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VORWORT

Mit der vorliegenden Online-Publikation beginnt diistorische Landeskommission fir
Steiermark ihr Vorhaben, nicht oder nur schwer nud&form erhaltliche wichtige Arbeiten
zur Archaologie der Steiermark einem interessietieserinnenkreis unentgeltlich zur Ver-
fugung zu stellen und vor allem auch den digitédaten dieser Arbeiten ein mdglichst langes
Weiterleben zu garantieren.

Die US-amerikanische Dissertation von Patrick Hazgi eine derartige wichtige unge-
druckte Arbeit zur Arch&ologie der Steiermark, diee konkrete Beschéaftigung vor Ort (im
Umfeld von Wildon), also aus der ganz eigentliagtirigchen Arché&ologie heraus, mit einem
Aul3enblick auf die steirische und 6OsterreichiscliehAologie verbindet. Dieser Blick ist in
der ganz anderen Forschungstradition begrindet stelt Gber die unmittelbaren For-
schungsfragen Faziolis hinaus eine lesens- undnkedswerte Position aul3erhalb unserer
gewachsenen fachlichen Gewohnheiten und vielfach auf3erhalb der Vorgangsweisen der
in Osterreich vorherrschenden ,deutschen* Ur- umdhgeschichtsforschung mit ihrem
starken Zwang zu formalen Typologisierungen dar.

Besonders wichtig scheint auch Faziolis BehandlitorgForschungsgeschichteerhalbder
Zeitgeschichte: Sie wird so anstelle des UblicHerudienenden Katalogs, wer was wo einmal
geschrieben hat, zu einer Hinweisgeberin, warumaias erforscht, das andere nicht er-
forscht wurde, warum die eine Meinung immer nochireéen und die andere gar nicht er-
wahnt wird, und somit zu einem integrativen Teil danz aktuellen Arch&ologie, die ja in
sich schon zeitgebunden und nur in ihrer eigenesci@ehtlichkeit deutbar ist. Und diese
Geschichtlichkeit ist nicht nur dem Biografischear teinzelnen — seinerzeit und jetzt —
handelnden Personen abzulesen, sondern den zhitdebchen Gegebenheiten von Ein-
bettung der Wissenschaft in Apparate, Netzwerke lgiedlogien und von Benutzung der
Wissenschaft fir Apparate, Netzwerke und Ideolagi&erade deshalb, um die vielleicht da
und dort noch vorherrschende Meinung einer sozusageluftieeren Raum schwebenden
~wertfreien” Arch&ologie ins rechte Licht zu rickesollte die Arbeit bei an steirischen
Themen arbeitenden Arché&ologinnen und Studierebd&annt werden. Wer das der Disser-
tation von Fazioli vorangestellte Zitat von Wal&enjamin aus dem Jahr 1940 liest, wird

sogleich verstehen, was gemeint ist.



Fazioli beschaftigt sich innerhalb seiner Dissestatmit mehreren Themenkreisen, deren
teilweise unerwartete Verquickung den besonderen iReer Lektlire ausmacht.

Zwei Themen sind zeitlich verankert: zum einen tstr Zeitraum zwischen 300 und 900
nach Christus im Fokus, also jene Zeit, in der@stalpenraum aus dem Ro&mischen Reich
heraus und in das Mittelalter ,geriet* — Manfredhber hat sich auch in seiner, von Fazioli
noch nicht rezipierten Grazer Habilitation ,Binn@nicum — Karantanien zwischen Romer-
zeit und Hochmittelalter. Ein Beitrag zur Frage @iskontinuitat und Ortsdiskontinuitéat aus
archaologischer Sicht* aus dem Jahr 2009 damithidésgt. Zum anderen wird ebendiese
Zeit in der verzerrenden (?) Spiegelung aus eimelel@n Zeit betrachtet, im Blick des
deutschen ,Imperialismus® und der Arch&ologie destidhalsozialismus auf Spéat-
antike/Fruhmittelalter.

Zwei weitere Themen sind methodologisch mit eintarksnaturwissenschaftlich-technischen
bzw. archdometrischen Aspekt verkntpft: Keramiktedbgie und Rekonstruktion von Kul-
turlandschaften. Beides wird anhand der Feldfonsghwon Fazioli an der mittleren Mur
(,Middle Mura“) exemplifiziert. 2006 und 2007 nahiRazioli als Absolvent der University at
Buffalo an Ausgrabungskampagnen des Kulturparksgider(Wildon) teil. Im Zuge von
Notgrabungsmal3inahmen wurden damals die Reste bmestattzeitichen Graberfeldes
sowie einer frihmittelalterlichen Siedlungsstetieder Flur Rasental, Gemeinde Wildon, auf-
gedeckt. Die Grabungstatigkeiten erweckten Faziblisresse an der aul3ergewdhnlichen
archaologischen Fundlandschaft rund um WildonerldSsberg und Buchkogel. In den
Jahren 2009 und 2010 fuhrte Fazioli schliel3licreeigrantwortlich archaologische Surveys
und geochemische Bodenanalysen in der Region Hesange im sudlichen Bezirk Graz-
Umgebung durch, die der Erforschung dieser hergasden historischen Kulturlandschaft
dienten und aus denen interessante Daten fir di@j&trige Siedlungsgeschichte dieses
Raumes hervorgingen.

Zwei zusatzliche Themen durchziehen sozusagen wigefation von ihrem Anfang bis zu
den Schlussfolgerungen: Die Bedingtheit von Arcbg® als Wissenschaft von den mate-
riellen Hinterlassenschaften und die Frage naclereimsetzung von Erkenntnissen der
Archaologie in das Erkennen oder Erzeugen (1) \@miitaten. Damit begibt sich Fazioli vor
dem Hintergrund einer angloamerikanischen Diskus$radition an jenen Punkt, wo es zu
Uberlegen qilt, fur welche Zeit Archaologie Gestbiec,macht” — fir das Fruhmittelalter oder

fur das jeweilige Jetzt?



All dies kann man mit Gewinn bei Fazioli nachlesarginer durchaus anderen Terminologie
als in diesem rezensionsartigen Vorwort — Fazgilieben nicht der deutschen und humani-

stischen (im Sinne des spateren 19. Jahrhunder&s)itibn verbunden wie die Verfasser
desselben.

Bernhard Hebert, Christoph Gutjahr und Gernot P.etdteiner



In memoriam

Barbara Leitinger
(1931 - 2011)
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ABSTRACT

This dissertation explores aspects of the Late Antique and Early Medieval peribe®astern
Alpine and northern Adriatic region of Central Epedby integrating archaeological,
anthropological, and historical approaches to the pastthemes of technology, identity, and
temporality crosscut the three major parts of besis: (1) examining continuity and change
from Late Antiquity to the Early Middle Ages (c. AD @0 900), (2) exploring the complex
interplay of social identity, material culture, and embodied practice, andr{8idering the role

of the medieval past in contemporary political and hisabideologies.

Part One investigates aspects of historical changecontinuity in the centuries following the
collapse of Roman political authority in Centralr&pe. These patterns are examined at both the
regional and local levels through a variety of archaeological methods. Chapter 2 outlines the
historical and archaeological frameworks, assessingcespf continuity in this region
(settlement, demographic, social, etc.), along with processes of &culture contact" and
Christianization. Chapter 3 addresses the quesficontinuity versus change from the
perspective of ceramic technology, utilizing macosc and microscopic analyses to examine
the manufacture of pottery at four settlements in this rethiat bridge the Late Antique ! Early
Medieval transition. Results from the petrographic ingasibn indicate that coarse-ware
ceramics exhibit a high degree of compositionaialality across the southeastern Alpine and
northern Adriatic region. Chapter 4 constitutesaar shift in the examination of change and
continuity, providing greater temporal depth in arenlocalized geographical region. Past human
landscapes were reconstructed along sections of thildahtlira river valley in southeastern
Austria using a battery of interdisciplinary methods (jsétkn surface collection, soil chemical

sampling, and documentary research). The results from theysusuggest that major

XVi



demographic changes occurred during the Early Iron AgeHagh/Late Middle Ages, with
comparatively little surviving material traces from Romad &arly Medieval periods. The
landscape reconstruction also revealed important longdgpatial patterns in terms of

settlement, land-use, and human activity beyond indalidites.

Part Two situates the historical and archaeologssales outlined in the previous chapters within
a broader theoretical framework that considers the oeksttip between social identity, embodied
practice, and material culture. Chapter 5 provides a brief history of anthropological and
archaeological conceptualizations of this complex reiatigp, from the 19 century through
current approaches, focusing on the &materiality” perspectives that have recently gained favor
across the social sciences. Chapter 6 builds upEsetemerging perspectives by sketching the
possibilities for a &monstrous archaeology”, whichbtoes elements of materiality, relational
ontology, and complexity theory. It reveals how traditioneans of exploring the agent/
structure paradox rely on a problematic understandingraghwsociety and culture that is
ultimately divorced from the material world; a more &symioattrapproach is forwarded that
blurs the ontological divide between humans and nonhantanally, Chapter 7 provides an
empirical case study for this new approach, through a detailed investigaBdbarbarian
ethnicity” in early medieval history and archaeoldfye ceramic data presented in Chapter 3 is
revisited in order to examine aspects of techneolgihoice through thehaine opératoire
perspective. Embodied practice, which mediategtheonstruction of people and things, is
argued to be a more sophisticated alternative to traditéetanic” interpretations of early

medieval social identity.

Finally, Part Three is comprised of three chapteash of which explores aspects of the &power

of the past" along thematic axes of social identibjonialism, and temporality. Chapter 8

XVii



situates eastern Alpine early medieval archaeoiodfye first decades of the 2@entury within

the context of European colonial ideologies by illustrating how the indigenous Slavic-speaking
populations (in both the present and medieval peste constructed as a &colonial Other" by
Germanic imperial social science. Chapter 9 builds wooh uncanny intersections of the
medieval and modern, exposing the implicit temporal lofithe discipline of anthropology. It
traces how a primitivized medieval &Other" wastedealongside its non-Western counterpart in
the course of the modernist project. Although awbtogists have long recognized their
discipline"s complicity in the creation of the laftdhe existence of the former remains largely
overlooked. Finally, Chapter 10 explores the ddfégrmeans by which archaeological,
anthropological, and historical research have broacleekleyissue afime, and proposes an
alternative approach to temporality ! based ondfeementioned relational ontology ! that
avoids the pitfalls of traditional linear and uniform misd®issolving the ontological boundary
between the past and present (as well as betwegbepend things) opens up these disciplines to

a more sophisticated and efficacious means of studyingh societieg andthroughtime.

XViii



CHAPTER 1

IS THE POST IN POST-ROMAN THE POST IN POSTCOLONIAL? *

All archaeology today is postcolonial.
- C. Gosdeh

1.1. ARCHAEOLOGY AND THE POSTCOLONIAL

The postcolonial critique has been one of the most significant and influential political,
epistemological, and ethical revolutions of the past quarter century. Although strident anti-
colonial sentiments were expressed in the postwar era by a number of intellectuals (DuBois
1945, Arendt 1951, Fanon 1952, Césaire 1955), the foundipgstcolonial studiesas a

coherent intellectual movement has been largely indebted to the work of three seminaHigures
Edward Said, Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak, and Homi Bhabha. Their brilliant and often scathing
critiques of Western scholarship have powerfully shaped the primary research agendas of
contemporary postcolonial studies: investigating the ways in which Western art, literature, and
other academic endeavors have supported and justified European imperialism by perpetuating a
stereotyped portrait of the colonized Other (e.g. Said 1978); articulating a conceptual space in
which the voices of colonized, marginalized, oppressed, or othesuisaltern’groups can be

heard (e.g. Spivak 1988); and exploring the complex dynamics of colonial interaction,

particularly the negotiation of identities between colonizer and colonized (e.g. Bhabha 1994).

Although this research agenda originated in literary and critical theory, it spread quickly
throughout the academy, exerting tremendous influence on disciplines ranging from

anthropology, sociology, and geography, to history, political scievm®en’s studiesand

le\WitheapologiesstocKwamesAnthonyAppiah¢(1991)e
2eGosden2001:241



philosophy. Explicitly archaeological engagements with this perspective first occurred somewhat
sporadically in the 1990s (Biddick 1993, Webster 1997, van Dommelen 1997), but have grown
exponentially in the past decddelow have archaeological approaches to the past and present
been influenced by postcolonialism? Although the ever-expanding corfpestfolonial
archaeologydefies simple categorization, | identify herbuilding upon Matthew Liebmars

(2010) categories three primary lines of inquiry in postcolonial archaeology, which roughly
correspond to the research agendas of the major figures outlined above:

(1) the'Bhabha groujz research that examines processes of colonization and colonial
rule in the archaeological record, particularly through a lens of hybridity, creolization, or
syncretism (e.g. Webster 1997, Woolf 1997, Tronchetti and van Dommelen 2005, Stein
2005, Fahlander 2007, Hingley 2008, Naum 2010);

(2) the' Said group: research that considers how archaeological constructions of the past
have constituted an ideological extension of colonial and imperial hegemonic power (e.g.
Trigger 1984, Munzi 2004, McNiven and Russell 2005, Habu et al 2008); and

(3) the' Spivak groufx research that seeks to adopt multi-vocal approaches to the
archaeological past through greater inclusion of indigenous voices (Ucko and Layton
1999, Smith and Wobst 2005, Watkins 2005, Hamilakis and Duke 2007, Allen and
Phillips 2010.

The tremendous thematic diversity of this literature illustrates the increasingly widespread
impact of postcolonial studies on*2dentury archaeological thought. It is critical to recognize
that contemporarypostcolonial archaeologyas expanded beyond topics directly related to the
practice of archaeology the West's former coloniggalthough it certainly continues to include

such important work). However, it now permeates every corner of the discipline, encoafhaging

3eSeecespecially*Gosden+2001,°Given«2004,sLucas*2004a,*Johnson+2006,sHausersartBbiicksamilakise
2008,sLeone+2009,+asswellsasecontributionseineStein*2005,sLiebmanneand+Rizvie2008, slayuiRizvie2010.°
4eJteshouldebesnotedethatesucheapproachesearesnotemutuallysexclusive.



archaeologists whether or not they work in traditionally ‘pestlonial’ settings -to rethink

some of the most fundamental issues in our discipline, from our relationship with the local
communities, both Western and non-Western (e.g. McGuire 2008), to the socio-political
implications ofthe ‘pasts’ that we produde.g. Kohl 1998, Turner 2007), as well as many of our
long-held assumptions concerning the nature of intercultural contact (Lightfoot et al. 1998,
Cusick 1998, Silliman 2005), political domination and resistance (Miller, Rowlands, and Tilley
1989), and the complex construction of human identities (Gardner 2007). Simply put, the
postcolonial critique serves as a constant reminder of the ethical obligations and political
responsibilities that accompany the inhegmwerof archaeological knowledge and the pasts
that we generate. As Chris Gostdegpigraph at the beginning of this chapter intimates,
‘postcolonial’ no longer simply refers to a particular kind of archaeology, but rather expresses

most profoundly the epistemologicanditionin which all archaeology is now located.

The following dissertation seeks to engage on a number of levels with the broad, inescapable
implications of the postcolonial critique, specifically through the study of the Late Roman

Empire and the Early Middle Ages (c. AD 30®@00) in the eastern Alpine and northern Adriatic
region of Central Europe. This area includes the entirety of the modern nation-state of Slovenia,
large sections of southern Austria and northern Croatia, as well as smaller portions of what is
today northeastern Italy (Friuli) and western Hungary (see Figure 1.1). Drawing on ceramic
compositional analyses, interdisciplinary landscape reconstruction, historiographical research,
and theoretical models, a variety of relevant topics are addressed, from aspects of continuity and
change in this region in the wake of Roman political disintegration, to the intimate relationship
among human identity, embodied practice, and material culture, as well as role of the early

medieval past in contemporary political and intellectual discourse.
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At first glance, postcolonialism may appear a curious choice for the region, period, and research
guestions under investigation. Yet, as observed above, postcolonial approaches are being applied
to an increasingly wide variety of archaeological investigations. Although, to be sure, the

following chapters constitute neither an exhaustive nor explicit study of postcolonial

perspectives in archaeology, the central themes of this dissertation are nevertheless inspired by
such approaches, and are therefore gathered together under this theoretical umbrella. The
remainder of this introduction provides the basic framework of the dissertation, which is divided
into three distinct though interrelated parts, each of which addresses different aspects of the

major themes- identity, materiality, and temporality.



1.2. RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND STRUCTURE OF THE DISSERTATION

1.2.1. Part One: Interdisciplinary Approaches to Continuity & Change in the Eastern Alps

The first topic of interest explored in this dissertation concerns the enduring questions
surrounding the nature of the transformation of the Late Roman world into the Early Middle
Ages in the eastern Alpine and northern Adriatic region. This enigmatic period of Central
European ‘protehistory’ has various historical appellatiopgstRoman period’, ‘Migration

Period’, ‘Late Antiquity’, ‘Early Middle Ages’, etc.) depending on national tradition or
disciplinary convention. However, here | conceptualize it as a postcoieahezzp

chronologically situated between the disintegration of Roman political and economic hegemony
in the 8" century AD, and the rise of another expansionist state (the Carolingian Franks) in the

late 8" century with the intention of establishinggewRoman Empire.

The intervening centuries (c. AD 45(0r50) were characterized by a weak (or in some cases
nonexistent) state apparatus, political decentralization, a general lack of security, significant
demographic movement, the partial breakdown of long-distance trade and communication, and
the rapid transformation of social identities. Although the Western Roman Empire technically
disappeared in thé"&entury, both ‘Romanized’ and ‘barbarian’ peoples throughout the region
were shaped by its political and cultural legacy for centuries afterward. When viewed in this
manner, post-Roman Central Europe has many significant parallels with other post-imperial eras
of world history, such as the decolonization of Africa in the earfy@mtury or the current
post-Soviet period in Eastern Europe and Central Asia. Although each post-imperial situation is
conditioned by its own particular circumstances, their socio-historical similarities invite the

possibility of informative cross-cultural comparison.



Chapters 2 through 4 specifically address issues of continuity and change in the eastern Alpine
region during this important transitional period. Chapter 2 offers an extensive (if not exhaustive)
account of the major historical events and social processes in this region from the fourth through
ninth centuries AD, drawing from textual and archaeological evidence. Since postcolonial
approaches are frequently concerned with the dynamic interactions’ gfaba!l and'locaf

(e.g. Lightfoot 1995), Chapter 2 is structured in this manner; | first outline the broader political,
economic, and social context during each period, and then examine changes at individual
settlements in the eastern Alps, drawing on the important insights of recent archaeological

excavation.

Postcolonial theory also informs issues of social, political, and religious identity raised in

Chapter 2. Post-imperial periods are generally characterized by fluid and shifting identities, as
the hierarchical structures of empire yield to complex local and regional dynamics (van
Dommelen 1997). A number of important questions are raised within this context: what
happened to the ‘indigenougomanized populations in this region after the collapse of imperial
authority and desertion of urban centers? What was their relationship with the new Germanic and
Slavic-speaking groups that emerged during this period? How did these numerous ethno-
linguistic groups negotiate the uncertain socio-political landscapes of a post-imperial world?

This chapter assesses the recent archaeological evidence that has yielded some surprising new

possibilities.

Chapters 3 and 4 present the results of original material culture analyses aimed at contributing to
the themes outlined in Chapter 2, particularly the question of whether the post-Roman centuries
in the eastern Alps were ultimately characterizeddntinuityor change Of course, this is a

complex and multifaceted issue, as different kinds of historical processes (political, economic,



religious, cultural, ethnic, etc.) often unfold at different paces, making any assessment of
‘historical change’ largely gendent upon the particular issue under scrutiny. With this in mind,

a multi-scalar approach is adopted, permitting such issues to be investigated at three levels: (1) a
broad, regional scale across the southeastern Alps, (2) a targeted, but comprehensive

examination of local landscapes, and (3) individual household activity.

Chapter 3 focuses on these issues at a regional level, particularly in terms of ceramic technology.
It provides the results of macroscopic and microscopic fabric analyses on local, coarse-ware
ceramics drawn from four post-Roman settlements located across the southeastern Alps and
northern Adriatic region. Questions of technological continuity are addressed by identifying
differences and/or similarities among these ceramic fabrics over both time and space. This
chapter provides a fascinating snapshot of changes in ceramic production across this region, and

serves as a useful point of comparison with extant written records.

Chapter 4 shifts scales, building upon the aforementioned theme of long-term change in the
eastern Alps, but atlacal rather than regional level. It outlines the results of intensive
archaeological landscape reconstruction conducted over the course of several field seasons along
sections of the middle Mura river valley in the southeastern section of Austribnnfjue durée
evolution of cultural landscapes within a small (~4ksection of this river valley is traced from
earliest prehistory through the early modern period, with particular attention given to the Roman
to Early Medieval transition. A multidisciplinary approach is adopted, integrating data generated
from pedestrian surface collection, geochemical soil survey, and historical research. This scalar
shift permits archaeological investigations of greater temporal sensitivity and depth, in terms of
settlement and land use, and therefore serves as a useful complement to the largely synchronic

nature of the ceramic analyses presented in the previous chapter. It also provides important



complementary lines of evidence for considering issues of change and continuity, such as land-
use, settlement patterns, and human activities beyond individual sites. The smallest scale

production at the level of individual householdss further pursued in Chapter 7.

1.2.2. Part Two: Social Identities, Materiality, and Embodied Practice

The second part of the dissertation (Chapters 5 through 7) situates the issue of (social) identity
introduced in Part One within a broader conceptual framework. The theoretical point of
departure is the new and innovative perspectives often grouped under the rubric of materiality
studies, which question an absolute ontological divisietween people and ‘things’. These
approaches articulate an alternative conception of the role of material culture in the construction
and constitution of human societies. Although not generally connected to postcolonial theory,
materiality approaches share many of the same underlying epistemological concerns, such as the
deconstruction of modernist dualisms and questioning the inherent superiority of Western
metaphysics (cf. Guardiola-Rivera 2008, Latour 2010). For example, non-Western conceptions
of animism- long derided by Euro-American anthropologists as naive fetishisave been
recognized as strikingly congruent with recent attempts to build a more inclusive and
‘symmetrical’ perspective of humaobject relations (see Pedersen 2001, Ingold 2006, Sillar

2009).

In order to provide a broader historical context for the relationship between humans and things,
Chapter 5 provides a brief excursion into anthropological and archaeological thought on the issue
of ‘material culture’ from thenid-19" century institutionalization of these disciplines through
contemporary materiality approaches across the social sciences. This chapter attempts to trace
the complex intellectual genealogy of this movement, which has stemmed from a number of

disciplines, and seeks to highlight the similarities and differences between contemporary



‘materiality approachésnd previous archaeological paradigms (e.g. culture-history, processual,

and post-processual).

Chapter 6 expands upon the disciplinary history presented in the previous chapter by offering a
new theoretical framework for not only considering the relationship between humans and
material culture, but ultimately to transcend such ontological distinctions. It outlines the principle
elements of a ‘monstrous’ ambology, which combines concepts from materiality approaches,
relational ontology, and complexity theory in order to think beyond the human/object divide that
underlies modern social theory. The conceptual advantages of this approach are illustrated in the
context of archaeological debates over the nature of social action (i.e. structure versus agency).
Finally, the parameters of a new relational social ontology are sketched, which ultimately aims to
replace the problematic concepts of ‘culture’, ‘sociedyidl ‘ethnicity’ as traditionally

formulated in the social sciences.

Chapter 7 draws upon the avenues of inquiry articulated in Parts One and Two by introducing the
problemof ‘ethnicity’ in the Late Roman and Early Medieval world. It is clear that numerous
‘barbarian’peoples played a key role in the transformation of the Western Roman Empire. Yet
how are we to understand the nature of these various socio-ethnic groups? This is the central
guestion of Chapter 7, which begins with a historiographical review of perspectives on social
identity (i.e. ethnicity) among historians and archaeologists of Late and post-Roman Europe.
Following intellectual developments in disciplines such as anthropology and sociology, these
scholars came to recognize that not only were social identities fluid and contextual during Late
Roman and Early Medieval Europe, but that their expression in particular categories of material
culture could no longer be taken for granted. This has led some early medieval archaeologists to

completely renounce the efficacy of material culture for examining social identities (Brather



2004) while others have maintained that the question of ethnic identity must continue to be

interrogated archaeologically (Curta 2007).

Thevery concept of ‘ethnicentity’ fails to hold up in light of the relational social ontology

outlined in Chapter 6. Instead, tbe-creationof peoples and things is investigated through the
framework of technological choices in ceramics production. Drawing on the data presented in
Chapter 3, ceramic fabrics serve as proxy indicators of the numerous choices made by the potter
in the creation of her product. Therefore, these local coarse-ware ceramics can be used not just
for exploring issues of technological continuity and change, but also for accessing the embodied

practices and cultural choices made by the potter at the level of the household.

These hypotheses are operationalized througbhthime opératoir@approach, which serves as

the critical'middle range theory’ for exploring the relationships among social identity, embodied
practice, and material cultur.is through such ‘skilled practices’ (Ingold 2000) that the potter

can negotiate the spectrum of possible choices offered by her social identity as well as the tactile
qualities of the physical medium with which she performs her daily tasks. In a relational social
ontology, neither the agency of human subject nor material object is privileged, since they are

considered ontologically inseparable, existing only as hybrids (Serres 1980).

1.2.3. Part Three: Identity, Temporality, and the Politics of the Past
In the final section of the dissertation, questions of historical change, social identity and
materiality are analytically broadened through a rethinking of their relationship to a ubiquitous

but often overlooked variable in the social and historical scientiest oftime Chapters 8
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through 10 are also inspired by a postcolonial perspective, specifically the role of the (medieval)
past in the creation and maintenance of imperial and colonial ideol®ge&nedieval’ has

always maintained an ambiguous relationship with the ‘modern’, which has alternately
conceptualized its temporal predecessor as both Self and Other, depending on the particular
political agenda. Inspired by postcolonial deconstructadrisulture’, this section develops an

analogous approach to the notion of a uniform, static, and homogeneous ‘Middle Ages’.

Chapter 8 investigates the consequences of constructing the medi&alf dsy examining the
collision of medieval and modern identities in the context of eaflyc2dtury Germanic

imperial fascination with east-central Europe. This chapter explores how the medieval past, in
concert with German social science, was used to justify Germanic political and cultural
hegemony over Slavic-speaking communities across the eastern Alps. The early medieval
peoples who spoke Germanic and Slavic languages were viewed as the direct ancestors of
modern German and Slavic communities of this region; therefore, even ‘scholarly’
interpretations of these groups uncannily mirrdf 26ntury racial stereotypes and geo-political

struggles.

A close reading of the work of two major figures in German medieval archaeological scholarship
demonstrates that archaeologists also had a key role in the construction of a past suitable for
imperial interests in the region. Perhaps even more surprising, this investigation reveals that
archaeology during the Nazi period was not only a product of fascist racial purity and European
hyper-nationalism- as eloquently demonstrated by Arnold (1990, 1999), Wiwjorra (1996), and
Harke (2000), among many otherbut that it must also be considered a variation on Western

colonialist ideologies being concurrently implemented in Africa, Asia, and the Americas.
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Chapter 9 explores the consequences of the construction of the medieval as eJtui¢al

within the discipline of anthropology. It begins by tracing the roots of a suppapedsessionf

the Medieval by Modernity (through the Renaissance, Reformation, and Enlightenment) that
frames the basic historical narrative of the Whseveals how the concept of a ‘Dark Ages’ was
nothing more than an invention of Renaissance humanists who sought to emphasize the historical
importance of their own intellectual undertaking. Despite such propagandistic origins, the
‘medieval’ quickly filled a ‘savage slot’ in the Western historical consciousness, paralleling the
racial/cultural hierarchy formulated by European colonialists during the same period (Dagenais
and Greer 2000). This chapter explores how anthropology has internalized this stereotyped
understanding of the medieval (particularly in contrast to the early modern) through an
investigation of the discipline’s own autobiographical narrative. It then examines some of the
unintended consequences of this temporal severing of the modern from the pre-modern for

contemporary anthropological practice.

Concluding ParThree’sthematic focus on the interplay of temporality, identity, and politics,
Chapter 10 provides a detailed investigation into the notion of time in anthropological,
archaeological, and historical thought, examining the intellectual roots of the modernist notions
of time that underlie the constructions of the medieval outlined in the previous two chapters. It
explores how théstandard’ notion of timéas a linear, singular, and homogeneous external
parameter) underwrites the very logic of historical and archaeological research; it conditions us
to think of time in terms o$pace and places an unbridgeable dpgtween the ‘past’ and

‘present’. This undergirds theipartite division of ‘Western civilization’ into the Ancient,

Medieval, and Modern worlgdsvhere the ‘Middle Ages’ constitute nothing more than an

unfortunate interruption in the historical progress of Antiquity and Modernity.
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The final section of Chapter 10 outlines the possibility for an alternative understanding of time in
archaeology by drawing on the relational and materiality perspectives developed in Part Two.
Following the insights of French philosophers Henri Bergson, Gilles Deleuze, and Michel Serres,
the advantages of a complex, nonlinear and non-spatialized conception of time are articulated,
where time is neither a wholly external, independent variable, nor entirely subsumed within
individual or social consciousness. Rather, time is understood as generated through the dynamic
interactions of humans with the world, the assembling of heterogeneous entities. Therefore the
‘past’ is never actually ‘gone away’ but constantly folds back ontoréeept. This new

conception of time opens up numerous possibilities for archaeologists to engage with their
material in a novel fashion, and to adopt a more theoretically nuanced, ethically sound, and truly

anti-colonial understanding of the past.
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CHAPTER 2

THE SOUTHEASTERN ALPINE AND NORTHERN ADRIATIC REGION
c. AD 300-900: HISTORICAL AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

2.1. INTRODUCTION

The disintegration of the Western Roman Empire and its replacement by early medieval
‘barbarian® polities is one of the most significant long-term historical processes in shaping the
modern Western world. This transition from Classical to Medieval Europe has alternately
fascinated and perplexed historians and archaeologists for centuries. How are we to
conceptualize this rapid, wholesale shift in the political, social, and cultural makeup of the
European and Mediterranean regions? What processes instigated such a transformation? What
was the political, legal, and ideological relationship of these early medieval states to their

imperial Roman predecessor? Such questions are central to Part One of this dissertation.

The following chapter investigates questions of transformation, change, and continuity in the
southeastern Alps and northern Adriatic region (hereafter SEANAR) from approximately AD
300-900. This region today encompasses the whole of the modern nation-state of Slovenia, as
well as significant portions of southern Austria, northeastern Italy, and northwestern Croatia (see
Figure 1.1). The chapter outlines the basic historical framework of this long and complex period,
with particular focus on how an ever-expanding body of archaeological evidence has helped to

alternately reinforce and undermine traditional narratives derived from the textual sources.

® There is no general consensus concerning the appropriate terminology for the vaontRoman populations
that play such a pivotal role in this period. While the term ‘barbarian’ hasniabke negative connotations, | use
the term here (following James 2009) in a value-neutral sense to describe ettesically, linguistically, and
politically diverse peoples from northern and eastern Europe and CentralTAssaretains the initial use of the
term, which simply described non-Greek (and later, non-Roman) peoples.
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Naturally, any attempt to provide in a single chapter an exhaustive account of this entire region
over the course of a half millennium would be folly; such an account would require a book-

length volume (at leagt)Rather, | focus here only on those themes relevant to the research focus
of the broader dissertation, which center on aspects of continuity and rupture during this
tumultuous periog-in terms of settlement, economy, society, and religious/social identity. Such
issues have garnered extensive attention from historians and archaeologists working in this area
(see especially Grafenauer 1969, Ulbert 1979, Bierbrauer 1979, Ibler 1991, Christie 1994, Mason
1998a, Ladstatter 2000b, 2001, Marakovi" and Turkovi" 2006, Stih 2010), as they have for

scholars of the post-Roman world more generally (see section 2.2 below).

2.1.1. Outline of the Chapter

The first section of this chapter provides a brief overview of the debate among historians and
archaeologists concerning the collapse of the Western Roman Empire and its relationship to the
early medieval polities and societies that emerged in its wake. This review is important in order
to properly situate the themestosétorical ‘change’ and ‘continuityh broader historical

context; in other words, to provide the reader with a basic understanding of the terms of this

ongoing historical debate.

The remainder of the chapter then outlines the historical and archaeological framework of the
region under consideration. It is divided among four sections ordered chronologically, covering
the (1) Late Roman Period, (2) the ‘Long’ Fifth Century, (3) Late Antygait the ‘Migration

Period’)and (4) the Early Middle Ages, respectively. Each section begins with outlining the

® For historical literature covering aspects of the Late Antique and/or early medieABIASE see: Leeper 1941,
Kuhar 1959, 1962, Mitschdarheim 1963, Lotter 2003, Wolfram 1987, 1995, Hodl and Grabmayer 1993, Bratoz
1996, Kahl 2002, Baier and Kramer 2003, Baltl 2004. For more archaeoldgmaslyd research, see: Ciglene!lki
1987, KoroSec 1M, Giesler 1997, Christie 2006, and Ladstéatter 2000a.
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basic historical narrative that explores the wider context of Late and post-Roman Central Europe;
then each section focuses specifically on how the SEANAR fits into these regional processes by

drawing from both textual sources and recent archaeological excavation in the region.

The first section (2.3.1) briefly describes the state of the SEANAR in the centuries following its
incorporation into the Roman Empire (c. 16 B@D 250); it then surveys the major
administrative, economic, and ideological reforms enacted by the Roman Emperors Diocletian
and Constantine during the laté through 4' centuries AD (referred to dise ‘Late Roman’

period). It specifically investigates how these changes impacted the secular and sacred
landscapes of the SEANAR. Although the structural and ideological changes implemented by
these emperors occurred long before the collapse of the Western Empire, they laighy
ways—the foundation for the massive political and economic changes that characterized the

following centuries.

The next section addresses the fifth century, a period traditionally viewed as marking the
‘official’ end of Roman political hegemony in the Western imperial provinces, as various
barbarian peoples pushed acrosdithes(imperial borders), eventually carving their own
autonomous polities out of the former imperial provinces. After providing a brief historical
framework, | examine how these massive changes impacted the region under investigation. |
address the problem of depopulation in the former Roman urban centers and explore the

expansion of upland fortified settlements.

In the 6" century, Eastern Roman Emperor Justisiattempted reconquest of the Italian
peninsula and eastern Alpine region instigated a long and violent struggle among Ostrogothic,

Lombard, and Frankish interests in the region, resulting in significant long-term impacts on the
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SEANAR. In this section | also address issues of continuity and change from the perspective of
settlement patterns, Roman identity, and pagan ritual, providing examples from recent

archaeological excavations across this region.

The final section addresses the seventh through ninth centuries AD (i.e. Early Middle Ages), a
period that witnessed the spread of new political forces in the region that have shaped the ethno-
linguistic composition of the SEANAR up to the presentd&yjavic/Avar migrations from the

east and Bavarian and Frankish expansion from the west. After a brief historical and
archaeological overview, | turn once again to issues of continuity and change, examining the
nature of the relationship between indigenous ‘Romanized’ peoples and the inmgi§tavic-
speaking populations through a survey of settlements and cemeteries. The question of cultural
contact during this period is an elusive one, with the complete absence of textual sources and a

quite sparse and ambiguous material record.

The overall goal of this background chapter is to introduce the most important historical events
and processes of this time and regtemhich, due to language barriers, remain unfamiliar to

many Anglophone scholarswith a strong emphasis on archaeological datasets. As described in
Chapter 1, | also seek to examine this period from an anthropolagitgdostcolonial

perspective, and to place it within cross-cultural and transhistorical context. My methodology
strives for a cross-pollination of historical, archaeological, and anthropological method and
theory, in the hope of providing a different perspective on one of the most significant historical
transformations in Central European history, one that might provide insight into similar issues in

both the distant and recent past, as well as the present.
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2.2. CONTINUITY OR COLLAPSE IN THE POST-ROMAN WEST?

2.1.1. The End of Civilization

The ‘Fall of Rome’ has been a topicwiending interest to generations of historians and
archaeologists, and continues to be viewed as a political and cultural shift of enduring historical
consequence. The traditional historical narrative points to tremendous political, economic, social,
and ideological upheaval in the transition from the Roman Empire to the Early Middle Ages,

often viewed within the wider context of the Ancient/Medieval/Modern periodization of

European history. This threefold division of ‘Western civilization” was first articulated by
Renaissance scholars, who grounded it in a specific historical teleology. They saw themselves as
inheritors of the ideals and traditions of Antiquity, lost in the violent destruction of the Roman
Empire and forgotten over the preceding millennium of cultural darkness and economic

stagnatiorfsee Chapter 9).

The supposed destruction of ‘Classical civilization” at the hand of marauding barbarians had
significant and grave political overtones fof"lahd 18 century Western European historians: if
ancient Rome could fall, why not modern London, Paris, or Vienna? The dangerous lessons
provided by the collapse of the Roman world were at the forefront of many European scholars’
minds during this nascent period of modern historical inquiry (see Ward-Perkins 2005:ch. 1).
These angst-filled sentiments were most eloquently articulated by British historian Edward
Gibbon, whoseHistory of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empuauld exert tremendous
influence over all subsequent historical investigations of this topic. In his massive tome,
published in six volumes from 17#61788, Gibbon argued that the decadence of an effete
Roman aristocraey*whose embrace of Christianity eroded traditional pagan civic vitues

coupled with barbarians’ insatiable lust foorRan wealth, precipitated the collapse of a
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seemingly invincible empire and ushered in a prolonged era of religious dogmatism and cultural
darkness. As French historian Andre Piganiol (1947:422) would later refRaman

civilization did not die a natural death. It was murdéered.

It is important to note that for Gibbon and others, the temporal division between the worlds of
Classical Antiquity and the Early Middle Ages was reinforced by an equally rigid ethno-cultural
binary between Roman (-ized) and non-Roman (i.e. barbarian) peoples. Such stereotypes of
Romans (educated, hygienic, organized, and dispassionate) and ‘barbarians’ (ignorant, dirty,
violent, ‘hotblooded’) weregoresent in the writings of the Late Roman authors themselves (see
Ladner 1976, Mathisen 2006). Although mssholars no longer accept this simplified ‘ethno
cultural’ dichotomy, numerous exampliesm cinema and popular culture indicate that they
continue persist in our collective historical imaginations. Even contemporary historians and
archaeologists often cannot resist assigning peoples from this peitioel to the toga or to furs

and pantaloons” (Amory 1997:2).

This distinction has deeper consequences than just how we imagine Roman and barbarian
peoples to have dressed or behaved. Clifford Ando (2008:41-42) notd3dmans “are

fashioned as both actors in history and the objects of historical analysis. Tribal barbarians, on the
other hand, are reduced to an anthropological category, and so deprived of both agency and
diachrony”. It is perhaps then not surprising that one can find numerous ‘anthropological’ or
‘ethnographic’ approaches to barbarian peoples (Ausenda, Delogu, and Wickham 2009, Barnish

and Marazzi 2007, Green and Siegmund 2003, Jesch 2001, Wood 1999, Heather 1999, Hines

" The primitivism that underlies depictions of medieval/barbarian pesps well as colonized non-Western groups
is further explored in chapter 9.
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1997, Ausenda 1995, Wolfram 1988, Murray 1983), while a parallel literatur® fof4

century ‘Romanized’ communities is conspicuously abSent

2.2.2. From Collapse to Transformation: A Long Late Antiquity

An alternative perspective of the post-Roman world began to take shape in the Baent2dy,

which considered the traditional Antique/Medieval periodization to be unsatisfactory. The most
famous proponent of this new perspective was Belgian historian Henri Pirenne. In his most
celebrated workMahomet et Charlemagr{@937), Pirenne suggested that the ‘real’ break with
Antiquity did not occur in AD 476 (the date, first proposed by Gibbon, that has since become
enshrined in Western historiography), but rather with the Islamic conquests 8f¢batidry

AD, which cut off the Mediterranean world from northern Europe. The ‘Pirenne Thesis’ (as it is
now known) has provoked much controversy, and elements of his argument continue to be hotly
debated today (see Hodges and Whitehouse 1983, McCormick 2001). Although several aspects
of his thesis have since been called into question, Pirennp&riaglization of Late and post-

Roman Europe remains significant, as it was the first to question the absolute break between Late

Roman and Early Medieval Europe.

In recent decades, Irish historian Peter Brown has been the most vocal proponent of the idea that
the Roman world saw continuity rather than catastrophic change after the socio-political
upheavals of the fifth century Al¥see Brown 1971, 1978, 1982, 1998, and 2009). Brown and

his students have become the standaeddrs of the concept of a ‘lonfjate Antiquity, which

® For example, the ‘Studies in Historical Archaeoethnology’ series publish@drbsien House focuses almost
exclusively on groups of Germanic and Scandinavian ancestry (Franks, Alamanni, oggot®enbards,
Ostrogoths, Visigoths, etc.) The question of Late Roman and Early Medidaiidaethnicity is further pursued
in Chapter 7.

° As James (2008:21) notes: “If Peter Brown is not perhaps the Father of Late Antiquityettaenly he is its
presiding genius.”
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emphasizes the vitality and dynamism of the European and Mediterranean worlds from AD 200
—700. They fiercely reject traditional notioat‘decline’ and ‘fall’ during this period,

emphasizing instedttansformation’or ‘revolution’. While Brown and co#lagues should be
commended for their avoidance of the teleological and moralist overtones of earlier
historiography, they-like Gibbon—are often guilty of inappropriately drawing sweeping

conclusions from geographically restricted and unrepresentative datasets.

It should not come as a surprise that many indhg Late Antiquity ‘school’ focus on the
easternpart of the Roman Empire, where ther@sconsiderably less upheaval and destruction

in the 8" and &' centuries AD. These scholars also tend to focus on topics (such as art history
and religion) where continuity is much easier to identify than, for example, in politics or
economics (Ward-Perkins 2005:170). Nevertheless, this perspective has grown rapidly in
popularity since the publication of Brownlfie World of Late Antiquity: Marcus Aurelius to
Mohammed1971). This historiographical movement has since given rise to several journals
(L’Antiquité Tardive est. 1993Journal of Late Antiquityest. 2008) as well as innumerable

books®, articles, and monographs (Bowersock et al 1999, Cameron 1993, Demandt 2007). In
recent decades, even general historical surveys of the Later Roman Empire and Early Medieval
Europe have embraced aspects of this broader historical perspective (see Mitchell 2007, Collins

1991).

Although the continuity hypothesis seems stronger in the eastern half of the Empire (which, one
must remember, officially ended in the™&ther than the"scentury AD), some historians

studying the post-Roman West have also questioned prevailing notions of decline and collapse.

1% 5ee for example the ESF funded international project examining the period from ADG00-he
Transformation of the Roman World” Series, which has produced a number of impediames.
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For example, Canadian historian Walter Goffart (1980, 2006) has argued persuasively that the
transformation of the Roman West had less to do with violent barbarian invasions than the
incorporation and accommodation of non-Roman peoples into the Roman world. Goffart
categorically rejects the traditional narrative that describes waves of barbarian peoples sweeping
in from northern Europe and central Asia, smashing througlmnties,and violently bringing
down the empire. Rather, he insists that non-Roman peoples were wilifatgd into the
empire in order to fill the ranks of its armies and expand its tax base. While he does not deny that
the fifth century was a period of upheaval and economic collapse, Goffart suggests that our
traditional image of a Western Empire overrun by uncivilized, savage barbariam®re than
anything else-a legacy of Byzantine propaganda. His alternative perspective is neatly
encapsulated in the following bold statement:

Western lands under Gothic or Frankish or even English kings, and underpinned

by the Latin church, were as credible offshoots of late Rome as was the East

Rome of Byzantium; they were as pure or impure in their Romanity as the city of
Constantinople (2006:39).

For Goffart, the barbariarswho largely adopted Roman language, religion, customs, and law in
their subsequent kingdomswvere not the cause of Rome’s collapse, but were rather her final

conquest (see also Goffart 2008).

2.2.3. The Return of Collapse?

While somehistorians have taken issue with Goffart’s unconventional perspective (Halsall 2007,
Heather 2006), the trend over the past generation has certainly been one of questioning the scale
and destruction of the fall of Rome, and attempting to emphasize the continuity of the Late
Roman and Early Medieval worlds. Yet a more nuanced view of ‘catastrophe’ has been recently
revived, as illustrated by British historian and archaeologist Bryan Warkins’ recent polemic

The Fall of Rome and the End of Civilizati@®05). Drawing primarily from archaeological
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sources, WardRerkins highlights the “disappearance of comfort” in gogiman Western
Europe, with the collapse of regional trade networks and entire commercial industries. He rails
against those aforementiontdstorians who argue for a new and rosy Late Antiquity”,
suggesting that a narrative solely focused on the peaceful transformation in the Western empire
is equivalent to

focusing on the degree of collaboration and accommaodation that took place in

occupied France or the Channel Islands during the second world war, and arguing

from this that the German presence was painless and uncontroversial (Ward-
Perkins 2005:181).

While acknowledging the problems with using the term ‘civilization’ as a badge of superiority,
Ward-Perkins (2005:178&}ill contends that “abandoning altogether the concept of ‘a

civilization’ risks imposing too flat a view of the world’s culturede argues that contemporary
scholars can acknowledge that the transition from Roman to Early Medieval was one from
technological sophistication to relative simplicity without burdening their observations with the
moral judgments of earlier historians. Classicist J.H.W.G. Liebeschuetz takes a similar position
in hisDecline and Fall of the Roman Ci{2001:414, 415)*Some chose to see only
transformation, but that is not the point of view taken in this book...The story of the city in Late

Antiquity...abundantly mets to be described as decline.

2.2.4. The National and Disciplinary Contexts

While this ideological battle between ‘continuists’ and ‘catastrophists’ (to borrow-Ré&xntdns’
terminology) seems to be at present tilted in favor of the former, it shows no signs of resolution
in the near future. As noted above, both national and disciplinary traditions, as well as general
socio-historical context, appear also to play a role in the popularity of particular perspectives.
‘Mediterranean(i.e. French, Italian, and Spanish) scholars still tend to emphasize collapse from

Antiquity to the Early Middle Ages, whil&Germani¢ (German, Belgian, British) scholars seem
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more likely to see elements of continuity. Ward-Perkins (1997) has suggested that the Italian
preference for collapse may stem from a subconscious pride in their Classical heritage, or
perhaps simply from living near the spectacular ruins of Ancient Rome, while a British sympathy
towards continuity in post-Roman Italy might also be a consequence of a unconscious
comparison with their own homeland, which naturally withessed a much greater degree of

upheaval.

A similar discrepancy among national traditions is also apparent in conceptions of barbarian
peoples. While Mediterranean scholars have generally espoused the negative views of barbarians
outlined above, many Germanophone historians prefer to see a noble and heroic side to the
peoples of northern Europe, emphasizing the freedom and democratic nature of their institutions.
It has been frequently pointed out that this discrepancy in perspectives of barbarians is tied up
with nationalist ideals that permeated historiography in tffeat® 19' centuries (Halsall

2007:12-14, Geary 2002). However it is important to recognize that each of these perspectives
emphasizes a cultural dichotorbgtween ‘Roman’ and ‘barbarian’, regardlessvbtre one’s

sympathies ultimately lie.

Socio-geographical influences are also evident among non-European (i.e. American, Canadian,
and Australian) scholars of this period. These scholars tend to be some of the strongest
proponents of continuity, and also tenchtidd the most ‘constructivist’ and fluid perspectives of

ethnic identity (e.g. Walter Goffart, Patrick Amory, Ralph Mathisen, Clifford Ando, and Glen
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Bowersockj™. This is perhaps not surprising for modern societies less tied to European national

traditions, and more historically invested in multiculturalism and ethnic divEtsity

Finally, there is also a cledrsciplinary divide over questions of collapse and continuity.
Archaeologists tend to adopt a more ‘pessimistic’ view of theRostan world, perhaps

because of the undeniable changes in settlement patterns, trade networks, and overall quality of
material goods; on the other hand, historians (particularly those focused on topics of literature or
religion) have had an easier time ‘seeing’ continuity in the early medieval barbarian kingdoms’
frequent utilization of the ‘Roman’ past as an ideological tool for political legitimization. While
historians and archaeologists will always have different perspectives on the past, there is a
danger in too great a divergence, which might further discourage important collaboration and
transdisciplinary projects. As Wickham (2009:9) has recently warned: “the more attached
historians become to continuity (or to ‘transformation’) rather than to sharp cliaedesther
theydiverge from archaeologist3Keeping in mind the importance of an integrated approach,

the following sections adopt an interdisciplinary perspective for addressing the transition from

the Late Roman to Early Medieval worlds in the southeastern Alps and northern Adriatic region.

2.3. THE LATE ROMAN EMPIRE: PORTENTS OF TRANSFORMATION

2.3.1. Prelude: the SEANAR in the Early Roman Provincial Period (c. 16 B&- AD 235)
While this chapter focuses primarily on the transition from the Late Roman to Early Medieval

worlds, it is necessary to briefly describe the region under consideration here in the preceding

1 Even Peter Brown, an Irishman by birth, has done the vast majority of his schaeklgt American universities
(Stanford and Princeton).

2 That my own sympathies lie with this perspective clearly indicates that atrekempt from such socio-
geographical influences"



centuries, in order to provide a broader perspective on the significant changes that occurred in

the middle centuries of thé'millennium AD*®

In the centuries before Roman conquest (c.-406 BC), the southeastern Alpine and northern
Adriatic region was populated by various Iron Age (i.e. ‘Celtic’ and ‘lllyrian’) communities;
archaeological evidence indicates that this region was densely settled during much of this period
(see Luthar 2008:25-48, Alfoldy 1974:14-38). Roman geographers such as Livy (69BC

AD) describe this region as comprised of a federation of politically allied tribes known
collectively agegnum NoricumThis Norican ‘kingdom’ was an important trading parther—
primarily known for high quality iron productierand political rival to the Roman Republic

during the last several centuries BC.

The simultaneous founding of a Roman colony and nearby @eliclumon the northern

Adriatic coast at Aquileia in 181 BC stimulated increased contact between these two groups
(Alfoldy 1974:28). The Roman settlement at Aquileia began as a prosperous emporium, later
growing into a full-fledged urban center during the Provincial Period, and would continue to be
an important center in the region through the Early Middle Ages (Luthar 2008:39).
Archaeological evidence indicates that the SEANAR (particularly near the Adriatic coast)
became increasingly incorporated into a Roman cultural sphere after the middle‘bfénéuty

BC (Horvat 1999:219).

Although economically integrated into Mediterranean trade networks, the communities of this
region remained politically autonomous until being subdued fromaB8C by the Roman army

under Emperor Octavius Augustus. Cassius DRpsian Historywritten sometime after AD

'3 Chapter 4 provides a more comprehensive synchronic account of the shift from the pre-RoRaman to
post-Roman period in a small section of one of the river valleys irethien.
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229) is the primary textual source for these dates of conquest, which appear to coincide with the
cessation of independent minting of Norican coins (Luthar 2008:49, see also Kos 1986). By the
time Noricum became a proper Roman prowro® later than during the reign of Claudius (AD
41 - 54)—it had already been a densely populated landscape with a long history of Roman trade
and contact. Although most of the region under consideration here lies within the borders of this
Roman province, it should be noted that parts of the SEANAR extend into parts of northeastern

Italia and western Pannonia.

Over the course of the first several centuries AD, the inhabitants of the SEANAR moved fully
within Roman economic and cultural spheres. By teéntury AD, a number of urban centers

had emerged throughout the region along the roads built by the Romans (some certainly evolving
from previous Iron Ages settlements). Important Roman towns (and their modern place-names)
within the area under investigation here include the followkirgona(Ljubljana),Celeia
(Celje),Poetovio(Ptuj), andNeviodunum(Drnovo) in what is today Slovenigjrunum

(Zollfeld), Teurnia(Spittal),Aguntum(Lienz), andFlavia Solva(Leibniz) in southern Austria;
Savaria(Szombathely) in western HungaAgjuileia TergestgTrieste) and=orum lulii

(Cividale) in what is today the Friuli region of northeastern Halsee Figure 2.1).

 For an in-depth description of the Roman towns, see Luthar 2008:51-60

27



\\
|
02 g0 alko

Valikd Hagiee
® Kobarid . anj oGodié |

3 Heudic
Smibel pod Y o -
Nasasom® Tesaes #Cethnico . -~
A rhddn Y oVerdun
OKRA 2.«...‘:4.:.5
2iee  wRazdio . eBabo > U'I:{n o
TERGESTE > fevogrodisde ox
= nod G. Koiano

Tme}'aL W

e g o Grodiice no Cepni ¢ Kuéaer— % A
Gridiize pr Knedok o ‘ s - 2
o i . = diittion  p s
SN ¢ a vne
I . \ - provi . crs < J K
0a

Kalteli f \":a . - \ -
Gbeke / ‘ \_~

[ .

Figuree2.1e
ThesSEANAR-«duringsthesRomaneProvincialePeriods(aftereHorvate1999:217)e

Beyond thesenunicipiumandcivitates (urban centers), archaeological investigations in the
SEANAR have uncovered evidence of a dense netwovicofad-hoc settlements) andlae

(country estates), as well as hilltop sanctuaries and fortified military outpastsg. The

Romans constructed several major roads through this region that connected the economic and
political center at Aquileia with neighboring provinces. The largest nmadylia Augusta ran
northeast from Aquileia through the towns of Emona, Celeia, and Poetovio, and eventually on to
towns further north in Roman NoricdMmA second major route from Aquileia split at Emona,

running southeast past Neviodunum, Siscia (the capital of Roman Pannonia), and onto the Black

!> This was built upon an ancient trade route of the Amber Trail (Sasel Kos 1999:15)
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Sea; this road was known as the ‘river route of the Argonauts’ because it was said to have been
taken by the mythical band of Greek heroes to reach the springs of the Ljubljanica River before

they were forced to carry their ship across the AfeselKos 1999:15).

2.3.2. Historical Framework of the Third and Fourth Centuries

2.3.2.1. Third Century Crisis and Diocletian Reforms (c. AD-2385)

The first two centuries AB-when much of the SEANAR was incorporated into the Roman
Empire—was a time of relative peace, prosperity, and expansion across the empax(the
Romand. However, the empire became increasingly destabilized in the'faa®early %

centuries AD, beginning with the Marcomannic Wars and culminating in a fifty-year period that
would threaten the unity of the empire. Historical sources indicate that the decades following the
assassination of Emperor Alexander Severus in AD 235 were characterized by constant warfare
(both ‘civil’ and ‘foreign’), economic stagnation, frequent plagues and famines, and recurrent
political instability (Chambers 1966). Increasing pressure from barbarian peoples, as well as a
number of Roman usurpers, exacerbated the political and economic chaos of this period, when
no less than fifty-one different individuals claimed the title of empexartually all of whom

met sudden, violent ends (Drinkwater 2005).

This period of political chaos and economic depression ended when Diocletian, a cavalry
commander of the Roman army, was proclaimed emperor by his troops after the deaths of the
Emperor Carus and his son Numerian. Diocletian quickly consolidated political power by
eliminating his main political rival (Carus’ other son Carinus) at the Battle of the Margu3 in A
285. Upon gaining the imperial throne, Diocletian enacted a number of significant reforms to
address the recurrent political problems plaguing the empire. Recognizing that the empire had

become too large to be ruled by a single individual, he appointed his military commander
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Maximian to the rank ofugustusmaking him co-emperor in name (if not necessarily in
practice). Diocletian then appointed t@aesarsas ‘emperors in waiting’, each reporting

directly to theAugusti Diocletian hoped that this four-person executive council (known as the
‘Tetrarchy) would establish an ordered rule of succession, thereby circumventing the dynastic
feuds that were at the root of political instability in previous decades (see Bowman 2005,

Demandt 2007:57-75).

However, Diocletian had more ambitious goals than simply reforming the system of imperial
succession; he sought an overhaul of the entire administrative and bureaucratic infrastructure
(see Williams 1997). He rearranged the borders of imperial provinces, dividing them into

smaller, more efficient administrative units. He also separated military and civilian authority in

the provinces, establishing two parallel but distinct bureaucracies (Cameron 1993:40). In

addition to administrative and political reforms, Diocletian made significant changes to Roman
economic and legal policies. In response to the third century economic crisis, he reformed the tax
and monetary systems, providing the empire with a stable and more secure budget as well as a
new currency (theolidug. This period also witnessed the first attempts to systematically codify
Roman law, a clear attempt to unify the growing empire under a single uniform system of justice

(Mitchell 2007:59).

These reforms had significant impacts on the SEANAR. Up to this time, this region had been
divided among the large imperial provinces of Noricum, Italia and Pannonia (see above, Figure
2.1); however each of these provinces became further subdivided under Diocletian’s new system.
Noricum was split north/south into two smaller provinéésticum ripensé€north of the Alps,

along the Danube) aridoricum mediterraneur(south of the Alps to the Adriatic), the latter of

which encompasses much of the area under consideration here. Pannonia was also subdivided
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into four smaller unitsPannonia | Il, ValeriaandSavia(the last of which includes parts of the
study area). Italia was subdivided into several different administrative divisions; of primary

interest here is the northeast region, which became pedratia et Histrig Wilkes 2005).

Diocletian also established a network of imperial residences across the empire, further eroding
the importance of the old capital Rome, and the power of the Senate. Aquileia was chosen as one
of these new ‘imperial cities’ due to its segic location at the entrance to Italy. This new

imperial status elevated the importance of both the city itself, as well as its adjoining
infrastructure ia lulia August3, and the SEANAR region more generally in the Later Roman
Empire. This region would constitute an important crossroads between the eastern and western
halves of the empire, and would witness a number of key events and battles' Itk

centuries, including numerous incursions of barbarian armies seeking access to the Italian

peninsula (see below, Section 4.3).

Diocletian also significantly altered the political and social ideologies of the empire, particularly
in the presentation of the imperial court. This represented the final and most dramatic stage of
Rome’s transformatiorrém Republic to Empire. Diocletian introduced more elaborate
ceremonialism and ritual in the imperial court; the political ideology of imperial rulership
completed its shift from ‘First Citizen’ in the time of Augustus to what has bfen described
as'Oriental Despotisi Some historians have hypothesized that this new ruling ideology was
borrowed from the neighboring Sassanian Persian Empire (Bury 1923:14, Cameron 1993:42).
The autocratic character of these later emperors is evident in the prevailing ideology that
presented thAugustiandCaesarsas the human embodiments of the gods Jupiter and Hercules,

respectively (Mitchell 2007:54).
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Yet of all the structural changes made by Diocletian during his+epgtitical, economic, legal,
ideological—none were as significant as his move to accelerate the militarization of the empire.
This transformation had begun long before his reign, but Diocletian embraced the idea of a large
permanent army more than any previous emperor. Under his guidance, the Roman military
significantly expanded, now requiring nearly two-thirds of the entire imperial budget (Mitchell
2007:53). Significantly, over the next several centuries almost every emperor would be drawn
(like Diocletian) from the ranks of the military. Of even greater consequence, the military
became the primary avenue by which non-Roman peoples were incorporated into the empire,
either directly through military service or by being invited to settle on Roman territory in
exchange for taxation that was desperately needed to fund the growing military budget (Goffart

2006).

Remarkably, true to his belief in the necessity of orderly succession, Diocletian voluntarily
abdicated power in AD 305, quietly retiring to his homeland in Dalmatia. Yet despite his best
efforts to create an effective system of imperial succession, the Tetrarchy ultimately proved

ineffective, and the empire was once again plunged into bloody civil wars over the next decade.

2.3.2.2. Constantine and the Rise of Christianity (AD-3887)

The next major figure in the reformation of the Later Roman Empire was Constantine | (‘the
Great’), who rose through the ranks of the military to the higkeests of imperial power. When

the orderly succession of the Tetrarchy disintegrated almost immediatelRiaktéatian’s
‘retirement, Constantine-who had been declared emperor by his troops in AD-308s

forced to confront several rival claimants to the throne. After defeating his main rival Maxentius
in AD 312 at the famous Battle of Milvian Bridge (later mythologized as the crucial moment in

his conversion to Christianity), Constantine held sole control of the Western portion of the
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Empire. However it was not until AD 324, when he defeated eastern Augustus Licinius at

Chrysopolis, that Constantine gained control over the entire empire (Cameron 1993:52).

Although textual sources to not provide much detail concerning Constantine’s secular political
and socio-economic policies, most historians believe that he continued many of the reforms set
in motion by Diocletian (Cameron 1993:47), largely retaining the new administrative divisions
and monetary system established by his predecessor. By establishing his eponymous capital
Constantinople in the Bosporus, Constantine accelerated the eastward shift of the imperial power
structure that characterized much of the Later Roman Empire. He legally restricted the
movement oflecurions(military administrators) andoloni (tenant farmers), tying much of the
population to the larg-a move that has often been construed as a historical precursor to
medieval feudalism (Anderson 1974). In general, the political, legal, and ideological reforms set
in motion by Diocletian and continued by Constantine were aimed at the production of a more
regimented, rigid society (Collins 1991:11), which many historians have argued sapped the
economic and social strength of the empire, laying the groundwork for its ultimate demise

several centuries later.

AlthoughConstantine’s religious policies have been often portrayed as trieaig opposed to

his ‘pagan’ predecessor Diocletian, they were in many ways a continuation of the same themes
under a slightly different ideologicgliise. Constantine’s dramatic conversion to Christianity

was envisioned by later Church historians as a unprecedented break the from the religious beliefs
and policies of previous emperors, but it is likely that his understanding of the Christian god did
not differ greatly from that of other pagan deities such as Apollo or Sol Invictus (Cameron
1993:56), particularly since his father was an adherent to a cult of solar monotheism (Mitchell

2007:261). There are also clear parallels in the relationship between Jupiter and Hercules in
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Diocletian’s pagan cult and the figures of God the Father and Christ the Sonstantine’s
Christianity (ibid:64). Although the names of the gods had changed, the general imperial
ideology and elaborate ceremonialism initiated by Diocletian remained intact, and was in many

cases enhanced under the first nominally Christian emperor.

2.3.3. Settlement and Society of thé"4century SEANAR

2.3.3.1. Transformation of Sacred Landscapes

Constantine’s decision to worship the Christian God naturally encouraged a wave of conversions
across the empire; however, this swift transition from paganism to Christianity in the Later

Roman Empire was not the complete rupture later portrayed by Christian historians. Although
Christianity was a powerful ideological force in many parts of the empire, eventually becoming

the state religion, it could not fully escape the pagan framework that had been a central
component of Roman society for centuries. Early Christians surely recognized that they could

not fully erase these ingrained pagan rituals and sacred places, so they often chose to appropriate

them to encourage their new form of worship.

These syncretic processes are evident at the number of archaeological sites in the SEANAR. For
example, excavations at the large ecclesiastical site of Ku#ar in southeastern Slowenia hav
revealed that one of the smaller podiums in the lower church was made out of a smashed altar
dedicated to Jupiter (Dular et al 1995:137); this kind of reuse of pagan idols and inscriptions into
Christian churches was a common practice throughout the Early Middle Ages (Schnapp 1997).
Similarly, at the nearby upland fortified site near Rifnik, excavations on'tiserury church

reveal that it was built directly over the site of a pagan temple to Aquonius, a local water divinity

(Bolta 1981:42).
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Yet the most dramatic example of incorporation of the pre-Christian landscape into early
churches is found at site of Hemmaberg in southern Austria. This ecclesiastical complex, the
largest in the eastern Alps, was built directly over a well-known pagan sanctuary of the god
luenna (see Ladstatter 2001). This hill had even been a sacred place during the Iron Age, famous
throughout the region for its healing waters. As was common practice, the Romans continued
this indigenous ritual tradition, incorporating the ‘Celtic’ deity into their own pantheon. It is
therefore significant (but perhaps not surprising) that Hemmaberg continued to be a common
pilgrimage site for Christians throughout the Late Roman and Early Medieval periods, as it had

been for pagan worshippers centuries before.

It is important to recognize that the transition from paganism to Christianity included not only
individual churches and sacred sites, but also likely embodied entire landscapes, as historian
Randon Jerris (2002) has illustrated in his study of Christianization in the western Alpine region
of Churraetia (in modern Switzerland). Jerris demonstrates how early Christian churches in the
Late Roman and Early Medieval periods were strategically placed in areas of astronomical and
solar significance-sacred spaces for the indigenous pagan religions of the region. He argues that
we must recognize that each of these churches placed on a pagan religious/astronomical marker
was just “one in a network of monuments that embraced and thereby Christiieized t

landscape” (Jerris 2002:98).

This process was also accompanied by an appropriation of the pagan astronomical calendar;
important events in the solar calendar would continue to be honored as Christian feast days.
Although it is often assumed that Christianity adopted a severe and intolerant approach to pagan
practices, Jerris argues that the “very growth and success of Christianity in Churraetia may be

related to its syncretic capacity. Ultimately, Christianity succeeded because it acknowledged the
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depemlency of the people in these agricultural communities on the cycles of the natural world”
(Jerris 2002:98). We should consider whether similar processes were also occurring on the
eastern side of the Alps as well. Such blurring of pagan and Christian practices problematizes the
assumed rupture between the old and new religions, and reminds us that Christianity was at least
in part forced to accommodate earlier belief systems, which were inscribed in both people’s

minds and on the material world.

2.3.3.2. Prosperity and Militarization

As outlined above, the SEANAR was fully integrated into the Roman economic and cultural
sphere during the®lcentury AD. After a period of political instability and economic decline

during the late ® and & centuries AD, this region again enjoyed another period of prosperity
(albeit more limited) during the™century (Alféldy 1974:205). Greater economic expansion was
triggered by a growing sense of security in the region, as well as the new political importance of

Aquileia as the seat of an imperial palace.

Despite the instability of thé“century and the major administrative reforms enacted by

Diocletian and Constantine, archaeological evidence has demonstrated that the overall settlement
patterns in the SEANAR remained largely intact through the fourth century (Ladstatter
2000b:220). At urban centers in southern Austria (i.e. Virunum, Aguntum, and Flavia Solva),

there is both historical and archaeological evidence of renewed building projects and settlement
expansion (Alféldy 1974:205). It is interesting to note that robust defensive structures were
typically not part of these urban renovations, suggesting that pervasive violence was not a major

concern in the @ century (Johnson 1983:220, Ladstatter 2000b:221).
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Although the towns in the SEANAR remained without extensive defensive systems, the military
infrastructure along the major Alpine passes was significantly expanded during this period. Since
the southeastern portion of the Alps (known as the Julian Alps) is the most easily passable
section of the entire mountain range, it constituted the greatest risk of invasion from hostile
forces that sought entrance to the Italian peninsula (see Christie 1991), a lesson painfully learned
during the late ¥ century Marcomannic Wars. After defeating Roman forces on the Danube, a
large Marcomanni army had free reign in the soft underbelly of Noricum, raiding all the way to

Aquileia before eventually being defeated (see Alfoldy 1974: ch. 9).

Roman military commanders later recognized that once the outer defensive systelimasthe

was breached, hostile forces could move unimpeded throughout the provinces. Their solution in
the SEANAR was the creation of tdaustra Alpium luliarum(CAl), a network of forts and

walls along the important passes in the Julian Alps (represented as green lines on Figure 2.1
above). This defensive network consisted of a long stone wall, about 1.8 m thick, punctuated by
a series of larger fortified sites and smaller defensive posts located along the main roads to Italy
from the east. Due to the difficult mountainous terrain, a continuous barrier wall or well-defined
frontier line (similar to those along the Danube) was unnecessary; defensive infrastructure was
only important at the passes (Johnson 1983:216). Archaeological and historical evidence
suggests that the CAIl was built piecemeal beginning in"theeBtury, later accelerated under
Diocletian’s militarization. While there are no contempordfyc8ntury historical references to

the creation of this defensive network, it is mentioned by later Roman authors (Christie

1991:415, Sasel and Petru 1971

Extensive archaeological research was conducted in this region during the 1970s and 1980s,

particularly at thdortified sites of HruSicaAd pirum) and AjdovscinaGastrg, which sit at the
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important Birnbaumer Pass (today in western Slovenia), a defensive lynchpin in the protection of
the northernmost towns in the Italian peninsula (Johnson 1983:216). These two fortresses formed
the backbone of the CAl on the road from Emona to Aquileia (see Vidrih Perko and Trkman
2005). Although they were probably first constructed in fheehtury BC, archaeological

excavations indicate they were significantly expanded during the'fata®4" centuries (Sasel

and Petru 1971:98; see also Ulbert 1981).

However, by the end of thé'4entury the system had lost its strategic importance, as Roman
military strategy shifted from the maintenance of defensive barrier systems to the use of large,
mobile armies (Christie 1991). Yet there is evidence that parts of the CAl remained under
imperial administration until at least th& 8entury (Horvat 1999:231, Alfdldy 1974:220), when

it would be the site of a number of battles between competing claimants to the throne (see

section 2.4.3 below).

2.4. THE END OF ROMAN RULE IN THE WEST: THE LONG FIFTH CENTURY

2.4.1. Prelude: Transformation of the Late Roman Empire

The late & and early # centuries were times of massive change in the Roman Empire. Although
by Diocletian’s retirement in AD 305 the collapse of the Western Empire and its replacement by
barbarian successor kingdoms was still almost two centuries away, many of the reforms and
processes that were supposed to solve the problems encountered by the empire in"the mid-3
century would ironically sow the seeds of its ultimate demise. The empire had simply grown too
large to be effectively governed by a single leader, particularly when extensive military
campaigns needed to be conducted on two distant theatres (Collins 1991:25). The growing

importance of the Roman military, accelerated by both Diocletian and Constantine, was both a
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response to the growing threat of barbarian invasions but also would become the primary means
of barbarian integration into the Roman world (Goffart 2006). As the importance of the army
grew, it required not only a greater portion of the imperial budget but greater manpower as well,

which was often gathered from non-Romanized populations.

Although they certainly continued trends begun by previous emperors, the reforms under
Diocletian and Constantine would fundamentally change the nature of the Roman Empire. It was
these radical changes in administrative, military, and economic policies that would eventually
cause the disintegration of imperial authority in the western half of the empire, and not a loss of

Roman ‘civic virtue’, the rise of Christianitgr massive invasions of barbarian peoples.

The period of relative peace and prosperity enjoyed under Diocletian and then Constantine did
not last very long. After his death, Constantine’s sons were again plunged into a battle over
dynastic succession. In the fourth and fifth centuries AD, the empire would be once again racked
by civil strife, constant political turmoil from usurpers, and increasing numbers of incursions

from populations beyond thienes

2.4.2. Historical Framework, Part I: the ‘Gothic Problem’ (AD 376 —382)

It is critical to recognize that Rome had always traded with, fought against, and culturally

defined itself in contrast to its ‘barbarian’ neighbors, from the founding of the Republic through
the Later Imperial period; as Ando (2008:42) notdse reception and settlement of foreign

nations had a long history coeval with the extension of Roman gd8eewhen tens of

thousands of Gothic-speaking peoples are reported to have appeared on the northern bank of the
middle Danube River seeking political asylum in AD 376, it probably was not seen as a

particularly unusual event. Yet in retrospect, many scholars view this as marking the beginning
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of a series of fateful events that would eventually unravel Roman imperial control in the western

half of the empire. It is therefore important to provide some detail into this epfsode.

The fateful decision of then-emperor Valens to allow one of these Gothic tribes (named by
Marcellinus as the Tervintf) to cross the Danube and settle within Roman territofgeserati

was in ho way unprecedented. Roman emperors had long made similar arrangements with
barbarian tribes, in which the terms were typically land in exchange for taxation and military
service. In AD 376, impending war with the Persian Empire to the east most likely compelled
Valens to further increase his tax base and military ranks. Yet for unknown reasons, the food
supplies promised to the newly federated Goths never arrived. This compelled the angry (and
probably starving) Tervingi to join forces with the Gothic tribe across the Danube (the
Greuthungi) who had been previously denied entrance into imperial land; the combined Gothic
force rebelled against the Roman military forces stationed in the region (see Heather 2006:160-

162).

Over the next several years, these Gothic-speaking groups raided the Roman provincial
countryside of Dacia, periodically skirmishing with Roman forces; the conflict came to a climax
in Thrace (modern Bulgaria) at the Battle of Adrianople in AD 378. An army of perhaps 15,000
Roman soldiers (as estimated by Heather 2006:181), led by the emperor himself, sought to
decisively crush this Gothic rebellion. However, in a shocking outcome, the barbarian forces
routed the eastern Roman army, killing an estimated two-thirds of their forces, including the

emperor himself (Demandt 2007:159). The Gothic forces’ subsequent attempts to sack

'®The primary source for the events that follow is Ammianus MarcellifRstaan HistoryBook XXXI
7 Also sometimes referred to &huringians”
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Adrianople and Constantinople proved unsuccessful, but their presence in Thrace continued to

hamper communication between the two halves of the empire (Mitchell 2007:84).

Although the Battle at Adrianople was perhaps the most devastating defeat of a Roman force at
the hands obarbarians since Germanic chieftain Arminius’ (Géermanr) victory over three

Roman legions under General Varus at the infamous Battle of Teutoburg Forest in AD 9 (see
Wells 2003), the Gothic victory was, in the end, more symbolic than anything else. The
barbarian population continued to roam freely throughout Thrace, occasionally clashing with
smaller Roman garrisons over the next several years, before a peace agreement was finally
reached in AD 382. The terms were somewhat of a compromise: the Goths gave up their
ambitions for an autonomous kingdom in Thrace, in return were allowed to become free
landholders in the Balkans (James 2009:53). Although Roman historians would characterize the
treaty as &othic surrender, it was probably the most favorable conditions of ‘surrender’ ever
offered a barbarian army (Heather 2006:184). Of perhaps even greater significance, the Roman
aura of military invincibility appears to have been shattered, since over the course of the next
decades, barbarian armies would become increasingly bold and aggressive in both the western

and eastern halves of the empire.

2.4.3. Civil Strife in the SEANAR: the Battle atFluvius Fridigus (AD 383—394)

A return to the political instability of thd%century compounded this renewed barbarian
aggression (and was probably at least in part a consequence of it). Upon the death of Valens,
Theodosius took control of the army, making lienfactoco-Augustus with Gratian in the

eastern half of the empire. After the deaths of Gratian in 383 and Valentinian Il (ruler in the
West) in 392, Theodosius acquired effective control over the entire empire. Yet despite having

placed puppet rulers in the other three positions of the Tetrarchy (i.e. his sons Arcadius and
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Honorius in the east and west, respectively), Theodosius had to constantly battle usurpers such as

Magnus Maximus in Britannia and Eugenius in Italy.

As noted above, the SEANAR was strategically important as the gateway to Italy, so it is not
surprising that a number of critical battles in tfeaéid ' century occurred in this region. For
example, the final battle between the usurper Eugenius and Theodosius occurred in AD 394 at
the Roman road station Bfuvius Frigidus(“Cold River”), today along the Vipava (It: Vipacco)
River that on the modern border between Slovenia and Italy (Vidrih Perko and Trkman 2005).
Eugenius, with his Frankish general Abrogast (who actually wielded power), decided to center
his base of power in this area, probably because he was able to utilize the CAl infrastructure
already in place. Theodosius marched his army from Constantinople, broke through these
defenses and eventually defeated the usurper at the nearby Roman fo@astsaoh

September of that year.

Archaeological evidence #te site of HruSica-such as a burn layer, numerous arrowheads, and
the numismatic recordseem in agreement with the written events, although this is not the case
at other local fortified sites (Ulbert 1981, Christie 1991:417). It is likely that Theodosius had the
CAl dismantled after his victory, having seen how political rivals could use this defensive
infrastructure against him. The defeat of Eugenius was also significant from a religious point of
view because this marked the official end of paganism in the SEANAR. Eugenius was the last
major political figure to support the old Roman gods, and after his defeat many pagan cults lost
imperial sponsorship and were increasingly stitje attack from Christians (see Ciglene"ki

1999h:25; also Salzman 2010).
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Civil unrest and political instability would continue throughout the fifth century, which
unguestionably limited the Empire’s ability to defend its borders against encroachiagdoar
peoples. In fact, both the ‘legitimate’ and ‘illegitimate’ claimants to the throne sought to
increasingly fill the ranks of their armies with nB@man warriors. Indeed, in Theodosius’s

victories over Eugenius and Magnus Maximus, the Gothic regiments sustained so many losses
that they rebelled against their commanders and began pillaging up the Adriatic coast under their

new leader Alaric (James 2009:54)

2.4.4. Historical Framework, Part Il Collapse of Imperial Authority in Western Empire

Whether they sought to take advantage of Roman civil strife (Halsall 2007), or were driven into
Roman territory in response to some other political threat such as the Huns (Heather 2009), more
barbarian groups continued to pour acrosdithesand into Roman territory during the earl§ 5
century. There are several excellent recent works on'tieer&ury barbarian ‘invasions’

(Heather 2006, Mitchell 2007, Halsall 2007), so here only a brief overview is presented to give a
sense of the dizzying speed at which the Late Roman Empire, increasingly fragile but still intact
in AD 400, lost control over the majority of its territory, and how this would impact the

SEANAR.

More Gothic-speaking peoples migrated across the Alps and into Italy under Radagasius in AD
405; a year later, a group of Alans, Sueves, and Vandals famously crossed the Rhine and moved
into Roman Gaul. In AD 410, these barbarian invasions culminated in the first sacking of the city
of Rome in 800 years. Yet like the Battle of Adrianople described above, the notorious sack of
Rome in AD 410 probably had much greater symbolic than strategic impact, since the power
center of the empire had slowly been shifting to the East over the past centuries. Rome was no

longer even the most important city in Italy, the imperial court having moved northward to
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Ravenna, located in the more defensible spot in the landscape. Even the ‘sacking’ was later noted
for its surprising tameness, especially compared to the later Vandal sacking of AD 455.

However, as James (2009:57) notes, later Christian writers may have downplayed the severity of
this sacking in order to emphasize Gothic (Arian Christian) piety, particularly in contrast to the
many still-pagan Romans. Yet one cannot underestimate the ideological significamreeit R

fall. Rome still housed the Senate, which retained its symbolic importance even if lacking any

real political power. The loss of Rome to the Goths even inspired Augustine of Hippo to write

his City of Goddefending Christianity against the charge that it was directly responsible for the

impending collapse of the Western Empire.

During this period, a number of other barbarian peoples began to carve out their own territories
in the western provinces, technicallyfasderatiunder the control of the Emperor, but for all
practical purposes politically autonomous. This includes the Burgundian kingdom established in
Gaul (southeastern France) in AD 411; the Visigothic kingdom in Iberia (Spain) centered near
Toulouse (AD 418); and perhaps most importantly Vandal control of North Africa (AD 439),

which served as the breadbasket of the empire.

Also during this period, Childeric | established the Merovingian dynasty of the Franks (AD 457),
which would become a significant power in the course of the early middle ages. Further afield,
Germanic-speaking immigrants from across the North Sea (Angles, Jutes, and Saxons) besieged
Roman Britain beginning in the earl{f 8entury®. By the end of the'century AD, the political
composition of the former Western Empire was radically different than it has been only a century

earlier.

'8 For more on these new barbarian kingdoms see Wolfram 1988 (Goths), James 1988) (Waond 1994
(Merovingians and Burgundians), Higham 1997 (Anglo-Saxons)
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Roman authority in the areas directly north of the Alps along the Danube, the province of
Noricum ripensgwas also quickly collapsing. Thanks to an eaﬂ)céntury hagiography written

by an obscure monk named Eugippius, we are provided with a unique glimpse of life in this
region during the early"5century. This work, called théita Severinichronicles the life of
Severinus, a Norican bishop who also appears to have assumed political leadership amidst the
collapsing Roman infrastructure (see Lotter 1976). This written source indicates that military
garrisons stationed along the Danube no longer received regular pay after AD 400, although
Odoacer did not officially disbanded them until AD 476 (Alfoldy 1974). Archaeologically, it is
significant that during the'scentury, these areas north of the Alps appear to be completely cut-

off from the Mediterranean trade routes.

2.4.5. Settlement and Society in the Late Antique SEANAR (laté"4- 6™ centuries)

2.4.5.1. The Disappearance of Roman Towns (f4terid 5" c)

Unfortunately, there are no similar written sources for the southeastern Alps. There is however a
great deal of archaeological evidence, which | explore in the following section, to suggest that
the SEANAR was also experiencing the same upheaval and insecurity apparent throughout the

Western Empiré?

As outlined above, the major centers of population during the Roman Provincial period were
planned townsdjvitateg, smaller ad hoc settlementsqf) and country estatesillas), which

primarily lay in the lowlands along major roads and waterways. Yet at the end 8fainel 4

early 8" century, most of these settlements disappear archaeologically. A number of excavations
have revealed evidence of destruction layers in these final phases, perhaps indicating a violent

end to some of these urban centers. Although no extensive settlement layers have been

'% Similar upheaval also characterized Pannonia Savia to the west (see Sokol 1997)
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uncovered in the former Roman towns of the southeastern Alps dated to the second half of the 5
century (Ciglene"ki 1999a:291), some historical sources hint that urban life may have continued
on a more limited basis. For example, Poetovio is mentioned in ttedlsd-“Rarenna

Cosmography”, a list of place names compiled some time durind'tberitury by an

anonymous geographer at Ravenna, which might indicate that it may have persisted fhto the 6
century (Luthar 2008:74). Likewise, a bishop from Teurnia is mentioned Mitth&everini

leading to speculation that it might have become the ecclesiastical center during Late Antiquity,

perhaps continuing into th&'@entury (Glaser 1983).

It is also quite significant that unlike in the Italian peninsula, where later wooden structures have
been discovered on top of old Roman towns (see Ward-Perkins 1997 and Gelichi 2007), there is
no evidence for Late Antique'{%and " century) building episodes in former Roman towns of

the SEANAR—only some scattered finds perhaps indicating that small, transient communities
may have temporarily settled in parts of these towns (Ciglene"ki 1999a). In parts of the
southeastern Alps, urban life seems to eventually reappear in these locations only at the very end
of the Early Middle Ages (c. Ilcentury). This can be contrasted with the situation at Roman
towns further north in the modern Austrian provinces of Styria and Carinthia. In these regions,
the early medieval centers of Graz, Spittal, and Lienz were spatially distinct and seemingly
unconnected to the former Roman centers (i.e. Flavia Solva, Teurnia, and Aguntum) in these
areas (Alfoldy 1974). Town life throughout the SEANAR, with perhaps a few exceptions,
appears to have virtually disappeared by the end of'tlweBtury; in fact, the entire network of

Roman settlements appears to have experienced a catastrophic depopulation.
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2.4.5.2. What happened to the Romanized populations of the SEANAR?

If the populations of the Roman towns;i, andvillas disappear from the archaeological record,
where exactly do they go? Three potential answers have been proposed to what is perhaps the
most challenging question for this period: (1) they died off in massive numbers, (2) they moved

to a neighboring region, or (3) the moved to different locations within the landscape.

There is little doubt that thé"sentury in particular was characterized by violence and instability
across the crumbling western empire. Frequent burning and destruction layers found in
excavations of former Roman towns throughout the region suggest that many of these
settlementslid come to an abrupt and violent end, which could have been accompanied by a
significant loss of life. At Flavia Solva, for example, destruction layers have been dated to the
first decade of the fifth century, leading to speculation that that town might have been at least
partially destroyed during the Gothic incursions across the Alps and into Italy under Radagasius
(Groh 1996). Such an unpleasant end seems entirely plausible, since the town was positioned
along a transportation route probably used by barbarian armies on the way to the Italian

peninsula.

Yet it seems unlikely that such a dramatic depopulation of the lowlands can be fully accounted
for by massive causalities. Another hypothesis suggests that parts of the population fled to more
secure locations in other regions of the empire, perhaps to settlements on Istrian coast or further
down into the Italian peninsula (Luthar 2008). Unfortunately, many Late Antique sites on the
northern Adriatic coast lay directly under modern urban centers, so archaeological knowledge in
these areas has traditionally been more limited than on upland fortified sites, which have seen
little subsequent settlement. Although we know (from Roman historian Priscus) that the Huns

sacked Aquileia, the most important Roman center on the northern Adriatic, in AD 452, the
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situation at other smaller coastal trading ports has remained somewhat enigmatic. Did these sites

largely disappear like other Roman towns further north or did they continue to prosper?

Thankfully, recent archaeological research has begun to illuminate the state of coastal towns
during Late Antiquity. For example, excavation at the site of Capris (today Slv: Koper, It:
Capodistria) on the northwest coast of Istria indicates a settlement expansion in th8 early 5
century, precisely when refugees would have been arriving from further inland. It is also
significant that this site is located in a uniquely defensible position, partially detached from the
mainland. Archaeological material indicates continuous settlement through teet@ry, as

well as the continued presence of imported Mediterranean amphorae, sigillata, and oil lamps

until the end of the" century (Cunja 1996, see also Chapter 3).

Other settlements along the northern Adriatic also appear to have prospered during this chaotic
period. At the Roman town of Tergeste (today Trieste in northeastern Italy), recent finds from
Late Antiquity confirm a thriving coastal settlement (Degrassi et al 2007:504). A similar

situation is also evident at Piranon (today Piran), another coastal site further south on the Istrian
peninsula. Excavations have revealed that these coastal sites remained active participants in
Mediterranean trade networks through the beginning of treeftury; in other words, long after

Roman political control in the region had disappeared (Vidrih Perko 1994:243).

2.4.5.3. Expansion of Upland Fortified Sites

While some of the Romanized population in the SEANAR surely died off or fled to neighboring
regions, many people must have also relocated to other nearby locations in the Alpine landscape,
perhaps to areas with greater defensive capabilities during this period of violence and insecurity.

Archaeological evidence also appears to bear this out: the most common settlement type during
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the 8"— 6" centuries in the southeastern Alps is the upland fortified site (UFS), several examples
of which have already been discussed in relation to the Late Roman defensive infrastructure.
While most upland fortified sites in th8%2and 3 centuries were military outposts or refuge

sites, a significant expansion of these sites began in théNaentury, when they were

transformed into larger, more permanent and multifunctional settlen@&gtsr{e"ki 2008).

These sites have great significance for understanding the transition from the Late Roman to Early

Medieval worlds in the SEANAR.

Over the past half century, a great deal of archaeological research has been dedicated to
investigating such sites in southern Austria, Slovenia, northeast Italy, and northwest Croatia,
providing us with a fascinating picture of life and death during this fr{fmt recent

overviews in these regions and beyond, see contributions in Steuer et al 2008). The discovery of
these sites was significant because it overturned previous widespread hypotheses that the
southeastern Alps were almost entirely depopulated when Slavic-speaking populations arrived at
the end of the'Bcentury. While Ciglene"k{1987) provides an exhaustive account of upland

fortified sites in the eastern Alps, the following section provides a selection of the largest, best-
researched and most interesting sites to act as a representative snapshot of the period, and help to

address issues of continuity, ethnicity, and chronology.

Upland fortified settlements in the southeastern Alps demonstrate great diversity in size and
purpose. As noted above, during the Late Roman period such sites were generally part of a
defensive infrastructure (the CAl) that reinforced the major southeastern Alpine passes into Italy.

There were also a number of small, temporary refuge sitesK{Bstburger) periodically

® However very few of the site reports or archaeological overviews have jnggliished in English (exceptions
include Ciglene'ki 19992000a)
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utilized by local populations. However the earfy/entury witnessed a dramatic increase in the
number and size of these settlements as more became permanently occupied. Some of these new
long-term settlements, such as Rifnik and Invillino, were expansions of earlier Provincial period
outposts. Others were new constructions, often built directly over prehistoric settlements. This
reoccupation of locations abandoned for centuries or longer can be accounted for by the strategic
defensive location of such sites (useful in any period of instability), or perhaps also to collective

cultural memories in the indigenous population (see Halbwachs 1950).

These new, long-term settlements shared a number of common features, which provide important
insights into their purpose, as well as the state of the SEANAR during this enigmatic period. One
important shared characteristic was their remote and topographically isolated locations, typically
removed from the major transportation routes of the Roman period. It seems clear that strategic
defensive positioning was a primary focus, with such sites typically using a combination of the
natural topography (steep slopes) and stone defensive walls for protection. Frequently, defensive

watchtowers built into the side of the walls have been discovered.

A number of common structural features were present within the defensive walls of these small
settlements. Most conspicuous was typically a Christian place of worship, ranging in size from
small, singlerave chapels to large ecclesiastical complexes (at Ku"ar and Hemmaberg). These
early Christian churches have been without question the most intensively researched and
therefore best understood asts of these fortified sites (Bratoz 1989, Sennhauser 2003). They
are often considered proxy indicators for the ecclesiastical importance of the particular
settlement, with the largest churches believed to have been the seat of early Christian bishops
(see Glaser 1997). They also provide insight into the murky relationship between Catholic and

Arian Christianity during this period (see below).
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Most UFS also contain the remaing
of a number of residential
buildings?* The majority of
recovered residential buildings hav
been made of stone, although this
may be an effect of archaeological
preservation and visibility.
Typically, the largest domestic
residences have been interpreted 3
the residence of the political and/or]
religious elite. It is clear that there
must be more (wooden) residenceq
either inside or beyond the
defensive walls, but most of these

sites have not been subject to

systematic landscape-wide surveys

Figures2.2¢

VariouseLayoutseofeUplandeFortifiedeSettlementse(aftere
Ciglene«kie2008:506) *

Other structures common to the

UFS are cisterns, which would collect valuable fresh rainwater, since many upland sites would

not be close to available groundwater or streams. Also, limekilns have been found at some site

(Ku"ar and Rifnik), which would haveden used to make quicklime necessary for building

projects. Many UFS also have associated cemeteries, typically located beyond the defensive

walls and some distance from the settlement itself. Such burials provide important insight into

L Kular is an exception, which had led to the interpretation that it may have been exclusivelcclesiastical

complex (see Dular 1995)
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the identity of the Late Antique populations and also often provide more precise chronological

contexts. However it is not always easy to correlate the burial and settlement episodes.

Overall these UFS provide a picture of small, relatively isolated communities of ‘Romanized’
inhabitants that survived during this prolonged period of political upheaval and economic
disintegration. The following chapter provides some more insights on the technological aspects

of local pottery production at these sites.

2.5. LATE ANTIQUITY (c. AD 476 —568)

2.5.1. Historical Framework of Late Antiquity in Southern Central Europe

2.5.1.1. From lItalia to Regnum Gothorum

By the second half of the fifth century, Roman imperial authority over the western portions of

the empire had rapidly declined. During this period, the Western Empire (now limited to the

Italian peninsula and parts of the Alps, including much of the study region) had been under the
control of military strongmen, often of barbarian or ‘mixed’ origin, who generally sought to

marry into the Roman aristocracy and place their heirs on the throne as puppet emperors
(Heather 2005). The eastern emperors at Constantinople also remained involved in these political
machinations, seeking to keep the imperial line of succession intact and free of potential usurpers

who might undermine their authority.

In AD 474, Eastern Emperor Leo | placed Julius Nepos (his nephew through marriage) on the
throne in the West. Shortly thereafter, Orestes, head of the Romaiiraagigter militur in
Italy exiled Nepos to Dalmatia and placed his own son Romulus on the throne, a move whose

legitimacy was of course not recognized by Constantinople. Yet Orestes himself was soon killed
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when he refused to grant land to a group of barb#&oederatialso living in the Italian

peninsula. The leader of these federated barbarians, Odoacer, also removed the young Romulus
from power in AD 476. The Constantinople-backed western emperor Nepos remained in exile
and was eventually assassinated by one of his own guards in AD 480. Odoacer chose not to
select another emperor, instead ruling as ‘administrator’ of the western empire, with at least
rhetorical e&ference to the ‘true’ emperor in Constantinople (see James 28009:7&lthough

AD 476 is the year most commonly cited as the end of the Western Empire, it was not viewed

with any importance by the important political players during this time.

As Odoacer (now thée factoruler of Italy) acquired more power and influence, he also became
a greater threat to the authority of the eastern emperor Zeno. In order to eliminate his political
rival, Zeno offered Gothic general Theodoric the Amal (stationed with his army in Thrace) land
grants in Italy on the condition of Odoacer’s removal. Significantly, upon his subsequent victory
over Odoacer in AD 493, Theodoric established himself as king of the Goths in Italy rather than
as Western Emperor. Although he was technically subordinate to the Eastern Emperor,

Theodoric’sRegnum Gothorur{Gothic Kingdom) remained politically autonomous.

2.5.1.2. Religious ldentities in post-Roman SEANAR: Catholic and Arian Christianity

It is important here to examine the little understood relationship between Arian and Catholic
Christianity. While Catholicism was prevalent among Romanized populations in the Later
Empire, most barbarian groups were Arian, which was even seen as a marker of non-Roman
military identity (Halsall 2007:469), and to some degree many have been an assertion of their
autonomy. As James (2009:224) notes of the Ostrogoths in Italy: “If they converted to
Catholicism they would be under the authority of the Catholic bishops and, depending on the

circumstances, dhe Catholic emperor.” Although it rarely surfaces in written records, an
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undercurrent of tension between Catholic and Arian bishops during Gothic rule in Italy is evident
through ‘competing’ baptisteries at Ravenna with similar forms but slightly ditfelecorative

schemes (Christie 2006:135).

An intriguing example of a similar competition (but also cooperation) between Arian and

Catholic Christians seems possible at Hemmaberg, where two adjacent double-naved churches
have been interpreted as Catholic (eastern) and Arian (western) (see Bierbrauer 1998, Ladstatter
2000a). While it is difficult to prove this definitively, the following factors make it probable: (1)

the western church can be securely dated to the first decades Gfcietéry, which

corresponds to the reign of Theodoric (an ardent Arian); (2) the fact that there are two parallel
double-naved churches, each with their own baptistery and oratory chapels; (3) the western
church was closed and being used for secular purposes in the second half'afethi/ when

the Catholic Byzantines would have taken control of the region (see Ladstatter 2000b:225,

footnote 50}

2.5.1.3. The Byzantine Reconquista (AD 5353)

Although they had lost virtually all of their political control over the West by the beginning of

the 6" century, the Eastern Emperors still viewed the Western provinces as rightful parts of their
Empire. Therefore when Byzantine Emperor Justinian | assembled a large army to invade these
lost provinces in North Africa and Italy, he viewed this as reclaiming Roman lands rather than as

an invasion of barbarian sovereign states.

After recapturing North Africa from the Vandals in AD 534, Justinian’s army under the general
Belisarius turned its sights on the prize of Italy and Rome. He invaded the following year and

made significant early territorial gains. Rome was captured in AD 537, and the Gothic capital
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and stronghold at Ravenna fell in A41. The early stages of Justiniarésonquistavere
tremendously successful, with much of Italy now back in Eastern Roman hands; the Byzantines
then set their sights on recapturing territories north of the Alps held by the Franks. However the
Goths under the general Totila regained much of their lost territory from the period AD 542

550 (Wolfram 1988:353). Eventually the Byzantine army would recover and crushed the final

remnants of the Gothic army at Rome in 553.

Although it is beyond the scope here to examine this struggle for Italy in great depth, the overall
outcome of this long and bloody war was ultimately tragic for both sides. According to all
contemporary historical accounts, the prolonged struggle between Gothic and Byzantine forces
devastated the Italian countryside, and was nothing short of catastrophic for the Italian
population, both peasant and aristocrat. The Byzantine historian Procopius, who accompanied
Belisarius on his campaigns, also described a series of terrible famines and plagues that further
added to the widespread misery and devastation. The Byzantine-Gothic conflict has been
described as probably the most destructive war on the Italian peninsula since Hannibal’'s invasion

in the 3% century BC (Moorhead 2005:150).

Ironically, it was this attempted reconquest by the ‘Byzantine’ Rortet®ffectively destroyed
what remained of the indigenous Roman aristocracy in the Italian peninsula. The Senatorial
classes, who had been the backbone of Roman society and culture, either perished during the
fighting or fled to Sicily or Constantinople. The Ostrogoths themselves vanished from the

historical and archaeological record, their final resistance eliminated by AD 555.

There is also historical irony in the fact that Theodoric, although technecdirbarian had

spent time as a young boy in Constantinople, where he gained an appreciation for Roman



culture, law, and government; during his reign as king of Italy, although he resisted Byzantine
political authority, he actually sought poeserveRoman culture and administration, and was
respectful of the old Senatorial classes (Cantor 1993:106). The eventual defeat of the Gothic
kingdom by Eastern Roman forces in effect destroyed what was left of the classical Roman
heritage on the Italian peninsula. Although the Byzantines continued to exercise power in the
region, this long, costly war drained the Eastern Empire of precious resources, ultimately

damaging more than strengthening it.

2.5.1.4. Arrival of the Lombards and Polis Norikén

Perhaps the only winners of this brutal decades-long conflict were the Germanic-speaking Franks
and Lombards, who were able to establish influential, stable kingdoms in the power vacuum
created by the Gothic Wars. The Franks, who had been initially allied with the Byzantines

against Theodoric’s Ostrogoths, invaded parts of the eastern Alps around AD 540 (Luthar
2008:79). In an attempt to check the growing power of the Frankish kingdom, the Byzantines
granted adjacent lands in the southeastern Alps to the Lombards AD 568 (Moorhead 2005:152).
Another Germanic-speaking group (supposedly) from Scandinavia, the Lombards had been
residing in Pannonia and under increasing attack from the Huns, so therefore were more than

happy to oblige the Byzantines.
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This land grant, calleBolis Norikon included the regions around the former Roman towns of
Poetovio and Celeia (see Ciglene"ki 198®yure 2.3 above). Althoudbiglene”ki (1999a)
suggests that the relative abundance of ‘Lombard’ and lack of ‘Byzantine’ style material culture

in this region seems to support the written accounts, one must be careful of such culture-

historical approaches to the archaeological reord.

The Lombard dukes spread quickly throughout the region, and the Byzantine control over
northern Italy was too weak from their extended conflict with the Goths to stop this territorial
expansion (see Christie 1995:71-91). The Lombards went on to conquer about half of the Italian

peninsula, and the Byzantines were relegated to the Exarchate of Ravenna. The political unity of

Questions of ethnic identity and material culture are further discussethiapter 7.
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the Italian peninsula was permanently shattered, and the Lombard kingdom would last into the

8" century.

2.5.2. The Late Antique SEANAR: Three Aspects of Continuity

The fifth and sixth centuries were unquestionably a period of tremendous upheaval and change in
the SEANAR. However recent archaeological evidence seems to indicate that elements of
continuity must also be considered. The following sections address the possibility of continuity
from the Late Roman to post-Roman period, specifically in regard to settlement patterns,

identity, and pagan rituals, illustrating with examples drawn from archaeological sites in the

region.

2.5.2.1. Continuity and Lowland Settlements

Above (section 2.3.4), | suggested that the southeastern Alps experienced a radical shift in
settlement patterns during th® &entury AD. Archaeologists have long argued that the

Romanized populations must have either fled to the Adriatic coast and Italian peninsula or
retreated from the lowlands into the more easily defensible hilltop regions during this period of
political and social instability. While this does appear to be the general pattern, recent
excavations indicate that settlement did cmtnpletelydisappear from the lowlands during the

5" and 6" centuries, as previously assumed. This assumption of complete depopulation had been
based predominantly on the disappearance of urban life from the Roman towns in the region, but
it is becoming clear that these towns are not representative of the entire lowland population in the

southeastern Alps (Mason 1998a, 1998b).

Several important Late Antique sites near the historic center of the town of #rnonveslpégun

to shed light on this issue. These sites sit at the confluence of the Lahinja and Doblieica rivers in
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the White Carniola (Slv: Bela krajina) region of southeastern Slovenia (Mason 1998b). The
occupation layers appear to date from the 18tehdough early *# centuries AD, during the exact

period when all Romanized populations were thought to have moved from these regions.

Although these settlements are about 100 km from the Adriatic coast, the abundance of Roman
fine-ware ceramics in the excavations suggest they must have been connected to Mediterranean
trade networks of Koper and other coastal site of the Slovenian Karst region, near the modern
border with Italy (Mason 1998b). It seems that trade continued via the waterways on which these
settlements were built. However a mortared stone defensive wall about 2 m tall and 1.66 m wide,
with two associated watchtowers, also indicates that security was also a concern for this
community. A nearby cemetery contains burials with material culture characteristic of a
Romanized population (see below). There also appear to have been connections to Kuear, a
nearby upland fortified site. Recent excavations have revealeldukatwas not a typical Late
Antigue upland settlement: the large sacral complex and absence of domestic structures indicates
that this site only functioned as an ecclesiastical center (Dular et al 1995). Given this unusual
function, it seems probable that the settlement at "rnomelj were the economic counterpart to the
religious complex at Kear. The "rnomelj sites appear to have been destroyed in the'ate 6

century, and Avar-style arrowheads have been recovered from these last levels (Mason 1998b).

Excavations from several other settlements and cemeteries in the lowlands fréhtrtteigh
7" centuries AD have begun to indicate that "rnomelj was not unique. Rescue excavations near
the town of MengesS near the Kamniska Bistrica River in central Slovenia uncovered at least six
semi-subterranean structures with materials spanning froni‘theoligh 8/7" centuries AD

(Sagadin 1995). While there is some disturbance at the site, it seems evident that this small
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settlement remained occupied well into Late Antiquity. Nearby were located the remains a grave

with charactastic ‘Avar’ burial equipment.

2.5.2.2. Continuity of Roman Identity?

One of the most intriguing questions is the maintenance of a ‘Roman’ identity among the
population in the SEANAR during thd'@mnd 6" centuries (Late Antiquity). As outlined above,

the Roman political control over the region rapidly collapsed in 'ﬂ’(aaﬁtury, forcing a

significant shift in the settlement patterns that had characterized the region sinteeheufy

AD. The historical narrative also indicates the increasing presence of barbarian groups, often
identified by the material culture at particular sites. Although much of this region was clearly cut
off from wider trade networks that would have provided standardized Roman fine-ware imports,
did this correlate with the loss of Romanized identity? A number of important questions have yet
to be rigorously addressed: how did the communities at the UFS see themselves? What was their
relationship with Slavic-speaking immigrant populations? How should one understand the

connection between material culture and social identity?

Ciglenecki (2000b:123) notes that overall the architecture and inventory of material culture of
the UFS during Late Antiquity indicate a relative uniform character with an emphasis on the
continuity of Roman culture. A similar situation seems evident in the contemporary lowland
settlements, although as outlined above, these settlements are only beginning to be properly
identified. Additionally, several recent excavations have produced several fascinating examples
of what cauld be interpreted as attempts to maintain a sense of ‘Raess). At the UFS of

Tonovcov grad in western Slovenia, a female grave stratigraphically dated to the end"of the 6
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centuryat earliest® was furnished with a type Keller 1a fib#a style typical of the®century

(Modrijan n.d., see also Keller 1971:32-35).

Similarly, at the Late Antique cemetery near "rnomelj, which is dated with stratigraphy t8'the 6
century®, graves are furnished with metal finds (bronze arm rings, fibulae, pins) that are typical

of the 4" and &' as well as B century. Although the settlement itself could not have been
established until the early"Eentury, most metal finds date to tH&ahd 4" century, with some
examples typical of even of th& tentury AD or Late Iron Age (Mason 1998b:292)" Yet as

noted above, imported ceramics indicate that these sitestittcennectedo Mediterranean

trade routes, so there is no reason to suppose that the population did not have knowledge of, or
access to, contemporary Late Antique styles of these artifacts. Furthermore, bronze casting waste
uncovered during excavation suggests that local craftsmen were indeed making metal dress

ornamentation throughout this period (Mason 1998b:294).

So while the ‘heirloom effect’ (cf. Adams 2003) cannot be ruled out as a possible explanation for
the presence of such earlier ornamentation, it cannot fully explain the prevalence of styles that
were typical of the earlier Roman Provincial period. Is it instead possible that the Late Antique
craftsmen at "rnomelj were making ‘anachronistic’ styles perhaps as an attempt to emphasize
their Roman identity? Are such styles the material manifestations of nostalgia for earlier
centuries when the Roman Empire maintained unequivocal control over the f2tfisn?an

interesting avenue for future research might connect these new discoveries with other studies of

2 A TPQ is evident in that this burial is cut into the ashy destruction layme of the churches, which has been
confidently dated to the mid-B century; Modrijan even suggests that the other grave goods suggest an even later
(8th century) date for the burial

* The graves cut into (and therefore must postdate) a cobbled surface which easeeurely dated to phase 3

(late S"/early 6" century); see Mason 1998b:292

*®|f indeed such activities were more common than perhaps assumed for this pietiac significant implications

for the chronological dating of innumerable sites in the region"
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the archaeology of memory and the use of the ‘past in the(pastVan Dyke and Alcock 2002,

Bradley 2002, Williams 2003, and Hen and Innes 2000).

2.5.2.3. Continuity of Religious Identities: Persistence of Paganism

When considering thé"sand &' centuries, another fascinating trend in recent archaeological
research is the persistence of old pagan beliefs within Romanized populations of the SEANAR
long after such practices were discouraged or even criminalized by the empire. As noted above,
Chrigianity spread quickly throughout the empire after Constantine’s conversion in AD 313.
Although during the reign of Julian (AD 355363), an unsuccessful attempt was made to
reestablish the traditional Roman pantheon, most subsequent emperors continued this policy of
Christianization. Theodosius | eventually outlawed non-Christian religions around AD 390. Yet
powerful elements of Roman society, particularly the aristocracy, resisted the new religion;
pagan supporters backed several unsuccessful usurpers such as Eugenius (see above). Yet by the
beginning of the fifth century, Christianity was not only the dominant religion of the empire, it

was also the only legal one.

However there is increasing archaeological evidence in the SEANAR that traditional Roman
pagan practices continued into the fifth and sixth centuries. For example, at the site of St
Margarethen in Laventtal, there is evidence for the use of a temple of Mars infociaetGry
(Ladstatter 2000b), and the temple of Isis Noreia on the Ulrichsberg in southern Austria was not
destroyed until the end of th& Bentury (Alféldy 1974:211). Similarly at Flavia Solva, a large

town inhabited into the"5century, there is a conspicuous lack of any characteristically Christian

architecture"
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Perhaps most interesting is the case of Tinje in eastern Slovenia. Unlike most Late Roman UFS,
no evidence for an early Christian church was recovered. This is perhaps not surprising, since
Tinje was only a small settlement that would only have had a small wooden chapel. However
equally intriguing are remains of what appeared to be a pagan sacrificial stone altar (Ciglenes<ki
2000a). Settlement at Tinje only began in tfe8ntury, so it would be unusual to find such an
object, but the lack of any Christian iconography and the presence of burned animal bones found

under the altar makes its identification as pagan quite probable.

Even stranger is the fact that this altar is located on the margin of the settlement, in close
proximity to contemporaneous burials that do contain Christian iconography. Is it possible that
Christians and non-Christians coexisted at Tinje, or perhaps the people practices some type of
syncretic belief system that included animal sacrifice but also Christian symbols in burial
contexts? This provides an interesting case study for examining the transformation of the sacred

landscape as explored above.

2.6. THE EARLY MIDDLE AGES (c. AD 600 —900)

2.6.1. Historical Framework of Southern Central Europe in the Early Middle Ages

2.6.1.1. Arrival of the Slavs and Avars

At some point during the"6century, when the Lombards were establishing their duchies across
northern Italy and the eastern Alps, Slavic-speaking communities also began to immigrate into

the SEANAR? The geographical origin of these Slavic-speaking peoples is shrouded in

%% For overviews of the early medieval Slavs in Central and Eastern Europe, [§@enV¥895, Curta 2001a,
Barford 2001, and Brather 2001; for the archaeology of the early medieval Slavs in the southeasternegyipn,
seeKorosec 1979Mader 1986Bratoz 2000, Curta010.
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mystery; although linguistic, historical, and archaeological evidence seem to point to a homeland
somewhere in Eastern Europe, where exactly remains a highly contentioud’r¢Béiéord

2001, Dolukhanov 1996). They first appear hog@ntury Byzantine sources as two large tribes,

the SclaviniandAntes which were politically distinct but shared a common language and

culture. ProcopiusDe Bellisis the main early source, in which the Byzantine historian mentions
that these tribes once lived near the Istra River (in modern Russia near Moscow), although his

geographical knowledge is questionable at best (see Barford 2001).

Procopius provides a traditional ‘Classical’ ethnographic account of the Slavsbuhestireir

form of government, attire, appearance, religious beliefs, and settlement styles (Kobylinski
2005:524). He notes that they lived ‘wild and free’ and were without political rulers (Fine
1983:26). While it is unwise to assume that this statement suggests that the Slavs lived in some
sort of ‘classless’ society, the archaeological evidence does seem to support the idea of weaker
social differentiation in Slavic society than contemporary Roman/Byzantine or Germanic-
speaking communities. For example, many early Slavic sites indicate a relatively egalitarian
social structure in burial assemblages and house sizes (Gasskowski 2002). Historian and
archaeologist Florin Curta suggests that the Slavic political structure could be best described as a
“military democracy” (Curta 2001a), where leadership was temporary and based on the
individual abilities of military ‘greatmen’, which he distinguishes anthropologically from chiefs

or ‘big-men’ in that the power of the former was not derived from the controkaltiwv(ibid).

These early Byzantine sources note that Slavic peoples were raiding and attacking Byzantine

settlements by the mid“%century. However with the arrival of the Avars, a confederation of

' The search for a ‘Slavic homeland’ is premispdn the notion of a stable, homogeneous ethno-linguistic
identity—an assumption that will be questioned in chapter 7.
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nomadic tribes from the central Asian steppe, the geopolitical situation in the Balkans changed
dramatically. After destroying the Gepids, the Avars established hegemonic rule across
southeastern Europe, from the eastern Carpathians to the eastern Alps (Curta 2010, Pohl 1988).
Historical sources suggest that the Slavic groups fell under the domination of the Avars, paying
them tribute and supplying them with soldiers. Some historians have argued that the Slavs, a
predominantly agricultural and sedentary society, provided a reliable economic/subsistence base
for the more mobile, nomadic Avars, and that these groups perhaps maintained a symbiotic,

rather than purely exploitative, relationship (Urbanczyk 2005).

Towards the end of thé"&entury, these combined Avar and Slavic forces are thought to spread
into the southeastern Alps, raiding and burning towns and settlements along the way.
Archaeologically during this period, we see the reappearance of numerous lowland sites, first
along the Sava, Drava, and Mura Rivers (see contributions in Gustin 2002). Thisgteiod

marks the destruction of many of the upland fortified sites that had been the main settlements
since the latecentury. Sites such as Rifnik, Vranje, Tonovcov grad, Invillino, Hemmaberg,
and Kuear all appear to have been (at least temporarily)daiea during this period; burned

destruction layers at many of these sites seem to indicate that settlement came to a violent end.

Archaeologists have been quick to draw connections between the abandonment of UFS and the
Avar/Slavic invasions, particularly since Avar-style arrowheads are often found in these final
destruction layers. These invasions mark for many scholars the official ‘end’ of Late Antiquity in
the region (Ciglenecki 1999a), as the widespread emergence of Slavic society eliminated any
final traces of Classical Roman culture (Luthar 2008:81). The Slavic/Avar migrations most
heavily impacted the eastern part of the region, with what is today the western half of Slovenia

remaining under Lombard control (Modrijan n.d.).

65



Figures2.4.
TypicalsEarlysMedievale'Slavic'sPotterysfromesoutherneAustrias(aftersRodriguez+1992: 161)
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2.6.1.2. Early Slavic Polities: Samo and Carantania

As noted above, Slavic-speaking peoples were thought to have migrated into the southeastern
Alps under the dominion of the Avars. However in AD 626, when the Avars unsuccessfully
attempted to sack Constantinople, Slavic communities seized this moment of weakness to
establish an autonomous state in the region.Fredegarii Chronion(Chronicles of Fredegar),

a 6" century chronicle from Frankish Gaul, name a Frankish merchant named Samo as the ruler
of this emergent Slavic state, the boundaries of which are unclear but probably included much of
the eastern Alps as well as areas to the north of the Danube in the Czech Republic and Slovakia.
The material evidence also seems to indicate a growing regional identity in this region, which
may be correlated with an independent polity under Samo (Stadler 2008:78). After Samo’s death
in AD 658, this tribal alliance disintegrated but the communities in the southeastern Alps are
thought to have maintained their political autonomy; Paulus Diaconus (Paul the Deacon) calls
this region Carantania in hidistory of the Lombardsomposed in the laté"&entury (Kahl

2002).

After perhaps a century of political independence, Carantania was forced to request assistance
from the neighboring Bavarian duchy in AD 743 in response to a renewed Avar threat. In
exchange for Bavarian aid in their fight against the Avars, a Carantanian Duke sent his son as a
‘hostage’ to the Bavarian court, and converted to Christianity (Leeper et al 1941). The loss of
political autonomy was accompanied by an aggressive Christianization from Salzburg, detailed
in one of the most important primary source documents of the early medieval eastern Alps, the
late 9" centuryConversio Bagoariorum et Carantanorusee Wolfram 1979, 1995). Whether or

not this anecdotal story is accurate, the archaeological evidence indicates that by the beginning
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of the 9" century, Christian symbols appear in burials throughout the region (see Giesler 1980,

Bierbrauer 2004a).

2.6.1.3. Tassilo and Charlemagne

Historical sources indicate that Slavic rebellions against Bavarian rule continued over the next
several decades, only finally crushed under the powerful Duke Tassilo IIl in 772. At that time, a
more systematic and rigorous Christianization was initiated with the Carantanian nobility’s
organization of new churches and monasteries (Karpf 2002). Unlike the Saxons to the north,
historical documents downplay any resistance to Christianization and incorporation into the

Bavarian, and shortly thereafter, Frankish polities (Kuhar 1959).

Tassilo’s growing Bavarian duchy roughly formed a square bounded by the Danube, Enns, and
Lech rivers (Riché 1978). Unfortunately for Tassilo, his increasing power was seen as a direct
threat to Frankish King Charlemagne, who was concurrently expanding his own political
authority in the region. Nominally a Carolingian vassal, but with extensive autonomy, Tassilo
was accused of treachery and conspiring with the Avars against Charlemagne (Bowlus 1995).
Whether this accusation was accurate or contrived, he lost the support of his followers and was
exiled to the monastery of Jumiéges. Around the same time, Charlemagne also defeated and
annexed the Lombard duchies in northern lItaly. At this point the regions of Bavaria, Lombardy,
and parts of the northeastern Alps all became incorporated into Charlemagne’s empire (Riché
1978). It has been suggested that one of the main reasons that Charlemagne sought to annex the
duchy of Bavaria, other than to stem Tassilo’s growing power, was that he needed a ‘buffer state’

from which to launch a military campaign against the Avars (Bowlus 1995).
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2.6.1.4. Collapse of Avar Khaganate and Establishment of Carolingian Hegemony

The SEANAR during the laté"8and early 9 century was part of the main theatre of the struggle
between the Carolingian Empire and Avar khaganate. The Avars maintained a powerful military
presence in the eastern Alpine region until they were defeated by Frankish forces under
Charlemagne, who directed an extended campaign against them from ADB@S1Carolingian
biographer Einhard famously called this “the greatest of alishrs waged by him after the

Saxon war” (Riché 1978:108). Their abrupt disappearance from historic documents shortly
afterwards has long been a mystery to historians; as Leeper (1941:105) suggested decades ago:
“Few disappearances in history are more complete than that of the Avars.” Archaeologically, the
disappearance of the Avars is not quite as sudden, with Avar-style burials continuing throughout
the 9" century (Daim 2003a, 2003b). Yet as a political force, the Avars never recovered from
their defeat and submission to Carolingian forces, and their name disappears from the written

sources within a generation (Pohl 1998:19).

How is it possible that such a powerful ethno-political entity could completely disappear within
such a short timeframe, after having dominated the Carpathian basin for several centuries?
Where did the Avars go? This question highlights some of the recurrent problems with

traditional understanding of early medieval ethnicity (see Chapter 7). If one assumes that the
Avars were a sifg, relatively homogeneous ‘people’ with a fixed identity, than their
disappearance from the historical and, to a lesser degree, material records is puzzling. But some
historians have suggested that only a small politiddary elite possessed ‘Avarian identity’,

which was tied to the strength of their military and political institutions. After being forced to

submit to the Franks and pledge fealty to Charlemagne, it ceased being advantageous to
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represent oneself as an Avar (Pohl 1998:19). Therefore, individuals who had previously

represented themselves as Avars were assimilated into other populations, such as the Slavs.

After the collapse of the Avars, the Carolingian Empire was able to establish a political
hegemony over much of the SEANAR. They potitig reorganized this region into an ‘eastern
march’ Ostmar} that further served as a buffer zone against political rivals to the east, such as
the Magyars and Bulgars. Thd Bentury witnessed the consolidation of political authority and

the beginning of Germanic colonization into these regions, establishing the ethnic composition of
the SEANAR for the rest of the Middle Ages and beyond (see Bowlus 1995, Luthar 2008:113-

177).

2.6.2. Settlement and Society in Early Medieval SEANAR: Continuity & Cultural Contact

2.6.2.1. Slavic Settlement in the River Valleys

In the southeastern Alps, the presence of Slavic-speaking communities is usually indicated by the
presence of small rectangular houses and wavy-banded coarse-ware ceramics, which appear to
correlate with early medieval Slavic settlement in other parts of Central Europe (see Brather
2004a). These settlements first appear along the river valleys such as the Sava, Drava, and Mura
Gustin 2002). As noted above, it was long thought that the Stagi@tion and settlement was

in areas that had been completely depopulated during Late Antiquity, but new evidence suggests
continuity and contact between the ‘Romanized’ populations of Late Antiquity and the Slavic

immigrants (Milavec 2009:252).

2.6.2.2. Lowland Cemeteries and Culture Contact
The issue of continuity between Late Antiquity and the Early Middle Ages can also be addressed

from the perspective of the lowland river valleys, but from cemetery rather than settlement
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excavations. For example a cemetery with characteristic early Slavic buridls-@&0®century)
found near the "rnomelj sites discussed is tantalizing evidence for continuing settlement

continuity in that region (Mason 1998b, Dular 1985:58).

Further to the northwest ofrhomel;, in what is today central Slovenia, another interesting
example of continuity is presented at the cemetery of Kranj (Ger: Krain). Although the
accompanying settlement has not been found, the cemetery contains graves that are characteristic
of both an indigenous Romanized population as well as early Slavic immigrants. Although it is
not clear whether the cemetery was in continuai®igeseems evident through the placement of
the graves that the locations of the earlier (‘Romanized’) graves wenenkarad respected by

the later (‘Slavic’) burials (Sagadin 1987:135). Can this cemetery be interpreted as (friendly?)
interaction between the autochthonous Romanized population and Slavic immigrants? Are we
limiting our understanding of the period by assuming two mutually exclusive identities?
Unfortunately the dating has been established only through typologies (the limitations of which
we have already seen), so it remains unclear if there is any overlap between the two different

grave styles.

Rescue excavations in the Gorenji Mokronog region of southeastern Slovenia have also
uncovered an important Late Antiqué'(B" century) cemetery. Grave goods from twenty

burials and the remains of a small wooden struetinéerpreted as an early Christian chapel
indicate the presence of a very late Romanized population (Bavec 2003). Yet the ceramic finds

were typical of the early Slavic periéd.

28 Judging strictly by stylistic chronologies, there appears to have been at#@-year gap between the two
groups.
# Similar situations are also evident at other sites in the southeastgms (alg. Komenda, Ptuj, and Bled-Pristavi).
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2.6.2.3. Reoccupation of Upland Fortified Sites

Above we have discussed the issue of settlement continuity and identity between the Late Roman
and Late Antique periods in the SEANAR. It is becoming clear that although many of the Roman
towns were abandoned, with much of the population fleeing to UFS, some lowland sites also
continued during the 5%6centuries AD. There is yet another apparent rupture at most of these

Late Antique settlements, in both the uplands and lowlands, at the end Bfathe Beginning of

the 7" centuries AD, which seems to coincide with the arrival of raiding Slavic and Avar groups
from the east. We must now address a similar issue of continuity/rupture between Late Antiquity

and the Early Middle Ages (89" centuries).

The beginning of the early middle ages is one of the most enigmatic phases of the SEANAR; any
evidence of 7 century occupion seems to be ‘missing’ at most sites (Modrijan, pers. comm.
2010). This of course could be an illusion caused by problems of chronology, as virtually all sites

in the SEANAR are dated by seriation rather than C-14.

While seemingly all of the Late Antique UFS were abandoned by the end df teatbiry, a

number of them-Tonovcov grad, Tinje, Zbelovska gora, St. Lambert near Pristava, Ajdna

above Potoki-all show evidence of'8and §' century reoccupation. Such reoccupations are
characterized by small (Frankish) metal finds and ceramic material (typically of the ‘Slavic’
style), but only rarely new building episodes (Milavec 2009:253). These later settlers might be
described as ‘squatters’ who made use of the abandoned but still functional stone structures are
such sites. However it is not clear how long many of these UFS were abandoned or whether this

‘abandonment’ (at least at some of these sites) is just an effect of gaps in treogdyo
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2.6.2.4. Mass Migration versus Acculturation: An Alternative View?
Finally, in a recent article, Florin Curta (2010) has argued that many of the styles of material
culture once considered diagnostic of Slavic immigration (such as ‘Prague tyjeeypactually
have ‘indigenous’ precedents in the Late Antique period, and thezfor®tbe necessarily
attributed to Slavic-speaking communities. He also argues-tha to a lack of chronologically
diagnostic materialss-many of the ‘early Slavic’ sééments cannot be securely dated to before
the beginning of the™century. He goes on to suggest:
Moreover, no indication whatsoever exists of what particular language was in use
among the inhabitants of the seventh- and eight-century settlement recently
excavated in northern and central Slovenia, as well as in northern Croatia. It is
only assumedhat they spoke Slavic, just as linguiassumehat the Sclavenes
and Antes mentioned by Byzantine sources spoke Common Slavic (Curta
2010:322, emphasis in original).
Curta posits an alternative theory whereby the Slavic language did not enter into the SEANAR
through a mass immigration of Slavic-speaking communities in the'laterfiury (as is
generally accepted), but instead through Avar political domination of the region in the second
half of the &' century®® The recent publication of this article has not yet allowed time for a

thorough debate on this provocative hypothesis, but it certain embodies a new approach to this

period that must be fully explored.

Whether or not Curta’s specific hypothesis is correct, his article nevertheless indicates that much
of the archaeological interpretation in this region is based upon unproven assumptions and not
actual datd? It further reveals the limitations of using an exclusively ‘ethnic’ lens to explore

aspects of the post-Roman period. Chapter 7 of this dissertation outlines a means of thinking

% Common Slavic is thought to have been the lingua franca of the Avar Enegir€{gta 2010)
* This ‘migration’ versus ‘acculturation’ debate is reminigasf a similar controversy in the transition from
Roman Britain to Anglo-Saxon England (see Higham 1997).
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about social processes during this period that is not reliant on a culture-history approach derived

from the historical narrative.

2.7. CONCLUSION

In summary, was the southeastern Alpine and northern Adriatic region characterized by
continuity or change in the transition from the Late Roman period to the Early Middle Ages? The
answer, of course, is neither simple nor straightforward. It seems that without questterms

of the overall quality of life, trade routes, settlement patterns, and sociopolitical struttiare
SEANAR did experience a momentous shift, particularly in thesd &' centuries AD. The
disappearance of Roman towns and expansion of upland fortified sites certainly attests to this.
Yet recent archaeological research has indicated that this shift was not as absolute as once
thought, providing ample evidence for elements of continuity in terms of demography, identity,
and ceramic technology (Chapter 3 examines the last of these in greater detail). It had long been
assumed that the region was almost completely depopulated by the time of the Slavic and Avar
migrations in the late"8century AD (a narrative perhaps influenced by Slavic nationalist
historiography). We know now that this is a gross exaggeration; while some depopulation is
likely, much of the remaining Romanized populations (@stromanische
Bevolkerungsgruppeontinued to inhabit the region, and recent excavations have demonstrated
cultural contact between Romanized and Slavic groups. What should also be evident is that
even within this relatively small region, there is a great deal of variation; for example,
settlements nearer the coast (i.e. Koper) and farther to the west (Tonovcov grad) experienced
much greater continuity and stability than places further inland (i.e. Tinje), an idea that will be

addressed in the following chapter.
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CHAPTER 3
CERAMIC TECHNOLOGY IN THE LATE ANTIQUE AND EARLY

MEDIEVAL SOUTHEASTERN ALPS:
MACROSCOPIC AND PETROGRAPHIC ANALYSIS

3.1. INTRODUCTION

Chapter 2 outlined the basic historical and archaeological framework for the southeastern Alpine
and northern Adriatic region from the Late Roman through Early Medieval periods, exploring
different aspects of continuity and change in the region as Roman political authority rapidly
disintegrated and was replaced by numerous barbarian successor states. The focus oscillated
back and forth between the regional and local levels, and it also considered how archaeological
and textual evidence could be effectively integrated to provide a clearer, more nuanced picture of

this important historical transition.

In order to further address these significant issues, this chapter presents the results of
macroscopic and microscopic analyses on locally manufactured coarse-ware ceramics taken from
several different settlements throughout the region under investigation. This chapter seeks to
categorize different ceramic fabric types in order to examine the technological choices made
during the manufacturing process (explored further in Chapter 7). Here | address a number of
questions at the regional scale, such as: how did ceramic traditions change from the Late Antique
to Early Medieval period across the southeastern Alps and northern Adriatic (SEANAR)? Was
this change (or lack thereof) uniform across the entire region, or were there sub-regional
patterns? Does a change in ceramic technological choices necessarily correlate to new social
identities or shifting economic patterns? In what way does the archaeological record support or

undermine the traditional historical narrative for this region?



3.1.1. Chapter Outline

This chapter begins with a description of the basic mechanics of ceramic petrography as
employed in this research project. It provides a very brief historical overview of ceramic
petrographic studies in Anglo-American archaeology, and then turns to some of the previous
petrographic research done in the Late Roman and Early Medieval eastern Alpine region. It then
outlines the research design and methodology adopted in this project, touching on issues of
sampling strategy, qualitative and quantitative methods of analysis, and potential limitations of

the dataset.

The next sections provide the geological, historical, and archaeological context for each of the
sites included in the petrographic study, and then present the results of the compositional
classification. It connects the petrographic results from each individual site to the broader
regional context, drawing some tentative conclusions about issues of technological continuity

and change. Finally, some suggestions for future research possibilities ar& made.

3.2. CERAMIC PETROGRAPHIC RESEARCH IN ARCHAEOLOGY

3.2.1. What is Ceramic Petrography?

Pottery is the most prevalent archaeological material at most Late Roman and Early Medieval
sites in Central Europe, and ceramic analysis has a long history in the archaeology of this period.
Yet the literature on Late Roman and Early Medieval fine-ware and coarse-ware ceramics has
been dominated by stylistic analyses. This project adopts a different methodology that

investigates the mineralogical composition of coarse-ware pottery with macroscopic and

% Appendix A provides detailed descriptions for each of the petrofabric gr@lpng with photographs of the
‘thick’ and thin sections, andppendix B gives the provenience of each of the ceramic samples utilitted i
study.
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petrographic analyses. Ceramic petrography is an archaeological method aimed at identifying
and describing the fabrics of materials made from clay. Although an exhaustive account of this
method is beyond the scope of this chapter (see Mason 2004:5-22, Whitbread 1995:365-396 for
excellent summaries), it is important to provide at least a brief methodological synopsis in order

to appreciate its utility for examining the questions under consideration here.

3.2.1.1. Optical Microscopy

The analysis requires the creation of a ceramic ‘thin sectdréreby a small sample (c. 2 x 3

cm) of a ceramic vessel is ground to approximately 0.03 mm in thickness and mounted on a glass
slide. Since most of the coarse-ware pottery in this analysis was relatively low-fired and quite
friable, a resin epoxy was impregnated into each sample to hold the fabric together during the
grinding process. Some samples were also stained with alizarin red-S, which allows one to

distinguish different types of carbonates in the pottery fabric.

The thin section can be observed under a polarizing light (or petrographic) microscope (see

Figure 3.1). A petrographic microscope is one in which normal light passes through a lower
polarizing lens (called thegolarizer) that filters the light vibrations along a single (north/south)

plane. A second polarizing lens (thealyze) oriented perpendicular to the first (east/west) is

placed between the stage and eyepiece. When the second lens is enabled, it absorbs the polarized
light that passed through the lower lens, which effectively cancels out all light moving towards

the eyepiece. However when a thin section is placed on the rotating stage between the two

lenses, the crystalline structure of the translucent ceramic fabric bends the light at particular
angles, which gives the inclusions and matrix of the ceramic fabric specific optical properties

that provide important information on the composition of the sample.
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Three major components of the ceramic fabric can be assessed microscopically: the matrix (or
groundmass), non-plastic inclusions, and voids. The teatnix describes the very fine-grained
materials (<30mm fraction) in which coarser particles are embedded. It is characterized by
fracture, color, and birefringence (i.e. anisotropic or optically active). Thenenaplastic
inclusionencompasses all coarser rock, mineral and organic materials present in the matrix,
including those both naturally present and artificially added (i.e. temper). Most mineral

inclusions can be identified based upon a range of optical propediegpe, color, relief,

cleavage, pleochroism, birefringence, extinction, and opaaityder plane light (with only the
polarizer enabled) and cross-polarized light (with both polarizer and analyzer eriableege

optical behaviors are the result of the specific atomic and crystallographic structures unique to
particular minerals and rocks. After identification, the non-plastic inclusions are then described

in terms of their abundance, roundedness, size, orientation, sortedness, or other meaningful
properties:* Lastly, the ternvoid refers to pores in the matrix that once held non-plastic

inclusions prior to firing; these can also be described in terms of their abundance and shape.
Although the basic principles of ceramic petrographic analysis are universally accepted, it should
be noted that a number of different techniques that can be employed for recording and presenting

this data, which vary depending on the preference of the afalyst.

% Kerr (1977: chapter 10) provides a detailed description of identifying mineralsiisetbfion

* For example, carbonates can be distinguished between those with Ispgery) or small (micritic) crystal size, as
well as the degree of disintegration into lime mud. Quartz can also beglissimed by cloudiness and type of
extinction.

* The methodology adopted here most closely follows that of Mason 2004. For examphelagize is

qualitatively determined through the use of comparison charts (followingyTand Chillingar 1955) rather than
point-counting methods (cf. Stoltman 1989). In the methodology adopted hkeedivision between ‘coarse’ and
‘fine’ quartz fallsaround 0.5 mm.
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By examining as many of these properties as possible, one can normally determine the identity of

the mineral or rock inclusion. Even when specific minerals cannot be precisely identified, optical

microscopy generally permits the identification of the mineral class or group. Additionally,
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special stains can be added during the creation of the thin section in order to facilitate mineral
identification, particularly to feldspars and carbonates. The identification of inclusions can
potentially provide valuable information on the provenance of the clay itself, or other
technological aspects of the ceramic manufacturing process (temper, firing temperature, etc.),

addressed in greater detail at the end of Chapter 7.

3.2.1.2. Point Counting

Beyond simple identification of the presence or absence of particular minerals, petrography
offers a number of other potential quantitative or semi-quantitative methodologies. The methods
for examining the size, shape, and sorting of these inclusions are known as granulometrics (Rice
1987:379). A common quantitative methodology is point-counting (see Stoltman 1989, 1991,
Fargher 2007). In this method, the researcher (manually or with a computer program) explores
the ceramic thin section at fixed, standardized intervals, identifying and recording whatever falls
in the crosshairs of the field of view. The tabulation of these inclusions is then considered a
statistically representative sample of the entire fabric. While this method may help to provide
some quantitative support for assessing the composition of the fabric, scholars in both geology
and archaeology have questioned the statistical validity of this technique when applied to
ceramic materials and suggest that the qualitative visual comparison charts are equally valid and

much faster (Mason, pers. comm. 2011).

3.2.2. Brief History of Ceramic Petrographic Studies

As is the case with many archaeometric techniques, the methods of thin section petrography
were initially developed outside of archaeology. Scottish physicist and geologist William Nicol
is credited with pioneering petrographic analysis and inventing the first mechanism for

producing plane polarized lightthe Nicol prismm—patented in 1828 (Peterson 2009:3). During
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the 19" century, English geologists such as William Henry Fox Talbot and Henry Clifton Sorby
advanced the methodological sophistication of petrographic microscopy, recognizing that
numerous minerals groups could be identified in thin section more effectively than in hand

sample.

However it was not until the late 1 @entury that archaeologists recognized how this method

could be applied to the study of ancient ceramic materials. The first application of thin section
petrography to archaeological ceramics is generally credited to Anatole Bamps, who used the
method to demonstrate that the different colors observed in cross-section in his pottery
represented firing temperatures rather than different clay sources (Rice 1987:311). Several other
scholars during this periedincluding German geologist Karl Georg Richard Lepsius (1890) and
Scandinavian anthropologist Erland Nordenski6ld (193150 used this geological method to

address archaeological research questions (Peterson 2009:3).

Despite the early success of these compositional studies, ceramic technological analyses were
not widely implemented in American archaeology until the middle of tHec@ptury. It was

only through the work of two major figures in American archaeclegypna O. Shepard and
Frederick Matsonr-that ceramic compositional analysis would become widely accepted as an
important complementary method to the study of traditional formal and stylistic attributes of
archaeological ceramics. Shepard’s seminal vol@er@amics for the Archaeologiffirst

edition, 1956) constituted the first attempt to systematically incorporate ceramic technological
analyses, including petrography, into a larger research design for the study of ancient pottery.
Through her work at a number of sites in the southwest US and Central America, Shepard
convincingly demonstrated how compositional analysis could provide important information on

ceramics that could not be otherwise determined by traditional stylistic methods.
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Frederick Matson’s work in the Old World, primarily in southeastern Europe atiusesi

Asia, proved to be equally influential in Anglo-American archaeology. Matson first developed

the ‘ceramic ecology’ approach to the study of ancient pottery (see Matson 1965, 1988).

Drawing on the work cultural ecologists such as Julian Steward, ceramic ecology emphasized the
importance of studying the environmental context and examining the complex interplay of

natural and socio-cultural factors (Tite 2008:17). This perspective remains the most widely
utilized approach to pottery analy$isn Anglo-American archaeology (see Kolb 1984, 1989,

Arnold 1985), although it has been criticized for its “inability to provide little more than a static

description of ceramic manufacture and use in which everything is ‘adaptive” (Rice 1996:185).

In recent decades, ceramic petrography has been widely implemented in Old World archaeology,
particularly in the Mediterranean region and southwest Asia, giecegion’s complex geology

is particularly well suited to provenance studies. Although there are far too many important
scholars to cover here, the work of Peter Day and lan Whitbread in the Aegean has been of
particular import (Whitbread 1995, Day et al 1999). Today, petrography is just one of many

useful methods for determining the composition of ceramic fabrics, including macroscopic fabric
characterization (Moody et al 2003), X-ray diffraction, as well as an ever-growing suite of
physiochemical analyses (optical emission spectrometry, x-ray fluorescence, neutron activation
analysis, atomic absorption spectrometry, etc.). Such multifaceted, integrated analyses are
tremendously useful as complementary datasets, provided the researcher possesses the time and

budget required for their proper implementation (Tite 2608).

% Rice (1996:184) notes that it is still perhaps dmy comprehensive theoretical perspective that is widely
accepted in ceramic studies
" For a general overview, see Rice 1987.

82



3.2.3. Previous Petrographic Research in Late Antique/Early Medieval SEANAR

Ceramic petrography is without question a widely utilized and effective methodology for
exploring a range of important archaeological questions. The following section focuses
specifically on the application of this methodology in the region and period under consideration
in this dissertation. While in comparison to other regions and periods petrography has not been
widely implemented in the Late Antique and Early Medieval eastern Alps, there are several

important studies that indicate its potential effectiveness as a research tool.

3.2.3.1. Late Antiquity

Andrea Gastgeb (1995) petrographic analysis of ceramics at the sites of Hemmaberg and
Teurnia in southern Austria represents the only published petrographic study on coarse-ware
ceramics from this region in Late Antiquity. Teurnia was a major town in the Roman province of
Noricum built during the %t century AD on top of a previous Iron Age settlement (see Chapter

2). This town remained active until its apparent destruction at some point ifi teat6iry. Its
mention in theVita Severinisuggests that it was one of the later Roman towns in the region to be
abandoned (Glaser 1983). Gastgeb analyzed 96 ceramic coarse-ware samples from both the
Roman Provincial period 'C?century AD) and Late Antique period”t/!ﬁth century AD) from

this site. Her results demonstrated that these ceramics can be divided into two mineralogical
groups, which largely reflect these two different periods; in other words, there was a great deal of
similarity within each period, but a clear distinction in technological traditions between them

(Gastgeb 1995:246).

Gastgeb also analyzed 83 ceramic samples from Hemmaberg, an important nearby Late Antique
settlement and ecclesiastical complex, which was contemporaneous with the later phases of

Teurnia. Her results indicated two distinct fabric types, one of which had clear correlation to the
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material from Teurnia. The other fabric had large carbonate inclusions interpreted as temper,

which Gastgeb associated with the early Slavic populations (Gastgeb 1995:248).

Other petrographic work in the Late Roman southeastern Alpine region has been conducted on
mortar samples in order to examine the provenience of building materials from Hemmaberg
(Ladstatter and Sauer 1998) and some fine Roman imports such as African Red Slip (Ladstatter

2000).

3.2.3.2. Early Middle Ages

Although no petrographic studies have been published on early medieval ceramics from the
southeastern Alps, such research has been conducted in the Danube valley to the north, where the
petrographic analysis of 178 early medieval ceramic sherds from the site of Thunau am Kamp in
Lower Austria was undertaken by Rudolf Dell’Mour (2001). By analyzing the mineralogical
composition of this ceramic sample, he was able to distinguish between local and imported fabric

types at this settlement.

Hajnalka Herold (2002, 2007, 2008) has also conducted a number of important mineralogical
studies of early medieval ceramics from Lower Austria, western Hungary, and Bulgaria. In one
of her more recent investigations (2009), she attempted to use a combination of stylistic and
fabric (macroscopic and microscopic) characteristics to investigate the relationship of material
culture to social identity. Herold selected ceramic samples from three different early medieval
sites in Leitha river valley in Lower Austria. One of these sites (Frohsdorf) was identified
through artifactual assemblages (metal finds) as an ‘Avar’ cemetery dating to tHeaat: &
centuries, while the other two nearby early medieval cemeteries (Pitten and Erlach) were

identified as non-Avar (i.e. Slavic). Fifty ceramic samples, four spindle whorls, and three clay
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samples were divided into two major groups: one rich in iron, the other dominated by carbonates
(limestone), each of which were then further divided into five subcategories based on the relative

proportions of the minerals (Herold 2009:119).

Herold compared the (largely intact) ceramic vessels from these three burial contexts in terms of
(1) decoration, (2) morphological variation (vessel shape and rim profiles), (3) method of
formation (hand built or wheel thrown), and (4) fabric type (which is a combination of initial

clay source and subsequent manufacturing techniques). She found that while ceramic samples
from each of the three sites had unique compositional characteristics, it was vessel form that

most clearly divided the Avar from non-Avar context (ibid:127).

3.3. RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY

3.3.1. Why Petrography?

Thin section petrography is only one of a number of different analyses that can be potentially
useful for examining ceramic assemblages. This section briefly explains why thin section
petrography was utilized in this study over other methodologies (i.e. stylistic, formal, other
archaeometric technigues). As noted above, stylistic and formal analyses have dominated
ceramic approaches to the Late Roman and Early Medieval periods in the SEANAR. While such
analyses have indeed provided a wealth of important information, they also have several
significant limitations. One particular complication is the stylistic uniformity of Late Roman and
Early Medieval coarse-ware pottery, which has made precise categorization and chronology
building difficult (see Rodriguez 1992, 1997, Ladstatter 2003). Local coarse-wares (i.e. cooking

pottery) have generally been of less interest to archaeologists than fine-ware imports (i.e.



amphorae, oil lamps, or African Red Slip ware), perhaps because the former are generally
considered less useful for building chronologically precise typologies. Unfortunately, many
published monographs only deal with the coarse-ware material in cursory fashion, focusing most
of their attention on the Mediterranean imports. In fact, there is only one published article in the
last several decades that focuses primarily on the coarse-ware ceramic material from the
SEANAR (Rodriguez 1992). Yet there is much to be gained from studying coarse-ware ceramic
material, such as addressing issues of ceramic technology at the local level. The best method for
investigating technological issues for these largely unglazed and often undecorated materials is

ceramic compositional analysis.

Of the many different techniques that archaeologists have at their disposal today for investigating
ceramic composition, ceramic petrography is the most appropriate method for the dataset under
scrutiny here. There are three basic types of clay-fired ceramic: earthenware (fired- 42000

C), stoneware (fired at 12601300° C), and porcelain (fired over 1300° C). All the coarse-ware
ceramics in this study are earthenwares. Petrography is most effective on this type of low-fired
ceramic (Rice 1987:382), because minerals are often destroyed at higher firing temperatures,
producing more homogeneous fabric pastes, which can only be distinguished through

physiochemical methods.

Since petrography does not require the use of expensive laboratory equipment (other than access
to the petrographic microscope itself), a large number of samples can be analyzed at a relatively
low cost; for these reasons, petrography is generally regarded as the most cost-effective
technique for studying ceramic composition and micromorphology (Whitbread 1995:366).
Although it does require the ‘destruction’ of a small part of the ceramic body, it is generally less

obtrusive (and cheaper) than other chemical analyses (ibid). While physiochemical analyses
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provide greater quantitative precision regarding ceramic composition, in this study they would
only have been necessary if petrographic analysis failed to produce meaningful compositional

groups>®

3.3.2. Research Questions and Site Selection

One of the major questions for the Late and ptmtian SEANAR concerns issues of ‘change’
versus ‘continuity’. As explored in the previous chapter, the debate over whether the end of
Roman authority in the West should be characterizecbliapse’ or ‘transformation’ has been
raging for the better part of a century, and shows little signs of resolution. Although
understanding the nature of the transition from the Late Antique to Early Medieval worlds is
undoubtedly an important topic to address, one must first identify a specific regitypantl
continuity to investigate. With the hope of providing a small contribution to this debate, this
chapter examines such issues in the context of ceramic technology in the SEANAR. Although
this is an admittedly preliminary effort, it does constitute the first attempt in the SEANAR at a

regional comparison during this critical period of history in southern central Europe.

In order to address changes in ceramic technology in the region of the southeastern Alps and
northern Adriatic, sites were selected based on the following criteria: (1) evidence of occupation
duringboth Late Antiquity (4" — 7" centuries ADandthe Early Middle Ages (8— 9" centuries

AD); (2) excavations conducted with modern, scientific methodologies and the subsequent
publication of the results; (3) physical access to the material granted to the author. The first
criterion was particularly important due to the type of analysis conducted; since mineralogical
composition of local ceramics would potentially be affected by natural variations in the

underlying geological bedrock (the parent material for clay), it was critical to be ataattol

% Such analyses, which tend to be expensive, may be pursued in future research.
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for spatial variation In other words, any attempt to compare ceramics from different periods at
sites with differing underlying geology would inevitably encounter the problem of determining
whether differences in the ceramic mineralogy were the result of differences in ceramic
production or the use of different clay sources. Therefore in order to make a meaningful
comparison, two different temporal components at a single geographic location were necessary

to address these issues.

The need for sites that met the second and third criteria is perhaps obvious, since it is critical to
be able to know the proper context of this material in order to make confident conclusions.
Although the Late Roman and Early Medieval periods have been studied in Slovenia for many
decades, one still encounters the typical problems of haphazard and unsystematic excavations,

unpublished material, missing excavation reports, etc.

Three sites that met the above criteria were selected for inclusion in this study: (1) Tonovcov
grad in western Slovenia near the Italian border, (2) Koper on the northwestern coast of the
Istrian peninsula and (3) Tinje in eastern Slovenia near the border with Croatia (see Figure 3.3).
A fourth site—the Late Roman upland fortified settlement of Rifaias also included in the

study, although an early medieval phase has yet to be confidently identified at this site
(Bausovec, pers. comm. 2010). However Rifnik is a major, well-studied Late Roman/Late
Antique hilltop fort in close proximity to Tinje, so it was included as a potentially interesting

point of comparison.

The timeline below compares the different phases at each site. It is important to note that the
terms ‘Late Antiquity’ and ‘Early Middle Ages’ do not exactly overlap; such periodizations have

been independently established at each site. In the case of Tonovcov grad and Tinje, this was
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based on the temporary abandonment of settlement, at Rifnik and Koper, arbitrary chronological

divisions was made, despite continuous settlement.

.“
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Figuree3.2¢
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The geographical distribution of these four sites provides the potential for important comparisons
that can shed light on the different socio-historical processes unfolding during the transition from
Late Antiquity to the Early Middle Ages in this region. As explored further below, each of these
sites experienced a very different ‘historical’ situation. Tonovcov grad was a small military
outpost that became a full-scale upland fortified settlement durind'tberury, and is thought

to have been situated far enough west to avoid the major Slavic and Avar raids that characterized
the late & and early 7 century further east. Koper was a coastal settlement during Late

Antiquity that expanded during the Early Middle Ages, and is one of the only known sites in the
region to have been continuously occupied throughout this entire transition. Tinje was a small,

atypical upland fortified settlement that would have been directly impacted by the
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aforementioned migrations from the north and east. Therefore this topic provides an interesting
case study to see whether the ceramic material supports or undermines the established historical

narrative for this period.

Croatia
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Figuree3.3¢
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(©2011-Google)

3.3.3. Sampling Strategy

The research goal of this study was to examine changes in local ceramic technological
production through the analysis of coarse-ware ceramics from settlement contexts. Therefore
imported fine-ware ceramics as well as ceramics from burial contexts were purposefully
excluded from this dataset. This does not meant to imply that ceramics from burial assemblages
could not potentially be locally produced, but it was simply a matter of narrowing down a

specific dataset.

9C















Figure 3.5

Aerial Photo of Tonovcov grad{
Permission courtesy of the Institute of Archaeology in Ljubljana
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Figure 3.13
Aerial Photo of Koper (© 2011 Google)






Figuree3.15¢
ByzantinesStylesBelteBuckles
withsCarolingianeDecoratione

fromeKoperes

(aftereCunjas1996) ®







































http://www.fao.org/DOCREP/003/Y1899E/y1899e17.htm#P1 0









































































Figuree4.16-
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Figuree4.17.
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Figuree7.4e
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Figuree9.1.

Cultural!Origins!of!“Modern”!Europe!( aftersDussell*2000:467) ®
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