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ELOSZO

Sajatos modon tikrozik az {lnnepi kotetek
tanulmanyai az innepelt ¢életatjat. Az irasok
ajanlasai, a koszontdk szivélyes visszaemlékezései
mellett a tanulmanyok témai is sokat elarulnak
arrol, milyen kutatd all a kozéppontban. E kotet
lapjain a Karpat-medence kozépkori régészetének
legtobb fontos alaptémaja jelen van, kozép- és
kelet-europai  Osszefiiggéseivel egyiitt, europai
kitekintéssel. A kdtet, mint egy ,,szellemi térkép”
mutatja meg Takdcs Miklos életmiivének gyokereit
és kisugarzasat. A hun kortél az oszman korig, a
Karpat-medencétél Irorszagig, Hollandidig vagy
Svédorszagig terjed a horizont.

Quidquid sub terra est, in apricum proferet aetas.
E kotet cimének horatiusi gondolata altaldban véve
leirja a régészet egyik legszebb feladatat, de kiilo-
ndsen talaldo Miklos munkassagara. Maga is tart fel
fold mélyén rejt6z6 régészeti emlékeket, de ennél
joval nagyobb horderejii az elméleti jellegli mun-
kassaga, mellyel torténeti-régészeti szakmai kérdé-
seket bontott ki, és 0j kutatasi irdnyokat jeldlt ki a
szakmai k0z0sség szamara. Figyelme a keramiatol
a koéfaragvanyokig, a veremhaztol a monostorig, a
koznéptol az uralkodé dinasztidig mindenre kiter-
jedt. frasai kozt egyszerii anyagkozlést, modszertani
alapvetést és Osszegz6 igényli monografiakat egya-
rant talalunk. Miklos élete soran szamtalan kutatoi
kozosség alaptagja volt, innen is ered témainak sok-
szinlisége. Kiterjedt szakmai kapcsolatrendszerét és
tudomanyos érdeklddését remekiil reprezentdlja a
tiszteletére osszeallitott monumentalis mii.

Kotetiink 95 szerzé kilenc nagy témacsoportba
sorolt 65 tanulményat foglalja magaba. Ilyen tete-
mes mennyiségli tanulmany nem sziiletett volna,
ha a szerzok pusztan csak a tudds kutatd életmiive
elott tettek volna tiszteletiiket. Ezek az irasok egy
szeretetteljes ember koszontésére sziilettek. Miklos
baratsagos, kissé karcos humorti, vég nélkiil adoma-
70, és az adomak kozt mélyen alapozott materialis
tudast felvillant6d személyisége sokakban kelt rezo-

nanciat. Miklos azok k6zé a kutatok kozé tartozik,
akik tudomanyos életmiiviik mellett szakmai k6z0os-
séget is épitenek, generacidkat kotnek Ossze, nem-
zetek kozt teremtenek kapcsolatot és természetessé
teszik a parbeszédet tudomanyteriiletek és kutatdi
iskolak kozt. Szivosan ragaszkodik kutatdsi téma-
ihoz, mindegyikhez Ujra meg Ujra visszatér az 1j
adatok fényében, nem tetszeleg a mindent tudo pro-
fesszor szerepében és elfogadja, hogy a sajatjatol el-
téré szakmai véleményeknek is van Iétjogosultsaga.

Meghatarozé élményem Miklossal kapcsolat-
ban ez a nyitottsag a nézetek sokszintiségét illetden.
Engedtessék meg itt, hogy személyesebb hang-
nemben sajat példamat hozzam fel. Ifju kutato-
ként kozépkori telepiilésrégészettel foglalkoztam,
¢és disszertaciom irdsa soran nem egy kérdésben a
Miklosétol eltérd kovetkeztetést fogalmaztam meg.
El is késziiltem ra lelkiekben, hogy egy hatalmas
ellenséget szereztem magamnak. Miklos azonban
egy pillanatig sem vette szivére a leirtakat, nem en-
gedte, hogy holmi tudomanyos nézeteltérés emberi
kapcsolatokat befolyasoljon. Ehelyett 6 volt az, aki
meghivott a kozépkori falukutatas nemzetko6zi kon-
ferenciasorozatdra, a Ruralia rendezvényeire, ahol
mindenben segitségemre volt, hogy kutatdi palyam
gazdagodjon ¢és latdterem boviiljon, mikdzben
maga is harsanyan Oregbitette a hazai kutatok szak-
mai hirnevét, apolta a nemzetk6zi kapcsolatokat,
soha nemcsak a kutatoi attitiidre figyelve, hanem
az emberi kvalitdsokra is. Ugyancsak az 6 kozre-
mikddésével és batoritasara keriiltem 2019-ben
oraadoként a Pazmany Péter Katolikus Egyetem
Régészettudomanyi Intézetébe, és ez egy tijabb sor
pozitiv valtozast generalt ¢letemben. A mizeumi
szféra utan az egyetemi oktatas teljesen 0j vilagaba
csoppentem, majd meriiltem el egyre jobban. Ha-
tarokon atnyul6 asatasi kalandok, barati halozatok,
egylttmikdodési lehetdségek nyiltak meg, és nem
utolsosorban megtapasztaltam az ifju nemzedékek
oktatasanak 6romét és kihivasait.



12

Kedves Miklés! Valdsziniileg nem vagy tudata-
ban, milyen hatassal voltal sokunk ¢letére ezekkel
a gesztusokkal. Koszonet érte. E kotet valamennyi
szerzdje szamara sokat jelentesz, és errél a maga
modjan mindenki tanubizonysagot tesz. Fogadd

Godolls, 2026. 07. 28.

ezeket a tanulmanyokat halank és tiszteletiink jelé-
il. Kivanjuk, hogy még sokaig a téled megszokott
modon, kivancsisaggal, derlivel és szellemi nyi-
tottsaggal fordulj a mult és jelen embere felé.

Récz Tibor Akos
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THE HUN-PERIOD ARCHAEOLOGICAL FINDS OF KISKOSZEG
(BATINA, HR)

Z.SOFIA MASEK

INTRODUCTION

Batina (HR, Hungarian name: Kiskdszeg, sometimes
Battina) has long been a well-known archaeologi-
cal site. A former /imes object, the castellum of Ad
Militare, stood on the edge of the promontory above
the settlement overlooking the Danube. Its prehis-
toric finds are also of outstanding importance. Finds
from the Hun period are also known from the settle-
ment area. However, these are all old materials which
are not usually cited in recent international research.
This short paper aims to gather and briefly contextu-
alise the scattered finds in the collections of various

modern states: Hungary, Serbia and Austria. The in-
tention is to include the site on the theoretical list of
limes sites along the Danube in Pannonia, where the
cultural changes at the end of the Roman period are
marked by the appearance of Hun-period graves. I did
not have the opportunity to view the finds in person
until the end of this study, but I intend to supplement
my research with this work in the future. The story of
these archaeological finds contains many elements of
the region’s turbulent 20"-century history, into which
this short study also provides a glimpse.

BRIEF INFORMATION ABOUT THE SITE

Kiskészeg/Batina is located on the right bank of
the Danube, within the Dravaszdg region, in a nar-
row valley between the eastern edge of the Bani-
hegység (Bani Mountain, HR: Bansko brdo) and
the river. The Karasica or Karass6 (HR: KaraSica)
is a stream that originates on the eastern side of
the Mecsek Mountain in southern Hungary, flows
along the northern side of the Bani Mountain, and
ultimately reaches the Danube north of Kiskdszeg.
The low mountain range of the Bani Mountain is
similar in size to the Villanyi Mountain in south-
ern Hungary, and are the only major elevation in the
Dréavaszog region. Its eastern edge is bypassed by
the Danube, forming a relatively narrow floodplain
that may have functioned as a frequented natural
crossing point in prehistoric times and in the past
millennia. The Roman castellum of Ad Militare was
located on the old vine-hill above the settlement of

Jung 1890, 8-10.

GrosscumID 1889, 209; GrosscuMmIp 1891a, 6-7.
GrosscHMID 1891b, 189.

TRrRENCSENY 1903, 34-35.

Mak 2017.
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Kiskészeg, on a promontory called Gradac. In the
medieval Kingdom of Hungary, the ford towards
Bezdan/Bezdan (SR) functioned as a significant
crossing point between the then counties of Béacs
and Baranya (Fig. 1).

Archaeological finds have been known from the
settlement for a long time. Apart from early sources
of the Roman fortress, finds are mentioned in a work
written about the settlement in 1890.! Reports of rich
Roman numismatic material®> from Kiskdszeg and
Roman ceramic finds® from the same site appear in
1889 and 1891. Later reports also regularly include
finds from Kiskészeg, which may include a great
number of prehistoric artefacts as well.* These data
can be found in the Yearbook of the Bacs-Bodrog
County Historical Society (Bdcs-Bodrog Megyei
Torténelmi Tarsulat Evkényve). The museum, found-
ed by the society based in Zombor/Sombor (SR),?

d 10.55722/Arpad.Kiad.2026.16_03
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Fig. 1. Kiskdszeg/Batina (HR) and its surroundings on the Second Military Survey of the Hungarian Kingdom.
1: Batina (HR, Hung.: Kiskdszeg); 2: Sombor (SR, Hung.: Zombor), 3: Mohdcs (HU), 4: Kolked/Altinum (HU);
5: Babarc (HU); 6. Villany (HU), 7: Zmajevac/Ad Novas (HR, Hung.: Vorésmart);

8: Knezevi Vinogradi (HR, Hung.: Hercegszollés), 9: Beli Manastir (HR, Hung.: Pélmonostor)

housed a number of finds from Kiskészeg, which are
also included in a small catalogue published in 1908.°

In the early 20" century, Imre Frey, a native of
Zombor, reported on numerous occasions about
the finds from Kiskdszeg. These finds, mainly
from the Bronze and Iron Ages,” proved to be of
outstanding importance.® Most of Frey’s archae-
ological collection was also incorporated into
the Zombor museum, including materials from
Kiskészeg dating from the Bronze Age to the
Roman period.’

Several artefacts found in Kiskészeg are now
part of the collections of modern-day Hungary,

¢ GuBITZA-TRENCSENY 1908.

7 See his articles in NAb—Nap 1964, 5.

8 Garrus—HorvaTa 1939, 13-17, 27-28, 36, 38, 51.
® Nap—Nab 1964.

10 Kovacs 1998-1999; Kemenczer 2014, 70.

" Koszear 1988, 50; Pl. 56-62, with further literature.
12 NaaGy 1979, 28.

13 Forriny 1961.

14 MozsoLics 1954, 35-36.

15 MaraAz 1983, 111, Kat. 2.

16 MozsoLics 1954, 35; Hunyapi 1957, 234-235.

Austria and Germany. The Hungarian National
Museum (HNM) has collected prehistoric hoards
from the collection of Laszl6 Mauthner, an antiq-
uities dealer from Pest.'” The museum also holds
Bronze Age and Prescythian ceramics,!! as well
as special ceramic plastic fragments.'? According
to Foltiny, Hallstatt-period bronzes were brought
to Mainz," including a Hallstatt-period bronze
helmet.'"* Bronze Age and La T¢ne artefacts were
deposited in the Baranya County Museum in
Pécs before the First World War.!'s Other Hallstatt
and Celtic artefacts were identified by Hungarian
research in Vienna, and Keszthely.'¢
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In 1876, finds from a rich Roman burial were
donated to the HNM. Two glass vessels, a gold
necklace, gold pendant and a ring, together with a
Gallienus coin, were found in the 3" -century wom-
an’s grave.'” Bronze vessels,'® a Roman enamel
phalera’ and a bronze inkwell®® are also kept in
the HNM. The HNM’s collection includes a unique
green-glazed bowl from the late Roman period with
handles, similar to a vessel found in Aquincum.
There are also Roman finds in Keszthely from
Kiskészeg, including a coulter? and ceramic ma-
terial.® Roman artefacts are also kept in Pécs.*
Imre Frey’s collection in Zombor features Roman
sculptures and a 4"-century crossbow brooch that
are particularly noteworthy.® Frey’s collection
also included a lead plate depicting the ‘Danubian
mounted god’, which was published in 1943 by
Zoltan Oroszlan, a Szeged Institute colleague.?® Old
literature refers to a group of coins in a private col-
lection that could be an early 2™-century denarius
hoard.”” The list is not meant to be comprehensive.
Despite the research carried out in recent decades,
most of the Roman-period finds from Batina date
from the turn of the 19" and 20" centuries. During
this period, the Gradac site and various other nearby
locations were heavily disturbed by the planting of

new vineyards, resulting in the intense ‘diaspora’ of
the archaeological material.?®

In 1947, a large Yugoslav-Soviet liberation mon-
ument was built on top of Gradac Hill, potentially
destroying much of the Roman stonework in the
process. Extensive probing excavations were car-
ried out in and around the Roman castel/lum from
1970 onwards; these remain partly unpublished to
this day. The remains of a Roman settlement and
cemetery adjacent to the castellum are situated to
the south (Batina-Sredno).”” Recently, Croatian
researchers have initiated a micro-regional, topo-
graphic survey of the area, during which they have
identified several new sites on the eastern side of
the Bansko brdo.*® In 2010, trial excavations were
also carried out at Sredno, during which 14 Roman
burials (18-3™ century AD, both cremation graves
and inhumation graves) were excavated alongside
prehistoric graves (9"-7" century BC). The Roman
cemetery is located along the road leading from 4d
Militare to the nearby Ad Novas fort (Zmajevac,
Hung. Vérésmart).>! In 2021, an exhibition detailing
the site opened in Osijek/Esz¢k, accompanied by a
volume of studies that extensively covers the histo-
ry of research and presents the new excavations.?

HuN-PERIOD FINDS FROM KISKOSZEG/BATINA

Cat. No. 1: Late Roman— Hun-period silver brooches
in the old collection of the museum of Siimeg and la-
ter Keszthely (Hungary, now destroyed)

Two similar brooches kept together probably
formed a pair of fibulae from the same grave. The
simple head of the silver plate brooches had an

17 HawmpEL 1878, 77; Inv. Nr. Roman Coll. 92/1876. The grave was found on the property of the Csaky/Csaki family.
18 RapnoTi 1938, 54, Taf. XVI. 5, XLVI. 4. Of the vessels, however, the casserole might be located in Zombor, cf. Nap—Nab 1964,

28, Taf. XXXIX, 3.
1 SELLYE 1939, IV. P1./7a-b; Szirma1 1997, 171.
2 Bke 1980, 82, Kat. 144, Taf, IV.

Sarmatian grave in the Tisza region: JunAsz 1995.
22 BaLassa 1972, 373, Abb. 33.

Nacy 1945, 292-294, fig. 4, 8-9, 11-12. A similar Roman vessel with three handles and a pouring spout was discovered in a

2 Balatoni Mtzeum, Inv. nr. 58.732.1. and the kind information of Anett Mihaczi-Palfi.

24

Based on the inventory books of the Janus Pannonius Museum, Pécs.

2> NAD—-Nab 1964, brooch: 27, Inv. Nr. 361, Table XXXVI. 3.; statues: Tables XLVII-L.

26 ORrOSZLAN 1943.
27 EREMLELETEK 1906, 141.
2 BoicIC ET AL. 2009, 125-126.

2 PINTEROVIC 1971; MINICHREITER 1987, 88-90; Visy 1988, 126; SANADER 2003, 137.

30 BoicI¢ ET AL. 2009.
31

32

Boscic et AL. 2011. For the latest, mainly prehistoric research results, see DizDAR ET AL. 2023, with further literature.
Dizpar—LELEKOVIC—HR$AK 2021. I obtained the volume only after the manuscript of the present study had been finalized.
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KIS-KOSZEGI FIBULAK.
(Lasd a 191. lapon.)

AbD. 2. Ris-KRésseq. /5.

I T ..

Fig. 2. Pair of silver brooches from Kiskdszeg/Batina (HR), from the Darnay Collection (Hungary)
(after Darnay 1907, 187 [a], and BeniNGEr 1931, Fig. 2 [b] [Cat. No. 1])

upper chord that continued into the silver pin, which
remained intact on both objects. The bow formed a
plate that narrowed towards the foot. Similar to the
large plate brooches, the foot was a long plate with a
widening section in the middle and an oval, rounded
end. The plate was divided in the middle by a longi-
tudinal rib. The soldered pin holders were missing
from the footplate. According to Darnay, they were
7 cm long and weighed 9 grams each.* According
to old inventory data, they were 6.8 cm long and
1.3-2 cm wide (Fig. 2).

The first publication of 1907 does not mention
the find circumstances or where the brooches were
kept. According to Beninger, they are kept in the
museum in Stimeg. Vinski repeated this information
until the 1960s.3* The information was partly correct,

33 DARNAY 1907.

as the finds were first published by Kalman Darnay,
whose antiquarian activities led to the establishment
of the Darnay Museum in Stimeg. The study on the
fate of the museum specifically mentions the stray
finds from the Migration period of Kiskdszeg.*
Beninger obtained the photograph through Nandor
Fettich,*® so the information about the place of pres-
ervation most likely came from him. However, the
museum material was moved to Keszthely in 1937,
and many artefacts intended for transportation were
destroyed in a carpet bombing at the Zalaegerszeg
railway station at the end of World War II in March
1945. Some of the Roman finds from Kiskészeg
are still in Keszthely (see above), but the brooches
are among the artefacts that were destroyed, as the
Keszthely inventory books show.?’

3 BENINGER 1931, 13; Vinski 1957, 32; S1. 78-79; DimitRIIEVIC—KOVACEVIC—VINSKI 1962, 67, Kat. 64.

35 NEMETH 1964, 10.
3 BeNINGER 1931, fig. 13.

37

I would like to thank to Anett Mihaczi-Palfi (Balatoni Museum, Keszthely) for her help in tracing the history of the brooches.

The finds received from Siimeg were re-catalogued in Keszthely by Gyula Toérok; the Keszthely inventory number for the
brooches was D6869-70. After the war, a detailed list of losses was compiled, including the Kiskészeg brooches.
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Cat. No. 2-3: Hun-period stray jug and Hun-
period (?) beads, probably in the old material of the
Sombor City Museum (Serbia)

Wheel-trown, grey jug of well levigated mate-
rial. The mouth is funnel-shaped and the neck is
ribbed. The handle protrudes from the neck and
curves upwards to extend beyond the belly line and
join the ornamental band of the shoulder. The rim
and neck are decorated with burnished single ver-
tical lines. An uneven, burnished, wavy line runs in
an unburnished band around the shoulder. The deep
belly is horizontally polished. The vessel has no
footring, but the wall is joined to the base by a short
concave curve. Although no dimensions were pro-
vided by Parducz, the ¥4 mark on the table indicates
an approximate jug height of 24 c¢cm, a rim diame-
ter of 12 ¢cm, and a maximum diameter of around
20 cm (Fig. 3).%8

At the same time, Parducz also published a
‘pearl necklace’.** We cannot be sure that the 21
beads belong together. The beads were made of four
barrel-shaped calcium, two larger spherical cal-
cium, one flat round amber (?), 13 spherical glass
beads of various colours and sizes, and one pear-
shaped bead of an unknown material. No picture
of the ensemble was provided. He recorded the jug
and the pearls under separate catalogue numbers; he
therefore considered the two finds to be unrelated.
Only a study of the original objects could determine
whether the assemblage was of Sarmatian, Roman
or Hun-period character, but given Parducz’s exper-
tise, the broader period is almost certain.

Cat. No. 4: Hun-period stray jug in the old material
of the Janus Pannonius Museum, Pécs (Hungary)
A wheel-thrown, grey jug made from well-levi-
gated material. It has a funnel-shaped, flared rim
and a collared neck. The neck is almost cylindri-
cal. The indented handle starts under the collared
neck and joins the body deep in the belly region.
The neck and shoulder regions are joined by slight
segmentation. The belly is deep and the body is

3% Sole publication: PArpucz 1950, 38, 113. 1h., CIX. t. 12.
3 PArpuUCz 1950, 38, 112. 1h.

Fig. 3. Hun-period jug from Kiskészeg/Batina (HR), from
the old material of the Sombor City Museum (Serbia)
(after Pirpucz 1950, Table CIX. 12 [Cat. No. 2])

oval-shaped. The neck and body are decorated with
two ornamental fields of dense, vertical zigzag lines
in the Murga style, arranged one below the other.
There is no footring. Height: 18.5 cm, rim diameter:
6.1 cm, base diameter: 7.9 cm. Inv. Nr.: JPM Pécs,
881 (Fig. 4.a).%°

According to Attila Kiss, the find predates
1918,* but the find circumstances have not been
discussed in the literature. The Pécs inventory
books reveal that the jug was donated to the muse-
um on 2 June 1908 by Odén Kirschanek, the parish
priest of Kiskdszeg, who reportedly discovered it in
the parish vineyard.*

Cat. No. 5: Skull with artificial cranial deformation
in the Naturhistorisches Museum, Vienna (Austria)

In 1905, a skull with artificial cranial deformation
was sent from Kiskdszeg to the Naturhistorisches
Museum in Vienna. Nothing is known about the find
circumstances. This information was also provided

0 Kiss 1970, Table 1, 2; Kiss 1979, 334; SEveriN 1982, 474, 5.15, Taf. 38; GaBor-Nacy 2004, 122; Vaco 2015, 375, V. 34.

4 Kiss 1970, 120.

4 T would like to thank Mira Majdan, Gergé Szabo and Réka Neményi (JPM, Pécs) for their kind help in this issue!
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Fig. 4. Hun-period jug from Kiskdszeg/Batina (HR), from the old material of the Janus Pannonius Museum, Pécs (Hungary)
(Cat. No. 4) (a), and its close analogies from Babarc (b), and Kistokaj (c) (a—b: © Janus Pannonius Museum,
Modern Magyar Képtar gyiijteménye; c: photo by Zséfia Masek)

by Mihaly Parducz, referring to the notes of the an-
thropologist Janos Nemeskéri.*

Cat. No. 6: Hun-period stray jug in the old collec-
tion of the museum of Siimeg and later Keszthely
(Hungary, now destroyed)

While tracing the brooches from
Kiskészeg, the author was informed that another
Hun-period jug from Kiskdszeg was preserved in
the Darnay Collection. This jug was also among the

silver

4 PArpuCz 1963, 30, 46. 1h.

artefacts destroyed in the carpet bombing in March
1945. A drawing of the jug is preserved in the
Keszthely inventory book (Fig. 5), however, the di-
mensions in the inventory book and the dimensions
written next to the drawing in the inventory book do
not match. Thus, we cannot be certain of the loca-
tion of the drawn object, but it was almost certainly
a Hun-period vessel. In any case, it is possible that
there was another small Hun-period collared jug
kept in the Darnay collection.*

4 Many thanks to Anett Mihaczi-Palfi for drawing my attention to the find!
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Fig. 5. Inventory book data referring to a Hun-period jug from Kiskészeg/Batina (HR), from the Darnay Collection
(Keszthely, Hungary) (Cat. No. 6)

AN INSIGHT INTO THE RESEARCH OF THE UNIVERSITY OF SZEGED
IN THE ‘DELVIDEK™ IN THE 1940s

The finds from Kiskdszeg, published by Mihaly
Péarducz among the Sarmatian artefacts, have a re-
markable history that goes beyond themselves. In
his 1950 monograph, Parducz published a large
number of Sarmatian — or supposedly Sarmatian
— artefacts. This volume is now the primary sour-
ce for many of them, since some of the finds have
been destroyed, lost or have been lying unproces-
sed, mainly in Hungarian and Serbian collections.
Dealing with the finds is made more difficult by the
fact that Parducz did not assign inventory numbers
to them or report the collections in which they are
held. He only listed the collections he had visited
at the beginning of the monograph series.* Most
of his collecting work was done in Hungary in the
1930s (he was born in Fehértemplom/Bela Crkva,
now in the Serbian province of Vojvodina, in 1908,
and graduated from the University of Szeged in
1932). His work, according to him, was comple-
ted in 1940 with the archaeological material of the
Hungarian National Museum.*” The 1941 list does
not include any museums from Délvidék. Earlier,
however, Parducz had published a number of finds
from outside the present-day borders of Hungary,
mainly based on literature.*® In later years, however,
especially in his 1950 monograph, he also provided
the primary publication of several sites from the

45

4 PArpUCZ 1941, 8.

Y7 X.Y. 1940, 193.

4 PArDUCZ 1931.

4 BANNER 1942; BANNER 1943a.

30 BANNER 1942, 47.

St See in detail Korek 1990, 19-20; PINTER-NAGY 2020, 20-26.

Bacska/Backa region. This work was made possible
by his activities during the Second World War, and
according to my research, these finds were predomi-
nantly held in the Zombor museum.

Under the leadership of Janos Banner, the Institute
of Archaeological Cadastre of the Great Hungarian
Plain was founded in 1941 at the University of
Szeged (then Horthy Miklés University), replac-
ing a larger, unrealized attempt, the Hungarian
Archaeological Cadastre Institute.* The ambition
— to catalogue all archaeological material — was
an almost impossible mission, but Banner and his
students, even by today’s standards, managed to or-
ganise a huge amount of material in the museums
of the Southern Great Plain in just a few years. For
the moment, we will only highlight this statement
by Banner from the programme announcement,
which is relevant to our topic: ‘There will be finds
emerging from the Délvidék not only from the
National Museum, but also from Szeged, Belgrade,
or perhaps Zagreb, and certainly from Vienna.”°
Following the partial reoccupation of the Délvidék
in 1941, the Institute’s activities included organ-
ising the museum material of the Bacska region,
on behalf of and with the financial support of the
National Superintendence of Museums.”' In 1943,
Mihaly Parducz wrote a short report on the museum

Hung. *Southern Land’, referring to different areas in the south of the former Kingdom of Hungary.
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of the Bacs-Bodrog County Historical Society in
Zombor, i.e. of the then Bdcskai Miizeum.> Another
report detailed the work carried out during 1943:%
the artefacts of the Bdcskai Muzeum were sorted,
restored and re-inventoried in Szeged over a peri-
od of about six months, and approximately 3.000
objects were photographed. The artefacts were
returned to the museum in Zombor in October
1943, and an archaeological exhibition opened in
November.** According to Banner, ‘The preparation
of a catalogue of the archaeological material of the
Bacskai Muzeum and the whole of the Bacska is
now underway, with the prospect of publication by
the Cadastral Institute in 1944.”* Unfortunately, this
work was never published.

From the perspective of the history of science,
this special chapter of Hungarian museology dur-
ing the Second World War has not yet been ana-
lysed in detail. The journal of the Szeged Institute,
Dolgozatok, reveals that the university institute
staff, relocated from Kolozsvar/Cluj-Napoca (RO)
to Szeged after the Treaty of Trianon, organised
museums in the south of the country, as well as in
Transylvania, Upper Hungary and Transcarpathia,
during the 1940s. Perhaps not entirely unrelated to
this is the fact that most of the staff fled the Soviet
occupation. Mihaly Parducz and Janos Banner es-
caped from Szeged to Transdanubia in the last days
of the war and later settled in Budapest.” Istvan
Foltiny, who was also involved in museum research
and excavations in the South of Hungary, and who
emigrated to Austria in 1944 and then to the USA,
later returned to the region and in 1970 began

ZSOFIA MASEK

archaeological excavations in Kiskészeg, in the
framework of an American-Yugoslavian coopera-
tion, with the support of the Smithsonian Institution
(Washington D.C.). This cannot be a coincidence,
since Foltiny was in Berlin from January to August
1943:%7 as a member of the Collegium Hungaricum,
he catalogued archaeological finds of Hungarian or-
igin in the collection of the Staatliches Museum fiir
Vor- und Friihgeschichte. In his report on this work,
he mentioned Iron Age finds from the Bacska and
Baranya County, including Kiskdszeg, and stated
his intention to continue the organising work after
the war. After his emigration, he continued his pro-
fessional work and his interest in the region.

For us, the important point is that the early re-
search data clearly showed that many of the finds
from Kiskészeg ended up in the Zombor museum.
Parducz’s report confirms that ‘the museum has a
surprisingly rich collection of artefacts from various
periods from the bordering areas of Transdanubia’,
and he highlights ‘one of the richest sites of the
Prescythian period’, Kiskészeg.*® In his later pub-
lications, he includes descriptions and photographs
of several sites in Bacska, which he mentions by
name here, such as the Sarmatian barrow cemeter-
ies of Vajszka/Vajska (SR), Bacsmadaras (HU, now
Madaras)*® and Kiszacs/Kisa¢ (SR). In the archaeo-
logical studies published after the Soviet occupation
of Hungary, of course, Parducz did not emphasise or
even mention the museum collections in the South.
However, the find material collected was incorpo-
rated and evaluated probably without any problem
in the works of the 1950s and 1960s.

EVALUATION OF THE HUN-PERIOD FIND MATERIAL

The location of the Hun-period graves of Kiskészeg
is uncertain, although the site of the Pécs jug, the vi-
neyard of the Kiskdszeg parish, could potentially be

2. PArRDpUCZ 1943a.

33 PARDUCZ 1943b.

3% BANNER 1943b.

55 BANNER 1943a, 216.

56 BANNER 1990; PINTER-NAGY 2020.
57 FoLTINY 1943.

8 PARDUCZ 1943a, 522.

59

identified in the future. It is impossible to determine
whether the artefacts originate from a single site be-
cause none of the finds dispersed in three countries

The site is now in Hungary, but as it used to belong to Bacs-Bodrog County, some of the finds from the early excavations are in

Zombor, while others are in Budapest. Monographic publication: KOHEGYI-VOROs 2011.
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have a date of occurrence. However, where avai-
lable, the first mention of the finds is telling: 1905,
1907 and 1908. The pottery enables at least two
Hun-period graves to be reconstructed, or four if
the skull and the brooches are considered as part of
separate assemblages. The brooches and the pearls
suggest some female graves, but the ceramics and
the skull could belong to males as well.

Unfortunately, Parducz failed to recognise the
significance and date of Cat. No. 2 jug (in Zombor),
so it was not included in his subsequent studies of the
Hun period. Both the form and decoration of the jug
are typical of the Hun period: it has a funnel-shaped
rim, a rib on the neck, a deep-bellied body and a
single wavy line on the shoulder. It bears close re-
semblance to the stray jug from Gyula,® from the
new burials the Kecskemét grave is worth men-
tioning.*' The photograph suggests that the surface
treatment was not produced using the wheel, which
suggests a Hun-period date and probably a barbar-
ian workshop.®* Its shape differs greatly from that
of Late Roman burnished pottery or ceramics found
at Gothic-Lombard-period sites in Pannonia. Its
form is reminiscent of the small-scale Gepidic jugs
of Békésszentandras-Makkos, Szentes-Kokényzug,
and Szentes-Gyogyszertar,® but the form in larger
size range, like from Kiskészeg, is no longer found
in Gepidic-period material.

Jug No. 4 (in Pécs) belongs to a rare group of
Hun-period grave pottery, on which the burnished
decoration runs along the entire body in vertical
lines. One of its two closest parallels was found in
the same region (Baranya) at Babarc. There were no
other finds of dating value in the assemblage, but
the burial was a Roman-style brick-walled grave.®
The site of the other good analogy is situated in the

8 ALroLpr 1932, 48, XXVILI. t. 6.; PARpucz 1950, CXXXI. t. 11.
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Upper Tisza region. The Kistokaj jug dates well
to the D2 period.®® The Kistokaj jug is similar to
the Baranya vessels mostly in all its elements, al-
though the decoration starts just below the rim and
the belly is undecorated, with only vertical burnish-
ing running to the bottom. However, the finds from
Baranya cannot be clearly dated as being earlier or
later than the Kistokaj grave. These vessels point to
an extensive network of connections during the Hun
period, indicating the blurring of the Roman frontier
and supra-regional mobility (Fig. 4.a—c).

Of all the finds discussed here, the brooches
are the only ones that are regularly cited in older
Yugoslav and Croatian literature. They are gener-
ally dated to the 2™ half of the 4" century or the
beginning of the 5" century. They are mostly at-
tributed to the presence of Western Gothic allies
(foederati elements), who were entrusted with the
border guard duties by the Pannonian administra-
tion. This evaluation and dating goes back to the
work of Vinski.®® He categorised them as explic-
itly ‘pre-Hunnic’ Gothic artefacts, dating them on
typological grounds to the end of the 4™ century
and clearly adopting Beninger’s Gothic theory.*’
Beninger had already highlighted the Kiskdszeg
brooches, regarding them as a transitional form
towards the large plate silver fibulae.® The theory
about the brooches is therefore 100 years old, yet
the finds can still be considered a rare hybrid type.

As Vinski pointed out, the best parallel to
the brooches was found in the nearby area of
Hercegszollés/Knezevi Vinogradi (HR).* However,
the two types differ structurally: the foot of the
Knezevi Vinogradi brooch bends back towards the
bow and is tied to it. This form, which has mainly
a long rectangular foot, was widespread in the early

1 Ny. Kovacsoczy ET AL. 2021. Analysis of the shoulder ornamentation, with further parallels, see Masex 2023, 241.

62 Masek 2013; Masek 2023, 200-202.

6 CsALLANY 1961, Taf. CIII. 1; CsaLLANY 1961, 30, Taf. XX. 2; NaGgy 2005, Taf. 35. 2.

6 Kiss 1970, 120; Table I. 1.

8 TerAL 2007, 73 (,,D2-spit”; ca. 420/430-450), Abb. 7.8-10; TeraL 2011, 353, Abb. 278.
6 Kovacevic 1960, 41, sl. 96 (mistakenly attributes the find to the Zagreb museum); PINTEROVIC 1971, 76; MINICHREITER 1987, 97;

Boici¢ et AL. 2009, 128; also mentions Takacs 2022, 390.

7 Vinski 1957, 32; DimitRUIEVIC—KOVACEVIC—VINSKI 1962, 67, Kat. 64.

% BENINGER 1931, 13.

% DmmITRUEVIC—KOVACEVIC—VINSKI 1962, 68, Kat. 67. Stray find from 1955, in the material of the Ojisek museum.
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5th century’ and also occurred with rhomboid foot-
plates.”! However, as Darnay’s description makes
clear, the feet of the Kiskészeg brooches were sol-
dered to the footplate in a manner similar to plate
brooches. Therefore, the finds from Kiskdszeg still
represent a transitional form towards large plate
brooches. However, it is now clearer that we are
probably dealing with a regional or local variant.
Consequently, it remains uncertain whether these
stray finds can be dated earlier than large silver
brooches.

ZSOFIA MASEK

This short study cannot cover the other 5"-cen-
tury finds in the area. There are also Hun-period
finds available from neighbouring villages, such as
Vorosmart/Zmajevac (Ad Novas) and Pélmonostor/
Beli Manastir, which have long been recognised.”
The number of sites from the Early Migration peri-
od is slowly but surely increasing in the area.” As
in other areas of Pannonia, the eastern-type finds
continue to occur from the second half of the 5"
century, and the chronological classification is not
always clear.

THE HUN-PERIOD ARCHAEOLOGICAL FINDS OF KISkOSZEG (BATINA, HR)

The Hun-period finds discovered long ago in
Kiskészeg/Batina (4d Militare) in Croatia are
dispersed among collections in Austria, Hungary
and Serbia. The only finds cited so far by inter-
national research on the site is a rare type of
brooch pair. These were found to have been de-
stroyed in a bombing raid in Hungary in 1945.
While the brooches are generally dated to before
the ‘classical’ Hun period, they should probably
be placed in a broader chronological context, and
could also date from later decades, from the first
half of the 5th century. The other finds presented
here demonstrate that the Hun-period finds from
the settlement cannot be be considered as clearly
late Roman-period ‘foederati’ find material. One
of the jugs from the Hunnic period may date to the
D2 period (now in Pécs, Hungary). The other may
also date to a similar time period (now in Sombor,
Serbia). Neither vessel appears to be Roman-style

burnished ware, but rather the product of barbari-
an workshops from the Hun period, and they were
almost certainly produced in different workshops.
The skull with artificial cranial deformation (in
Vienna, Austria) may indicate an individual of
recent eastern origin. Alternatively, the individ-
ual may have a biological background similar to
that of the Romanised population. In this case,
however, we must take into account the physical
proximity of Eastern populations and the tradition
practised for decades, since the individual’s birth.
However, we must also bear in mind that the skull
may date from the post-Hunnic Gothic, or Gepidic
periods. Despite all the uncertainties, it seems clear
that new ethnic groups inhabited the area of Ad
Militare during the Hunnic conquest of Pannonia
as well. Similar to the cases of other limes sites
in Valeria, they laid their dead to rest around the
Roman fort and its associated settlement.
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HuN kORI REGESZETI LELETEK KI1SKOSZEG (BATINA, HORVATORSZAG) TERULETEROL

A horvatorszagi Kiskészeg (horv. Batina, lat. Ad Militare) rég eldkeriilt hun kori leletanyaga ausztriai,
magyarorszagi és szerbiai gylijteményekbe szorodott szét. Egy ritka tipusu fibulapar az egyetlen, amelyet a
nemzetkdzi kutatas eddig idézett a lelohellyel kapcsolatban, amelyek 1945-ben szonyegbombazas soran el-
pusztultak Magyarorszagon. A fibulakat altalaban a klasszikus hun kor elé keltezik, de valosziniileg tagabb
idébeli kontextusba helyezhetok, és az 5. szazad késébbi évtizedeibdl, a szazad elsé felébdl is szarmazhat-
tak. A bemutatott tobbi leletnek régi, elszort szakirodalmi adatok segitségével akadhattunk nyomara. Ezek
jol érzékeltetik, hogy a telepiilésrol szarmazo hun kori leletanyag nem tekinthetd egyértelmiien rémai kor
végi, ,, foederati”-leletanyagnak. A hun kori korsok koziil az egyik jol keltezhet6 a D2 periddusra (ma Pécs,
Magyarorszag). A masik is hasonld id6szakba tartozhat (Zombor, Szerbia). Egyik edény sem tlinik romai
jellegli besimitott arunak, hanem hun kori, barbar készitménynek, és szinte biztosan kiillonb6zé miihelyha-
gyomanyok termékei voltak. A torzitott koponya (Bécs, Ausztria) friss keleti eredetli lakossagra utalhat, de
bizonytalan keltezése miatt mas értelmezései is adodnak. Minden bizonytalansag ellenére is egyértelmiinek
tlinik, hogy Pannonia hun foglalasanak idészakaban Ad Militare kdrnyékén is uj népelemek telepedtek
meg, akik — mas valeriai limesobjektumok esetéhez hasonldan — halottaikat a romai erdd és a hozza tartozo
telepiilés kornyékén helyezték 6rok nyugalomra.
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