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Abstract: Name stamps occasionally appear on early Roman Period bow brooches, such as
Aucissa brooches, Nertomarus brooches, brooches with side knobs (Scharnierfliigelfibeln), and
rosette brooches (Kragenfibeln, Distelfibeln, Flache Distelfibeln). Aucissa brooches are known
from the territory of the whole Roman Empire and were produced in multiple workshops,
while the other types were typical of the western parts, having been manufactured primarily
in the western provinces. According to current research, the 55 bow brooches from Gyér-Mén-
fécsanak-Széles-foldek belong to different western types. The only stamped brooch is a frag-
mentary Nertomarus brooch with an abbreviated NERTOMARVS stamp (NORYV). This brooch
could reach Pannonia from the place of production in different ways. One option is that the
brooch travelled with its owner, a military person, or someone who accompanied the troops.

Keywords: Nertomarus brooch, name stamp, Pannonia, 1st century AD, military

Introduction

GyO6r/Arrabona is a significant site on the Danube limes in north Pannonia. In the past decades, not
only the auxiliary fort and the civil settlement at Gy6r but also a native settlement at Gy6ér-Mén-
fécsanak were excavated.

The current research focuses on the brooches from the excavation of the site located at Ménfécsa-
nak-Széles-foldek.! Metal objects were carefully collected by metal detectorists during the three-year-
long excavation, whose conscious and thorough work saved many Roman Period artefacts. The Roman
Period brooch record of the site is numerous (901 pieces) and highly varied.” This paper focuses on
early Roman Period bow brooches and, most of all, a fragmentary piece with a name stamp.

It starts with a brief presentation of the archaeological site and the excavations, followed by an
overview of early Roman Period bow brooches and their classification into types and variants. The
main part focuses on the Nertomarus type, including its general presentation, distribution in Pan-
nonia and the neighbouring areas, and a detailed description and classification of the brooch from
Ménf6csanak-Széles-foldek. The last part presents an attempt to follow the path of the brooch from
the production area to Pannonia.

1 Site ID in the National Register of Archaeological Sites of Hungary: 34305.

2 My work on a detailed typology of the Roman Period brooches of the site is still in progress. Karoly
Tanko (senior research fellow, HUN-REN — ELTE Research Group for Interdisciplinary Archaeology)
will evaluate the prehistoric brooches obtained by the excavation.
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Excavations at Gy6r-Ménfécsanak-Széles-foldek

Gyo6r/Arrabona is situated in north-western Hungary on the northern limes and belongs to Pan-
nonia Superior. The auxiliary fort was built on Kaptalandomb, while the civil settlement (vicus)
lies around it. The inhabitants of the two settlement parts had a close connection, not just because
the family members of soldiers posted in the fort lived in the vicus but also because of the supply
system between the fort and the neighbouring parts.* Archaeological excavations have been
carried out in both parts of Arrabona.*

Ménfécsanak today is a southern district of
the town of Gy6r.” Its area was excavated in
many places. Roman Period features and finds
were excavated at Ménf6csanak-Széles-foldek
connected to archaeological projects called
Bevasarkokozpont [Shopping mall],” Burkus-
foldek,® Eperfoldek,” M1 motorway,” and the
eastern side of Road 83 (Figs 1-2)."

The earliest investigated part of the native set-
tlement was unearthed during the construc-
tion of M1 motorway in 1990-1991, and a few
years later, excavations also carried out at an-
other part of the Széles-f6ldek.” These contin-
ued between 2009 and 2011 under Gabor Ilon,
who managed to investigate 277,165 m* in total
in the three-year-long campaign.” Altogether,
11,506 archaeological features came to light,

representing diverse historical periods from
the Neolithic Age to the Early Middle Ages."
As a result of a well-designed metal detector

survey programme carried out as part of the

fieldwork, more than 7,000 metal objects were  Fig. 1. The location of Gyér-Ménfécsanak and Site
found. Many of the 4,192 recovered Roman  No. 34305 (after Tanké 2020, 1. kép)

Bir0 2020, 73.

4 Sz6NYI — ToMKA 2006a; SZONYI — ToMKA 2006b. Information on the auxiliary fort and the vicus was
recently summarised and evaluated by Sz. Bird (Bir6 2020).

5 The natural environment of the site was described by K. Tank6 (TANKO 2020, 11-15).

6  BIRO 2017, 50, Abb. 22-23. K. Tankoé focuses on the La Teéne period but also presents other details of the
field research (TANKO 2020, 18—25).

7 SzONYI 1997, 97-108; SzONYI 1999, 86; M. EGRY et al. 2001; ToMKA 2001; SzONYI 2003a, 145; M. EGRY et al.
2006, 36; SZONYI 2007a; SZONYI 2007b; NAGY 2008.

M. EGRY 2005; M. EGRY et al. 2006, 38.

9 M. EGRY 2007, 27-28, 35—36, 38; VARGA 2007; BIrO 2017, 152, 341-342.

10 SzONYI 1995; T. SzONYI 1996; SzZONYI 1997, 97; M. EGRY 2003; SzONYI 2003a, 141-145, Abb. 2, Abb. 10;
SzAONYI 2005, 401-405, M. EGRY et al. 2006, 34—-38; BIirO 2007, 18, 23—24, 1. tiblazat; ILoN 2010; ILON 2011;
Bir6 2012; ILoN 2012; MERKL — ILON 2012; BIrO 2013; BIrO 2014; BIrO 2017, 341-342; ILoN 2017; ILoN 2018.

11 M. EGry 2001; M. EGry 2002.

12 M. EGRY et al. 2006, 34, 36; TANKO 2020, 21.

13  Iron 2010; Iron 2011; ILoN 2017, 185, 1. abra; ILoN 2018; TANKO 2020, 25.

14 ILonN 2017, 185-187; TANKO 2020, 25.
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Period metal objects are brooches.” In 2022-2023, I had an opportunity to investigate more than 900
Roman Period bow and plate brooches representing diverse variants from the Augustan-Tiberian
Age to the beginning of the 5th century AD.

Early Roman Period bow brooches from the western provinces

Of the studied 901 Roman Period brooches, 869 were suitable for typological evaluation. They
originate from different territories, produced in workshops of the Norico-Pannonian area, the
Danubean provinces, the Rhineland, territories farther west, and the Barbaricum. Types charac-
teristic of the Norico-Pannonian circle and the Danubean provinces were also crafted locally and
arrived from other sites.'* Bronze workshops operated in Gy6r/Arrabona'” and Ménf6csanak, as
evidenced by the brooches recovered in 1990-1991" and 2009-2011" in Ménf6csanak, which in-
cluded semi-finished and faulty products.

Holt-Marcal

Fig. 2. Names of localities used in the field documentation of the excavation at Gy6r-Ménfécsanak
(after TANKO 2020, 8. kép)

15 Iron 2017, 187, 192-193.

16  The latest summary on brooch production in the Danubean provinces was published by S. Cocis (Cocrs
2019). Information on the brooch production of Brigetio was recently summarised by the author (SArRO
2020a; SARO 2021).

17  SELLYE 1970; BERECZ 2008, 182; SEY 2013, 43, Kat. 17-19.
18  Bir6 2013, 251-252, Abb. 2.3-5; SEY 2013, 61-62.
19 Unpublished.
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Only 55 of the 816 bow brooches from the site have connections with the western provinces. Except

for Aucissa brooches® and enamelled bow brooches,*' they were undoubtedly manufactured in the

western part of the Empire. Only two types have a spring pin in a spring case, the Nertomarus and
the Riha 4.8 (Fibeln mit breitem Fuss).”* Other types have a hinged pin. The type variants include
Aucissa,” Riha 5.12 (Scharnierfibeln mit lingsverziertem Biigel),** Riha 5.7 (Scharnierfliigelfibeln),”
Riha 5.6 (Querprofilierte Scharnierfibeln),* Riha 5.10 (Scharnierfibeln mit ungeteiltem Biigel und Fuss-

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
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Initially, Aucissa brooches were probably only produced in a few workshops. Later, regional variants
appeared, which were manufactured locally. The Berecz A242.3 subtype was supposedly produced in
Siscia and its surrounding area. Classical Aucissa brooches with a DVRNACVS stamp (Erice Lacabe 20.5)
were produced in limited areas. They were popular in Central Italy, Dalmatia, and Southeast Hispania.
The so-called Bagendon type Aucissa brooches (Erice Lacabe 21 = Berecz A242.4) appeared mainly in the
northern provinces, having been less common in Hispania and Italy. Other local variants include late
Aucissa brooches (Grbi¢ 1996/I-11, Cocis 14d) from Dacia and Moesia (ERICE LACABE 1995, 119-121, 127,
134-136, 141-148, Figs 10-11, Maps 17-18; GRBIC 1996; BERECZ 2008, 35, 41, 48—49, 5355, 61-62; COCIS
2019, 40—41, 45, 47-48, 73-74, PL. 100.8, P1. 101.9,11-12, P1. 104.29a-b, P1. 108.3—4; BERECZ 2023, 206, 212,
214, 219, 223, 225, 230-231).

Enamelled brooches were certainly manufactured in Britannia, Gallia, and Rhineland. Moreover,
K. Berecz supposed they were also produced in Pannonia (BERECZ 2008, 181-184). However, semi-fin-
ished or faulty products have not yet been found in Pannonia. As only Berecz IA and IB enamelled
bow brooches are presented in this paper, the possibility of Pannonian production is hypothesised
solely in their cases. While Berecz IA and IB types were popular in the western provinces, K. Berecz
supposed that the pieces under Cat. C149 (Gy6r-Moson-Sopron County, IA/1a4), Cat. C236 (Nagy-
igménd-Thaly-puszta, [A/4c), Cat. C239 (Neusiedl am See, [A/3c2), and Cat. C471 (unknown site Hun-
garian National Museum, IA/13a1+13a2) are local, Pannonian products (BERECZ 2008, 93, 95, 98—100, 106,
164-167, 182—183).

Type: Ettlinger 27 = Riha 4.8.3 = Feugere 18a3 = Mazur 4.8.3 = Philippe 18a3c = Boelicke 4.6 = Gaspar 17f
(ETTLINGER 1973, 87-88; RIHA 1979, 108—109; FEUGERE 1985, 278—280, 285; RTHA 1994, 95-96; MAZUR 1998,
32; PHILIPPE 1999, 60, 63—-67; BOELICKE 2002, 88; GASPAR 2007, 42; MAZUR 2010, 52).

Type 1: Riha 5.2.1 = Erice Lacabe 20.3 = Mazur 5.2.1 = Gaspar 24a = Berecz A242.2 (5 pieces); Type 2:
Ettlinger 31 = Riha 5.3 = Feugére 22e = Erice Lacabe 22.a = Mazur 5.3 = Gaspar 25b = Berecz A242.5 and
Type 3: one piece, a non-identifiable derivative (ETTLINGER 1973, 97-98; R1iHA 1979, 114-118, 121; FEU-
GERE 1985, 312, 316—328; R1HA 1994, 101-105, 107-108; ERICE LACABE 1995, 111-118, 125-133, 136-141,
143—-144, 148-150; MAZUR 1998, 33-35; BERECZ 2008, 51-53, 55; GASPAR 2007, 44; MAZUR 2010, 53-54;
BERECZ 2023, 220-223, 225—-226).

Type 1:Ettlinger 31 = Riha 5.12.1 = Feugeére 23a = Mazur 5.12.2 = Philippe 23a = Ortisi 15a = Gaspar 28a; Type
2: Ettlinger 31 = Riha 5.12.2 = Feugére 23a = Mazur 5.12.2 = Philippe 23a = Ortisi 15a = Gaspar 28b (3 piec-
es); Type 3: Ettlinger 31 = Riha 5.12.2 = Feugeére 23a = Mazur 5.12.2 = Philippe 23a = Ortisi 15a = Gaspar 28c;
Type 4: Ettlinger 31 = Riha 5.12.1/2 = Feugére 23a = Mazur 5.12.2 = Philippe 23a = Ortisi 15a = Gaspar
28a/b and 5: one piece, a non-identifiable derivative (ETTLINGER 1973, 97-98; R1HA 1979, 137-142; FEU-
GERE 1985, 331-335; RIHA 1994, 122—127; MAZUR 1998, 42—44; PHILIPPE 1999, 103—-109; ORTISI 2002, 30—31;
GASPAR 2007, 45; MAZUR 2010, 58—60).

Type 1: Riha 5.7.2. = Feugére 23d1 = Philippe 23d1 = Gaspar 29b; Type 2: Riha 5.7.3. = Feugére 23d1 = Mazur
5.7.3 = Philippe 23d1 = Gaspar 29b (2 pieces); Type 3: Riha 5.7.4. = Feugere 23d1 = Mazur 5.7.4 = Philippe
23d1 = Gaspar 29c¢ (2 pieces); Type 4: Riha 5.7.5 = Feugére 23d1 = Mazur 5.7.5 = Philippe 23d1a = Gaspar 29d;
Type 5: Riha 5.7.6. = Feugére 23d1 = Mazur 5.7.6 = Philippe 23d1 = Gaspar 29e (5 pieces); Type 6: Riha
5.7.7 = Mazur 5.7.7 = Gaspar 29i; Type 7: Riha 5.7.10. = Feugere 23d3 = Mazur 5.7.10 = Philippe 23d3 =
Gaspar 29j; Type 8: Riha 5.7.11. = Philippe 23d5 = Gaspar 29g; and two non-identifiable pieces (Riua
1979, 126—132; FEUGERE 1985, 331-335; R1HA 1994, 112-117; MAZUR 1998, 38—40; PHILIPPE 1999, 103, 120—
132; GASPAR 2007, 45; MAZUR 2010, 55-57).

Type 1: Ettlinger 32 = Rieckhoff 7C1 = Riha 5.6. = Feugeére 23b = Mazur 5.6 = Boelicke 5.4 = Gaspar 30b;
Type 2: Ettlinger 32 = Rieckhoff 7C1 = Riha 5.6. = Feugere 23b = Mazur 5.6 = Boelicke 5.4 = Gaspar 30
(ETTLINGER 1973, 99; RIECKHOFF 1975, 51-57; R1HA 1979, 123-125; FEUGERE 1985, 331-335; RIHA 1994,
110-112; MAZUR 1998, 37; BOELICKE 2002, 105-106; GASPAR 2007, 45; MAZUR 2010, 55).
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knopfrudiment),” Riha 5.14 (Scharnierfibeln mit seitlichen Biigelknépfen [und Varianten]),”® Riha 5.15
(Nielloverzierte Scharnierfibeln und Varianten),”” Riha 5.16 (Scharnierfibeln mit kleinen runden Ein-
lagen),* Riha 7.16 (Gleichseitige Scheibenfibeln®), brooch with one axis of symmetry,* brooch with
two axes of symmetry,* fantail brooch,* enamelled bow brooches with one axis of symmetry,*
enamelled bow brooches with two axes of symmetry,” and non-identifiable pieces (Tab. 1). The next
part focuses on the Nertomarus type.

General presentation of the Nertomarus type

The name of the type refers to the name most commonly stamped onto brooches, Nertomarus (Fig. 3).
Main characteristics of the brooches of this type are the case housing the spring pin, the slightly
tapered bow with longitudinal ribs, and the triangular catchplate with one to three perforations. Its
most specific attributes are the pseudo-filigree decoration of two scroll motifs, one to three groups
of three circles, and the name stamp on the spring case.®

E. Riha created a well-designed classification of the type with two main categories, the first in-
cluding brooches with pseudo-filigree decoration (Riha 4.3.1), while the second those featuring
the typical characteristics of the type but lacking pseudo-filigree ornaments (Riha 4.3.2). Further
sub-variants were defined based on the position of the pseudo-filigree motifs. The three-circle motif
may appear between and beside (Form A) or only between (Form B) the scroll motifs.”

27  Type 1: Rieckhoff 7C3 = Riha 5.10 = Mazur 5.10 = Gaspar 32a; Type 2: Rieckhoff 7C3 = Riha 5.10 = Mazur
5.10 = Gaspar 32c (RIECKHOFF 1975, 51-57; R1HA 1979, 135-137; RIHA 1979, 119-122; MAZUR 199 41-42;
GASPAR 2007, 45—-46; MAZUR 2010, 58).

28  Type: Riha 5.14.3. = Feugere 23c2 = Mazur 5.14.3 = Philippe 23c2a = Gaspar 35b (R1HA 1979, 146—148;
FEUGERE 1985, 331-335; RIHA 1994, 132—133; MAZUR 1998, 46—47; PHILIPPE 1999, 103, 111-117; GASPAR
2007, 46; MAZUR 2010, 61—62).

29  Type 1: Ettlinger 35 = Rieckhoff 7C4 = Riha 5.15 = Feugeére 23c1 = Mazur 5.15 = Philippe 23c1b = Boelicke 5.10;
Type 2: Ettlinger 35 = Rieckhoff 7C4 = Riha 5.15 = Feugére 23c2 = Mazur 5.15 = Philippe 23c2d = Boelicke 5.10
(ETTLINGER 1973, 103—104; RIECKHOFF 1975, 51-57; RIHA 1979, 148-152; FEUGERE 1985, 331-335; RTHA 1994,
133-136; MAZUR 1998, 47—48; PHILIPPE 1999, 103, 111-118; BOELICKE 2002, 112—113; MAZUR 2010, 62).

30 Type: Ettlinger 35 = Riha 5.16.1 = Feugére 23¢3 = Mazur 5.16.1 = Philippe 23¢3 = Ortisi 15e3 = Gaspar 36
(ETTLINGER 1973, 103—104; RIHA 1979, 153—154; FEUGERE 1985, 331-335; RIHA 1994, 137—-138; MAZUR 1998,
48; PHILIPPE 1999, 103, 111-112, 114—116, 118—120; ORTISI 2002, 30, 32; GASPAR 2007, 48).

31  Although E. Riha discussed this type among plate brooches, it is better classified as a bow brooch in-
stead. K. Berecz classified the enamelled brooches with a square bow and two axes of symmetry among
bow brooches (IB) (BERECZ 2008, 108-110, 112, 115-116).

32 Type: Riha 7.16 = Feugere 26 = Gaspar 50a (RiHA 1979, 191-194; FEUGERE 1985, 357-368; R1HA 1994,
163-166; GASPAR 2007, 49).

33  Type: unique. The enamelled Berecz IA/12a1 brooch is similar (BERECZ 2008, 104).

34  Type: Riha 7.16 = Feugére 26 = Gaspar 50a (RIHA 1979, 191-194; FEUGERE 1985, 357-368; RIHA 1994,
163-166; GASPAR 2007, 49).

35  Type: Mackreth CD H 7b1/7b2/7b3/7b4 (MACKRETH 2011, 89-91).

36 Types. 1: Exner 1.19 = Bohme 17d = Riha 5.17.2 = Erice Lacabe 27.2 = Philippe 26b3; 2: Riha 5.17.5 =
Feugeére 26b1 = Berecz 2008/IA/12a3; 3: Riha 5.17.5 = Feugére 26b2 = Cocis 18d = variant of the Berecz
2008/IA/13al; 4: one piece, a non-identifiable derivative (EXNER 1939, 48—49, 52, 78; BOHME 1972, 15-16;
RiHA 1979, 154—157, 159—-161; FEUGERE 1985, 357-364; R1HA 1994, 138—141; ERICE LACABE 1995, 168-172;
PHILIPPE 1999, 144—149; CocIs 2004, 86—88; BERECZ 2008, 105—106).

37  Type: Riha 7.16 = Feugére 26c1 = Rey-Vodoz 7.16 = Philippe 26cla = Berecz 2008/IB/4a2 (Riza 1979,
191-194; FEUGERE 1985, 357-366; RIHA 1994, 163—166; REY-VOoDOZ 1986, 167; PHILIPPE 1999, 144, 149—150;
BERECZ 2008, 114).

38  ETTLINGER 1973, 76; LERAT 1979, 37; R1HA 1979, 97; FEUGERE 1985, 262; RI1HA 1994; MAZUR 1998, 28; LEI-
FELD 2007, 165; MAZUR 2010, 50; BACKHAUS 2016, II, 277.

39  RIHA 1979, 97; RIHA 1994; MAZUR 1998, 28; MAZUR 2010, 49—-50.
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Tab. 1. Proportions of early Roman Period bow brooch types from the western provinces in the record of
Gy6r-Ménfécsanak (by Cs. Sard)
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Brooch type Pieces Percentage
Nertomarus 1 1.81
Riha 4.8 1 1.81
Aucissa 7 12.72
Riha 5.12 7 12.72
Riha 5.7 16 29.09
Riha 5.6 2 3.63
Riha 5.10 2 3.63
Riha 5.14 1 1.81
Riha 5.15 2 3.63
Riha 5.16 1 1.81
Riha 7.16 1 1.81
One axis of symmetry 1 1.81
Two axes of symmetry 1 1.81
Fantail brooch 1 1.81
Enamelled, one axis of symmetry 4 7.27
Enamelled, two axes of symmetry 1 1.81
Non-identifiable pieces 6 10.9
Sum 55 100
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Fig. 3. Nertomarus brooches with the variations of the NERTOMARVS stamp (without scale).
1-3 — Windisch, Mainz, Vertault (BEHRENS 1950, Abb. 2), 4 - Marloux (ARMAND-CALLIAT 1944, Fig. 3.f)

The name stamp is an important component of these brooches. The stamp may appear under the
pseudo-filigree motifs, and it is probably the abbreviation or the full name of the craftsman or his
workshop. Most names have Celtic connections. G. Behrens and E. Ettlinger collected such name
stamps, but their list can be completed with more names.* Also, numerous stamped brooches
were included in the Artefacts database,* not only the variations of Nertomarus* but also oth-
ers, including ATEXTOS, B[I]IVA, B[...JOVIS or B[...JDVA, CDVA (?), H[.JA[.]O[.], LITAICCUS
or LITAICCOS or ITAICCOS or ITAICCOS, [...]NI (LITVGENI ?), SABINVS, SAA[.]OS, SIIROS
or SIICCOS or CACCOS (?), THRTYV, and [..]SSIVSF(ecit).” A handful of brooches with illegible
stamps are also known.*

Besides Nertomarus brooches, some other early Roman Period bow brooch types were also stamped.
For example, more than fifty different name stamps appear on Aucissa brooches, including variations
of Celtic, Illyrian, and Latin names.* In contrast, Kragenfibeln and Scharnierfliigelfibeln were usually

40  BEHRENS 1950, 3; ETTLINGER 1973, 76-77.
41  Artefacts FIB-41227-41229, 41231-41235, FIB-41842.

42 NERTOMR: Mainz (Germany), Windisch (Switzerland); NERTOMAR: Alise-Sainte-Reine (France),
Kembs (France), Vertault (France); NERTOMF: Windisch (Switzerland); NERTO: Marloux, next to Mel-
lecey (France) (ARMAND-CALLIAT 1944, 28, Fig. 3.f; BEHRENS 1950, 3, Nrs 1-4, Abb. 2.2-3; ETTLINGER
1973, 76, Nrs 1-2; Artefacts FIB-41232).

43 ATEXTOS: Gisingen (Germany); B[I]JIVA: Michelbach (Germany); B[...]OVIS or B[...]DVA: Martberg
(Germany); CDVA (?): Ptuj (Slovenia); H[.]A[.]O[.]: Insula Nr. 51, Augst (Switzerland); LITAICCUS or
LITAICCOS: Alise-Sainte-Reine (France), Avenches (Switzerland), Engen (Germany), Musée d‘Art et
d‘Histoire Saint-Germain/Auxerre (France); LITAICCOS/IITAICCOS or ITAICCOS: Macon (France),
Reims (France); [...]NI (LITVGENI ?): Grave 15 of Schankweiler (Germany); SABINVS or [S]ABINV([S]:
Bern-Enge (Switzerland), Lorraine (France), Peyre-en-Aubrac (France); SAA[.]OS: Bad Kreuznach (Ger-
many); SITROS or SIICCOS: Dalheim (Luxembourg), Bern-Engelhalbinsel (Switzerland); CACCOS: two
pieces from Grave 82, Tr. 23 of Messancy (Belgium); [...JCCOS (SIICCOS or CACCOS ?): Bern-Engel-
halbinsel (Switzerland); TIIRTV: Bingen (Germany); [..]SSIVSF(ecit): Windisch (Switzerland) (BEHRENS
1950, 3, Abb. 3.1; ETTLINGER 1973, 76—77; LERAT 1979, 37, PL. 14.121; R1HA 1979, 97, Nr. 455, Abb. 19a, Taf.
18; LupDWIG 1988, 77, 236, Taf. 13.1; LEIFELD 2007, 165, Footnote 899; MAZUR 2010, 49, Nr. 483, Fig. 15;
NICKEL 2011, 64, 220, Abb. 18.2, Taf. 65.1-2; Artefacts FIB-41227-41229, 41231-41235, FIB-41842).

44  ETTLINGER 1973, 77; R1HA 1979, 98, Nr. 464, Abb. 19a, Taf. 18.

45  The list of G. Rasbach (RAsBACH 2014, 155-161) can be completed with a handful of stamps (BERECZ 2008,
53, 262, 269-270, 274, 280, Footnote 303, Kat. A78, Kat. A125-126, Kat. A155, Kat. B2; HARALAMBIEVA
2013, 102, 105-106; BERECZ 2023, 223, 254—256, Footnote 177, Kat. 86, 134—135, 164, ‘Barbaricum’ Nr. 2).
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not stamped. G. Behrens published a Kragenfibel with DRVCIEDOF name stamp* and a Scharnier-
fliigelfibel with CARIL name stamp.” Name stamps are more common on Distelfibeln and Flache Dis-
telfibeln. Legible stamps on Distelfibeln are AA or AA,”® ACA,” BIBL* C. ERECTVS,* CONDV,* CON,*
FLAVOS/FLAOSE,** OXTAILLOS,” RCVN (?),”* ROVIL,” and VLATL* In contrast, only a handful of
stamps appear on Flache Distelfibeln (ANGVIL,” DARIB®). Aucissa brooches are known from the
whole territory of the Roman Empire,” while the others were widespread only in the western parts.*

Nertomarus brooches are known from Britannia to Pannonia but were especially popular in
north-eastern Gaul and the territory of today’s western Switzerland,” where their scatter outlines
a probable production centre.** Not just Feugére 14b*® but Nertomarus brooches® were undoubtedly
produced in Autun. Their production is also evidenced in the oppidum of Bibracte.”

Brooches from burials help complex investigations focused on attire. Based on a handful of graves
from France and Germany, researchers suggest that Nertomarus brooches were mainly worn by
men® and associated with the army.*

46  BEHRENS 1950, 5, Abb. 5; Artefacts FIB-4455.
47  BEHRENS 1950, 8, Abb. 13.1.
48  Luthern (Switzerland) (BEHRENS 1950, 5; Artefacts FIB-4075).

49 Grave 1514 of Wederath-Belginum (Germany) (CORDIE-HACKENBERG — HAFFNER 1991, 53, Taf. 395, Grab
1514/b; GELDMACHER 2004, 69).

50 Bingen-am-Rhein (Germany), Grave 2 of Rouen (France), two brooches (BEHRENS 1950, 5, Abb. 7; Arte-
facts FIB-4075).

51 Lyon (France) (Artefacts FIB-4060).
52  Augst (Switzerland) (RtHA 1979, 103, Nr. 534, Abb. 19b; Artefacts FIB-4075).

53  Bad Kreuznach (Germany), Bertrich (Germany), Bingen-am-Rhein (Germany), Engers (Germany), Junglinster
(Luxemburg), Graves 205, 246, 1183, 1324, 2117 of Wederath-Belginum (Germany), unknown site, Rheinisches
Landesmuseum, Trier (Germany) (BEHRENS 1950, 5, Nr. 2-7, Abb. 8; NoLL 1952, 395-396; HAFFNER 1971, 48,
55, Taf. 46.16, Taf. 60.6; HAFFNER 1978, 58, Taf. 299.7; CORDIE-HACKENBERG — HAFFNER 1991, 14, Taf. 354, Grab
1324/f; CORDIE-HACKENBERG — HAFFNER 1997, 59-60, Taf. 578, Grab 2117/c; GELDMACHER 2004, 69; Artefacts
FIB-4075).

54  Gabsheim (Germany) (BEHRENS 1950, 5, Abb. 9; NoLL 1952, 396; Artefacts FIB-4076).
55  Niort (France) (Artefacts FIB-4076).
56  Gabsheim (Germany) (BEHRENS 1950, 5; NOLL 1952, 396; Artefacts FIB-4075).

57  Unknown site, Romisch-Germanisches Zentralmuseum Mainz and Kunsthistorisches Museum Wien
(BEHRENS 1950, 5, Abb. 10.1; NoLL 1952, 396; Artefacts FIB-4076).

58  Lyon (France), Prasville (France) (BEHRENS 1950, 5; Artefacts FIB-4075).

59  Windisch (Switzerland) (BEHRENSs 1950, 5, Abb. 6; Artefacts FIB-4090).

60 La Canourgue (France) (FEUGERE 1985, 293, 295, No. 1389, P1. 106; Artefacts FIB-4090).
61 BERECZ 2008, 37-43, 63-72; BERECZ 2023, 207-214, 231-239.

62  Kragenfibeln: Gallia (FEUGERE 1985, 268—269; METZLER 1995, 205, 208—209; PHILIPPE 1999, 38—41; GASPAR
2007, 41). Scharnierfliigelfibeln: Britannia, Gallia, Switzerland, Rhineland (RiHA 1979, 127; R1HA 1994, 112;
MAazUR 1998, 38; PHILIPPE 1999, 126; GASPAR 2007, 45; MAZUR 2010, 57). Distelfibeln and Flache Distelfibeln:
Britannia, Gallia, Rhineland (R1HA 1979, 101-107; FEUGERE 1985, 289—291, 293-297; RIHA 1994, 90, 93; METZ-
LER 1995, 214; GASPAR 2007, 42).

63  ETTLINGER 1973, Karte 14; RiHA 1979, 97; FEUGERE 1985, 265; RIHA 1994, 86; MAZUR 1998, 29; BOELICKE
2002, 84; MAZUR 2010, 50; Artefacts FIB-4054, FIB-41227-41229, FIB-41231-41235, FIB-41842.

64 FEUGERE 1985, 265; MAZUR 2010, 50; DESCHLER-ERB 2013, Abb. 9.

65 CHARDRON-PICAULT et al. 2008, 43, No. 42, Fig. 32.

66  CHARDRON-PICAULT et al. 2008, 44, 47—48, No. 44.4, 47.1.

67  GUILLAUMET 1993, 38, No. 167, Pl. 30.

68 MAZUR 2010, 50.

69 BOHME-SCHONBERGER 2000, 514—516; LEIFELD 2007, 167; DESCHLER-ERB 2013, 136.
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Scholars agree on the type used mainly in the first half of the 1st century AD.” Overall, Nertomarus
brooches appeared at the end of the Augustan Age, were popular in the Claudian-Neroan Age, and
quickly disappeared after that.”

Nertomarus brooches in Pannonia and the neighbouring provinces

Although 1. Kovrig and E. Patek published Nertomarus brooches from Pannonia in their mon-
ographs, early researchers did not know the exact type and mixed them with different brooch-
es. Kovrig’s Group IV includes two types, Nertomarus and Langton-Down.” E. Patek categorised
this type and other brooches with a possible Gallic origin in her Type E1,” and she merged the
Nertomarus brooches, the Feugére 18b bow brooches with a lion-shaped element, and the Lang-
ton-Down type in her Group E1/1.” Only a handful of Nertomarus brooches were known from Dalj
and Sisak/Siscia in Croatia and unknown Pannonian sites (Kovrig T. IIL.26 = Patek T. XII.4).”

The type seems to be rare in the province. According to recently published catalogues, no Nertomarus
brooches have been found in Carnuntum.” S. Schmid did not publish any Nertomarus brooch from
Vindobona,” nor did M. Merczi from north-eastern Pannonia.” Based on my research, this type was
also unknown in Aquincum, Brigetio,” and the area of today’s Tolna County (Hungary).* Moreover,
no pieces were published from the 1990-1991 excavations of Gyér-Ménf6csanak.*!

Based on the earliest presence of Romans in the province, one might expect to find Nertomarus
brooches on archaeological sites in the Drava and Sava areas or by the Amber Road, for example
(L. Kovrig and E. Patek mentioned Nertomarus brooches from Dalj and Siscia).*” Another Nertomarus
brooch with uncertain origin from Poetovio, bearing a CDVA (?) stamp, can also be mentioned.®
Unfortunately, specimens of the type are not known from other significant sites.* However, their

70  RiHA 1979, 97; R1HA 1994, 86; MAZUR 1998, 29; PHILIPPE 1999, 52; BOELICKE 2002, 84; LEIFELD 2007,
165-167.

71  MAZUR 2010, 50; DESCHLER-ERB 2013, 136—137.

72 KovriG 1937, 13, T. 3.26-27.

73  PATEK 1942, 42—45.

74  PATEK 1942, 42, T. 12.1-6.

75  KoVRiG 1937, 40, 86, T. I11.26 = T. 39.8a—b, T. 20.3 = KOoSCEVIC 1980, 47, Kat. 84, T. 7.48; PATEK 1942, 201-202,
T. 12.4, Nos 2-7. For the difficulties of identification, see DizDAR-TONC 2013, 64.

76 ~ HUMER 2006; BEUTLER et al. 2017.

77  ScHMID 2010.

78  MERCZI 2012; MERCZI 2016a; MERCZI 2016b; MERCZI 2017; MERCZI 2019; MERCZI 2021; MERCZI 2023.

79 My current research project (supported by the Janos Bolyai Research Scholarship of the Hungarian
Academy of Sciences) focuses on Roman Period brooches from Brigetio. According to the current status
of research, no Nertomarus brooch was found during the early and modern-day excavations in Brigetio.
A comprehensive presentation of Roman Period brooches from Aquincum has not been published yet.
I studied the brooches in the collection of BHM-Aquincum Museum for my PhD dissertation, and found
no Nertomarus brooch there.

80  SARO 2014a; SARO 2014b.

81  BIRO 2013.

82  Dalj: PATEK 1942, 201. Siscia (the number of pieces is uncertain): KOvrIiG 1937, 40, 86, T. 3.26 = T. 39.8a-b,
T. 20.3 = PATEK 1942, 201-202, T. 12.4, Nr. 2-3,5 = KOSCEVIC 1980, 47, Kat. 84, T. 7.48; D1zDAR — ToNC 2013,
64-65, Map 2.

83  G. Behrens did not mention the exact findspot of the brooch (BEHRENS 1950, 3), but the Artefacts data-
base originated it from a cemetery in Poetovio (Artefacts FIB-41229).

84  Zs. Mrav studied Early Roman Period militaria from Pannonia. He collected finds from military sites
along the Amber Road between Poetovio and Carnuntum and the Savaria-Brigetio and Scarbantia—
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lack may only reflect the current status of research, and now-unpublished brooches might add fur-
ther details to the distribution of the type.

Nertomarus brooches are also rare in the neighbouring provinces. Only a handful can be mentioned
from Noricum: I. Kovrig and E. Patek published Riha 4.3.1.A (?) brooches from Maribor.** That type
is also underrepresented in Raetia. A Riha 4.3.1A brooch is known from the vicus at Kempten (Ger-
many),* and another from the cemetery of the settlement (Grave 141, a cremation burial of an individ-
ual of unknown sex).” E. Deschler-Erb also presented a Riha 4.3.2 brooch from Augsburg-Oberhaus-
en.” However, the similar Gallian type (Langton Down) is more common in the eastern Danube area.”
It was in fashion almost simultaneously, from the early Augustan to the end of the Claudian Age.”

The Nertomarus brooch from Gyér-Ménfécsanak-Széles-foldek

The only Nertomarus brooch in the record of the site is a small and incomplete stray find (Fig. 4). The
copper-base alloy brooch is two-part; its spring pin is covered with a spring case. The bottom of the
spring case is open, and its surface is decorated with pseudo-filigree motifs (three circles between two
scrolls) and a NORV stamp’ in the middle between them. The wings of the spring case are also adorned

Vindobona roads. This area was strategically important in the 1st century AD. Numerous militaria came
from military stations, auxiliary forts, and weapon graves, but also from 1st century AD towns estab-
lished along the Amber Road (Savaria, Scarbantia) (MrRAV 2013). Aucissa brooches were used primarily
by soldiers. K. Berecz investigated this type and collected 52 A242.1-5 subtype brooches from the area
(Arrabona, Brigetio, Bruckneudorf, Carnuntum, Mursella, Poetovio, Salla, Savaria, Schiitzen am Gebirge,
Velem-Szentvid) (BERECZ 2023, 221, Tab. 5). Conclusively, one might also expect the presence of other
1st century AD foreign brooch types in the area.

85  KOVRIG 1937, 40, T. 3.26 = T. 39.8a—b; PATEK 1942, 201, T. 12.1, Nr. 1, T. 12.4, Nr. 1.
86  SCHLEIERMACHER 1993, 27, Nr. 151, Taf. 14.

87  MACKENSEN 1978, 239-240, Taf. 56.5,7.

88  DErSCHLER-ERB 2013, 136—137, 146, Abb. 4, Abb. 6.

89  Raetia: Augsburg-Oberhausen (Germany), three brooches (DEscCHLER-ERB 2013, 137, Abb. 4, Abb. 6),
Graves 28, 54, 56, 116 of Kempten (Germany) (MACKENSEN 1978, 209, 215-216, 231, Taf. 8.6, Taf. 15.3-4,
Taf. 16.4, Taf. 42.1; BUORA 2004, 71, Nos 3-5), Kempten (Germany) (ETTLINGER 1973, 78; SCHLEIERMA-
CHER 1993, 25-26, Nos 141-142, Taf. 13; BUORA 2004, 71, No. 2, Nos 6-7). Noricum: Bela Cerkev (Slovenia)
(GucL 1995, 8; BUORA 2004, 71, No. 10), Kalsdorf bei Graz (Austria) (HEYMANS 1997, 347, Kat. 14, Taf. 2),
Magdalensberg (Austria) (SEDLMAYER 2009, 20, 240, Abb. 2, Abb. 88, Taf. 5.146—148), Wagna/Leibnitz
(Austria) (GUGL 1995, 8; KrRoPF — NOWAK 2000, 43, 117, Kat. 252, Taf. 47; BUORA 2004, 71, No. 9), Zollfeld
(Austria) (GucL 1995, 8, 76, Kat. 4, Taf. 1). Pannonia: Dalj (Croatia) (KovriG 1937, 40), Erdut (Croatia)
(KovriG 1937, 40), Novi Banovci (Serbia) (Kovric 1937, 40; PATEK 1942, 201, T. 12.3; PETKOVIC 2010, 51,
Nr. 76), Purbach am Neusiedler See (Austria) (SEDLMAYER 2009, 20, Footnote 65), Schiitzen am Gebirge
(Austria) (SEDLMAYER 2009, 20, Footnote 65), Sisak (Croatia) (KoSCEVIC 1980, 47, Kat. 85, T. 7.49), Sava Ri-
ver at Sisak (Croatia) (KovRIG 1937, 40, T. 3.27, T. 24.1; PATEK 1942, 202, T. 12.9), Surcin (Serbia) (PETKOVIC
2010, 51, No. 77, Sl. 10), Zemun (Serbia), two brooches (PETKOVIC 2010, 51, No. 78-79, Sl. 11), unknown
site, Naturhistorisches Museum, Vienna (Austria) (KovRriG 1937, 40), Dalmatia: Graves 49 and 58 of Jeze-
rine cemetery (Croatia) (ETTLINGER 1973, 78; BUORA 2004, 71, No. 12; BusuLADZIC 2010, 150, Kat. 94-95;
DizpARr — TonNc 2013, 65, Map 2), Salona (Croatia) (IVCEVIC 2002, 234, 247, Kat. br. 3, T. 1; BUORA 2004,
69-70, Fig. 1; IVCEVIC 2005, 78, Kat. 4, Sl. 4; D1zpAaRr — ToNc 2013, 65, Map 2). Moesia: Lom (Bulgaria)
(GENCEVA 2004, 124, T. 29.2), Zidovar (Serbia) (PETKOVIC 2010, 51, No. 80), unknown site, probably the
Mlava valley, Zavic¢ajni Muzej u Jagodini (Serbia) (PETKOVI¢ 2010, 51, No. 81, T. 4.7, SL. 12). However, it
should be mentioned that I. Kovrig’s and E. Patek’s identifications of the published findings without
pictures are uncertain, albeit M. Buora accepted their interpretation (Buora 2004, 70, Nrs 11, 14-15).

90 BUORA 2004, 70; GASPAR 2007, 43; MAZUR 2010, 50; DESCHLER-ERB 2013, 137.

91  The stamp seemed illegible, only the ‘N’ being discernible by the naked eye. Therefore, I investigated the
stamp with an STM 4c stereomicroscope and read all four letters.
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with three-circle motifs on the top (Fig. 5). The bent and slightly tapered bow is decorated with a longi-
tudinal rib on each side and a group of three similar ones in the middle. The rest of the bow, including
the catchplate is missing. Fragment length 1.2 cm, total width 3.1 cm, bow profile 1 x 0.5 cm. In the
collection of the Hungarian National Museum National Institute of Archaeology, Inv. No. 1.34305.1.505.

Based on its main characteristics, the brooch from
Gy6r-Ménfécsanak-Széles-foldek certainly belongs
to the Ettlinger 22 = Riha 4.3.1A = Feugére 14b2 =
Boelicke 4.2.1 derivative type.

The name stamp is the most exciting part of the
brooch. Nertomarus was written in different ver-
sions; brooches with NERTOMR, NERTOMAR,
NERTO, and NERTOMF are known from France,
Germany, and Switzerland.”” Although another
brooch with a NORV stamp has not been pub-
lished yet, the brooch from Gyd&r-Ménfécsanak

Tcm

also belongs to this group. The abbreviation can  Fig. 4. The Nertomarus brooch from Gyér-
undoubtedly be interpreted as N(ert)O(ma)RV(s). Ménfécsanak (drawing by Cs. Sard)

Contacts between distant areas: travelling brooches

Seeing how unique this brooch was in Pannonia raises the question of how this object arrived at
the site. What story does this piece of clothing accessory have? Who owned it? Who brought it so
far from its place of production?

Theoretically, the object could arrive at its place of finding in several ways. Firstly, it may be a local
imitation of a foreign type from a workshop in the Danubean provinces; secondly, its transfer could
be part of a commercial transaction with people in the western provinces; thirdly, it could be the
personal property of someone who came from the western provinces; and fourthly, it could have
been brought there by a person who passed through the western part of the Empire and came to
Pannonia. While all these explanations hypothesise a direct connection between the production
centre and the place of finding, there could have been intermediary stages involving in-between
people on the route.

Two scholar’s thoughts on the subject are worth mentioning. S. Petkovi¢ studied Langton Down
brooches from Serbia (Type 7) and explained their presence in the area in two ways: either as evi-
dence of intensive import from the western provinces or of the existence of Gallic brooch-making
workshop(s) in the region.” M. Buora studied Langton Down brooches from the area of the Adriatic
Sea and concluded that they could be connected to persons of Gallic origin in this area (he inter-
preted the presence of other Gallic brooch types the same way®™).

Based on the suggested chronological position of Nertomarus brooches (first half of the 1st century
AD), I reject the idea of local production and imitation. A look at Pannonia and the popular types in
the 1st century AD leaves no doubt about the predominance of Norico-Pannonian-made brooches
in the period in question. Local people used their regional brooch types, and fashion only changed

92  Alise-Sainte-Reine (France); Kembs (France); Marloux, next to Mellecey (France); Vertault (France);
Mainz (Germany); Windisch (Switzerland), two brooches (ARMAND-CALLIAT 1944, 28, Fig. 3.f; BEHRENS
1950, 3, No. 1-4, Abb. 2.2-3; ETTLINGER 1973, 76, Nos 1-2; Artefacts FIB-41232).

93  PeTKOVIC 2010, 51.
94  BuUoRA 2004, 71.
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mildly and gradually. Thus, our Nertomarus
brooch was probably manufactured somewhere
in its main distribution area.

A commercial connection is another less like-
ly option. Commerce works well if the product
has a value in the market, and western brooch
types were probably only slightly interesting
for the local Pannonian inhabitants in this pe-
riod. Research by T. Ivleva connects to the top-
ic well. She studied British-made brooch finds
from the Continent and concluded that “[...]
British-made brooches were rather regionally
specific and therefore could not have always
acted as trader items since there might have
been no market for them outside the province
of their manufacture”™”

As several authors discuss, brooches were used
to fasten and decorate clothing, but they also
transmitted subconscious messages about the
origin, gender, status, etc., of the wearer.” They
were “personal items used to secure clothing,
and this purpose was the main reason why
brooches ‘travelled’*” M. Dizdar and A. Tonc
concluded similarly regarding the brooch finds
of the North Adriatic Region: “People migrating

is a possible explanation of find of rare brooch-  Fig. 5. The name stamp and the pseudo-filigree
motifs on the spring case (photos by L. Gyérgy, Na-

tional Institute of Archaeology, Hungarian National
Museum)

es of Gallic origin [...]”® Thus, the Nertomarus
brooch from Gyér-Ménfécsanak was, in all
probability, the personal possession of someone
and came from the main production area of the type. As mentioned, several authors define this type
as military brooches; therefore, whether a soldier was a hypothetical owner must also be examined.

Gy6r/Arrabona had a crucial military function in the Roman Period. The auxiliary fort was built at
a strategically important spot where the Savaria—Arrabona military road joined the limes road. The
earliest known earth-and-timber fort was constructed under Claudius, and its foundations were
dug into layers dated by Tiberian terra sigillata.”

95  IVLEVA 20164, 372. However, she mentions elsewhere that some British-made brooches possibly reached
the Continent as trade items. Later, she wrote that “The majority of the brooches be they produced in
the late first or mid-second century arrived in the provinces [i.e. northern Gallia Belgica, Germania
Inferior, Germania Superior] on the clothes of or as part of personal possessions of people who spent
some time in Britain.” (IVLEVA 2011, 54).

96 IVLEVA 2011, 51; ROTHE 2012, 213-215; IVLEVA 2016a, 370—-378; IVLEVA 2016b, 121-122; SARG 2020b, I, 131,
202.

97 IVLEVA 2011, 51.
98 DizpAr — ToNC 2013, 68.

99 T. SzONYI 1988, 29; SzONYI 2003b; MRAV 2013, 75-76; Bird 2020, 73. T. Szényi listed not just terra
sigillatae from the production centre of Arezzo but also other imported pottery (T. SZONYI 1988, 24-29).
A Berecz A242.2 subtype brooch should also be mentioned here. It was found in Pit 5 at the Apor
Vilmos piispok Square (previously Martinovics Square) and dated between 25/30 BC and AD 50/55
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During the centuries, several military troops were stationed at the fort. The first garrison might
have been the ala Pannoniorum. During the Augustan Age, the ala was garrisoned in Dalmatia,
and under Tiberius, it was moved to the fortress at Strebersdorf (Pannonia). After that, it stayed at
Arrabona between AD 25/30 and 69.'° Epigraphic evidence scarcely offers information on the or-
igins of the soldiers. During its first deployment in Dalmatia and Pannonia, the ala Pannoniorum
comprised Hispanian and Pannonian recruits. Soldiers from Illyrian tribes, for example, the Breuci
and the Colapiani, were supposedly recruited under Tiberius. Further names refer to Celtic lineage.*"*

The ala Pannoniorum was replaced by a Syrian unit, the ala I Augusta Ituraeorum sagittaria, sta-
tioned there between AD 70 and 92. This unit was created most likely under Nero."” Originally, it
comprised soldiers from among the Ituraeans (Syria). Later, while stationed in Arrabona, it includ-
ed, besides Syrians, Celts from Pannonia and probably Batavi.'*®

After the ala I Augusta Ituraeorum sagittaria had left Arrabona, another cavalry unit, the ala I His-
panorum Arvacorum, was garrisoned there until AD 106." According to the tribe’s name, this unit

was created in Hispania.'”

The next military unit stationed in the auxiliary fort was the ala I Ulpia contariorum milliaria civium
Romanorum. The 1,000 strong cavalry unit stayed with short intermissions until the 3rd century
AD." Several authors discussed the origin of this unit, and most agreed that the ala was established
by Trajan.'”
J. E. H. Spaul doubted that, believing the military unit was created under the Flavians, was upgrad-
ed to a milliary a few years later, and never served in Germania.'®

According to some opinions, the unit moved from Germania to Pannonia.'”® However,

Finally, geographical and chronological connections should be summarised. The survey of the his-
tory of the troops stationed in Arrabona has revealed that no military unit originating from or
serving in Gaul or Germania was ever garrisoned there, i.e., no such unit can link directly the area
of production and the place of finding of the brooch. The production and usage period of Ner-
tomarus brooches lasted from the end of the Augustan to the end of the Neroan Age, and the ala
Pannoniorum was the only military unit that served at Arrabona during that time, i.e., the first half
of the 1st century AD. As research has revealed, not only Illyrians and Celts but also Hispanians
served in this unit, and Hispanian soldiers were recruited right at the start when the cavalry unit
was formed. Their presence may reflect the need for reliable and loyal soldiers familiar with the
ways of the Roman army—as the newly subjugated peoples in the Danube area were probably not
wholly competent and/or trustworthy, experienced soldiers and officers must have been moved
from remote areas regardless of their origin or ethnic background to serve as the backbone of the

(BERECZ 2008, 68, Kat. A53, 1. tabla 4; BERECZ 2023, 235, 253, No. 60, Abb. 9.4). Based on terra sigillatae
with square stamps, scholars suppose the existence of a Late Augustan — Early Tiberian Age military
camp. The Aucissa brooch confirms this possibility (GABLER 2006, 94; BERECZ 2008, 68; BERECZ 2023, 235).

100 T.SzONYI 1988, 21, 29; GABLER et al. 1990, 75; SPAUL 1994, 169—171; LORINCZ 2001, 22, 49, 57, 59, 102; MRAV
2013, 68, 76; FERJANCIC 2015, 38—39; BirO 2020, 73.
101 FERJANCIC 2015, 39—42; MEYER 2012, 109-115; MATIJEVIC 2019, 85-90.

102 GABLER et al. 1990, 75; SPAUL 1994, 155, 259; LORINCZ 2001, 21-22, 49, 61-62, 65, 68, 102; TENTEA 2012, 31;
MRAV 2013, 76; BIrRO 2020, 73-74.

103 TENTEA 2012, 31, 34, 107-108, AIV.1-4.

104 GABLER et al. 1990, 75; LORINCZ 2001, 20, 49, 78, 86, 102; BirO 2020, 74.

105 SPAUL 1994, 32, 257.

106 GABLER et al. 1990, 74-75; LORINCZ 2001, 18-19, 49, 78, 85, 92, 94, 96, 103, 111; Bird 2020, 78.
107 SPAUL 1994, 98—99; LORINCZ 2001, 18.

108 GABLER et al. 1990, 74; Bir6 2013, 250.

109 SPAUL 1994, 99.
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new military unit."® On the other hand, the exact composition of this unit is unknown, and other
foreigners could also serve in the ala Pannoniorum. As for the story of the Nertomarus brooch, it
was likely brought to Pannonia by someone who originated from or travelled through the main
distribution area of the type.

At this point, it is worth citing T. Ivleva’s thoughts about travelling brooches. She studied Brit-
ish-made brooches found outside the province of production'! and suggested that “[...] since they
were British products, brooches were symbols associated with a British past”'** Although this con-
nection seems easy to understand, it is complex indeed. She also stated, “This British-ness does not
necessarily imply ethnic associations; rather different British pasts as a soldier, a trader or a trav-
eller are emphasised.”'” Finds of brooches from the western provinces in Pannonia shall be seen in
a similar light. However, not all 1st century AD foreign brooches came to Pannonia with a military
person; as emphasised, civilians always accompanied the Roman military units. If a unit was posted
elsewhere, the civilians moved with it; the English term ‘camp-follower’ describes the phenomenon

rather well.!

It must be remembered that the Nertomarus brooch in focus did not finish its journey in the aux-
iliary fort or the vicus but ended up in a civilian settlement of local inhabitants. Unfortunately, its
find context does not allow speculation about its final destiny. Brooches from burials, depositions,
sanctuaries, waste pits, roadsides or fields, beneath floors of buildings, and ditches in forts allow
one to build various theories about the connection between the last owner and the item."” Brooches
may have had very diverse life trajectories; they could present value for an individual and/or one’s
family throughout their use life, but they could also be thrown away as rubbish. Further research
might reveal more about the stories of foreign brooches in Pannonia.

Summary

Numerous metal objects, including brooches, were found during the three-year-long excavation at
Gyo6r-Ménf6csanak-Széles-foldek. Currently, 901 have been identified as Roman Period brooches, and
869 of these are suitable for typological investigation. Many early Roman Period brooches represent
types popular in the western provinces. A few of the 55 brooches of western origin could not be iden-
tified on type level, while the rest could be classified into sixteen types and 31 variants. One belongs
to the Nertomarus type, which is highly underrepresented in Pannonia. It could be dated to the first
half of the 1st century AD, the type having been in fashion from the end of the Augustan to the Clau-
dian-Neroan Age. The fragmented brooch is decorated with a name stamp (NORYV), the abbreviation

110 A. W. Meyer presented a tombstone from Gyaloka, Hungary, with several names (Abilus, Turancus,
Bovegius, Veminus, Pentius, and Doviderus) that can be traced back to north-western Hispania (MEYER
2012, 109-111). I. Matijevi¢ also studied another stele from Salona. The soldier (Cloutius) came from
Curunniacis in north-western Hispania and held the rank of duplicarius (MEYER 2012, 111-112; MATI-
JEVIC 2019, 88). Scholars stated that these stone monuments prove the recruiting of new soldiers in
Hispania besides Illyricum. Moreover, the three cavalrymen mentioned on the tombstone from Gyaldka
might have had a close relationship, the character of which cannot be defined (MEYER 2012, 110-114;
MATIJEVIC 2019, 88-90, 93-94). T. Sz6nyi also had a theory about the early activity of this ala. She sup-
posed that after the unit had been created, it was posted to Hispania, and after new soldiers had been
recruited from this area, the ala returned to Pannonia (T. Szény1 1988, 29, 31).

111 IviEVA 2016a; IVLEVA 2016b.

112 IvLEVA 2017, 82.

113 IviEVA 2017, 83.

114 SOMMER 2015, 219-223. In connection with Arrabona, see: Bir6 2020, 73.

115 T. Ivleva studied these various contexts and connections through several examples of British-made
brooches (IVLEVA 2016a, 373-375).
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of NERTOMARVS. This brooch could arrive in Pannonia in different ways. The possibility that it was
alocal imitation could be excluded, and it is also unlikely that the artefact was brought and sold there
by traders. The brooch probably ‘travelled’” with a person who originated from or travelled through the
main distribution area of the type. Some scholars linked Nertomarus brooches with men, more specif-
ically, soldiers. As the earliest known auxiliary camp at Gy6r/Arrabona was built during the Claudian
Age, the hypothesised owner could be a soldier or a person who accompanied the ala Pannoniorum,
the first troop stationed there. Later, the brooch could be transferred to the civil settlement. Being a
stray find, the find context does not hint at its final destiny. Early Roman Period bow brooches from the
western provinces were foreign accessories and did not really belong to the attire of local inhabitants
in Pannonia but probably ‘travelled’ there with foreigners. Is it possible to reconstruct and analyse
their route and the complex network behind it? Can they be connected with military troops and used
in analysing the intensity of various connections between distant territories? Future research must
focus on seeking answers to these questions.
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