultur im Lichte der jiingsten
Forschungsergebnisse”. In: BEMMANN,
Jan; HEGEWISCH, Morten; MEYER,
Michael; SCHMAUDER, Michael (eds.).
Drebscheibentopferei  im  Barbaricum.
technologietransfer und Professionaliesierung
eines Handwerks am Rande des Romischen
Imperiums. Bonner Beitrige zur Vor- und
Frithgeschichtlichen Archiologie 13. Bonn,
284-293.

RODZINSKA-NOWAK,  Judyta (2012).
Gospodarka zywnosciowa ludnosci kultury
przeworskiej. Krakow.

RODZINSKA-NOWAK,  Judyta  (2016).
“Societies in the lands of Poland, from 350
AD wuntil 500 AD”. In: URBANCZYK,
Przemystaw (ed.). The Past Societies. Polish
lands from the first evidence of human

presence to the early Middle Ages. Volume 4:
500 BC-500 AD, RZESZOTARSKA-
NOWAKIEWICZ,  Aleksandra  (ed.).
Warsaw, 307-344.

SALAC, Vladimir (2016). “Kvidové v nejstarsich
d¢jinich Cech a stfedni Evropy”. In:
Archeologické rozhledy 68, 477-531.

SCHUSTER, Jan (2003).“Hof und Grab - Die
jungerkaiserzeitlichen Eliten vor und nach
dem Tode. Eine Fallstudie aus dem Unteren
Odergebiet”. In: Slovenska Archeoldgia
51/2,247-318.

SEMPLE, Sarah; SANMARK, Alexandra;
IVERSEN, Frode; MEHLER, Natasha
(2021). Negotiating the North: meeting-
places in the Middle Ages in the North Sea
Zone. Routledge, London-New York.

SUHAROSCHI, Alexandru; DUMITRACHE,
Iulia; CURCA, Roxana-Gabriela (2020).
“The Limes Germanicus trade and the
Roman army”. In: RUBEL, Alexander,
Voss, Hans-Ulrich (eds.). Experiencing the
Frontier and the Frontier of Experience:
Barbarian Perspectives and Roman Strategies
to Deal with New Threats, Archaeopress,
56-66.

TEJRAL, Jaroslav (1988). “Zur Chronologie der
frithen Volkerwanderungszeit im mittleren
Donauraum”, Archaeologia Austriaca 72,
223-304.

TEJRAL, Jaroslav (1992). “Einige Bemerkungen
zur Chronologie der spiten romischen
Kaiserzeit n Mitteleuropa”. In:
GODLOWSKI Kazimierz; MADYDA-
LEGUTKO Renata (eds). Probleme der
relativen und absoluten Chronologie ab
Laténezeit bis zum Friihmittelalter. Krakow,
227-248.

VARSIK, Vladimir (2020). “Germanske
rezidencienaSlovensku”.In: Monumentorum
Tutela 31/20, 125-142.

WATT, Margrethe (2009). “Sorte Muld. Past and
Present”. In: ADAMSEN, Christian, LUND
HANSEN, Ulla; NIELSEN, Finn Ole
WATT, Margrethe (eds.). Sorte Muld. Wealth,
power and religion at an Iron Age central
settlement on Bornholm. Renne, 16-27.



