STRONGLY PROFILED BROOCHES WITH TRAPEZIUM FORM
- FOOT IN THE ROMAN PROVINCE OF DACIA

SORIN COCIS

Strongly profiled brooches are among the most numerous fibulae,
in ‘Rorhan Dacia, where out of an approximate number of 3 000 brooches,
500 are strongly profiled (169/). A recent article about the strongly pro-
filed brooches with trapezium shaped foot (Andrzejowski 1992) in the em-
pire and in the barbaricum determined me to study this category of
brooches in Dacia.

Brooches of this type originate in the strongly profiled bréoches
from the Eastern Alps (Kossack 1962); they appeared in the second half
of the 1st century A.D. (Andrzejowski 1992, p. 111---112). In pre-Roman
Dadia there is only one sample, at Poiana (SCIV 1952, p. 202, fig. 26, 7)
and it is dated in the 1st century A.D. But in Roman Dacia there is
an abundance of these brooches, a number of 74 being known in our pro-
vince (see the list); this number represents 600/ of the discoveries in the
empire and in the Barbaricum.

"This category of brooches has the following features: the spring is
made of 8 to 16 spires, the chord is high and exterior; the head strongly
profiled, usually faceted, is protected in the majority of cases by a small
plate, rectangular or round. The bow is also faceted and it ends in a
knot on the upper face of the brooch; the foot is trapezium shaped and
could be decorated with incisions — ,,wolf teeth“ ornaments (fig. 1/2-—6,
1I/1, 2, 4) or small circles (fig. II/3); the catch-plate is rectangular. The
dlmensmns are variable (2,7 up to 5 cm). They are made of two parts
and the raw-material is bronze in each and every case.

Recent archaeological excavations in the Roman settlement of Na-
poca -in the Northern part of the province — today Cluj-Napoca (Un-
published archaeological report Cocis, Voisian, Rusu-Bolindet) have re-
vealed a workshop which produced brooches "The workshop consists of . .-
a ‘woéoden building near which there were found furnaces, crucibles, a

vast number of mould fragments (approx. 8 000), brooches in different’
phases of execution (20 samples). Approximately 500 moulds and 5 broo-.
ches in course of fabrication represent strongly profiled brooches with
trapezium shaped foot. The fabrication process began by the pressing
of a*double model made of lead or bronze in a pellet of clay (fig. 3/1—06),
a second layer of clay was pressed against the model which was then
pulled out so that its print remained in the clay; the two clay pieces
containing these prints of a double brooch were then stuck together, the
orifice for moulding was cut in and the whole piece of clay burnt. Then
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the bronze was cast in and after being cooled down the clay mould was
broken and a double bronze brooch appeared. The two brooches were then
separated, the artefacts being completed: the cast remains were remo-
ved, the ring for catching the string was made, the catch-plate was folded
up, the bow was polished, the foot ornamented and the string set in.

The workshop in Napoca is dated in the years of the reigns of Trajan
and Hadrian and it is the only workshop excavated in the provinces of
the Roman Empire. In Aquileia (Ettlinger 1973, p. 66) there were found
two strongly profiled brooches with trapezium shaped foot in course of
fabrication, this discovery enables one to presume that a workshop func-
tioned there and, of course, the number of these workshops must have
been higher.

The rather great variety of this category of brooches in Dacia per-
mits a sub-clasification. One group, containing the greatest number (900/p),
consists of brooches with a small plate which protects the head and the
foot in the shape of a trapezium with its longer side at the bottom
(fig. 1/1—6; 2/1--—4). This group has good analogies in Germany (Riha, p. 75,
pl. 10/261—262), Raetia (Ulbert 1959, p. 66, pl. 50/8), Noricum (Jobst
1985, p. 76, fig. 44/13, 16), Pannonia (Patek 1942, p. 183) and Moesia
(Bojovic 1983, p. 38, pl. X/93—94) as well as in barbaricum (Peskar 1972,
p. 43—44, pl. 12/2; Vaday 1985, p. 361, fig. 15/16). Another group con-
sists of two samples found in Locusteni (Popilian 1980, p. 89, pl. IV/2)
and in Micia (Cocis 1986, p. 528, pl. 1I/1) which are caracterized by the
trapezium shaped foot shortly ,,cut* and prolonged by a rectangle (fig. 2/5).
The only analogies are to be found in Pannonia at Siscia (Kosdevié
1985, p. 38, pl. XVII/122). The third group includes brooches found at
Porolissum (Gudea, Lucdcel 1979, p. 338, pl. XVI/189) and Micasasa (Mi-
trofan, Cocis 1985, pl. IV/33). Their head is trumpet — shaped and has
no protection plate (fig. II/6). The foot is also in a trapezium shape. There
are not known analogies for this sub-group of brooches, which seem to
be a local hybrid form between the strongly profiled brooches with tra-
pezium-shaped foot and the trumpet brooches. The last subdivision in-
cludes a single sample found in Gherla (Cocis, Ardevan, Pintea 1992,
p. 378, pl. 11/42), its feature is the small round plate which protects the
head and the trapezium shaped foot whose longest side is on the top (re-
versed trapezium). The only known analogies in the empire are to be
found in Siscia (Koscevié 1985, p. 38, pl. XVIII/129, 133). o

There are 49 samples out of the total of 74 for which a precise place
of discovery is known. The situation of the types of archaeological site
which produced such brooches is as follows: camps 27; towns 4 (build-
ings 1, amphiteater 2, temples 1); rural settlements 12; tombs 5 (mili-
tary 2, civil 3). i

It seems that soldiers more than the civilians were fond wearing
this type of brooches, although we must remember that there could be
only by chance that the statistics show a preference of the military men
because the archaeological research in Romania in the last few decades
was concentrated on military sites and not on civilian objectives.

Following the map of the spread of brooches with trapezium shaped

foot (fig. 4), one can easily see that they are concentrated North of the
river Mures which crosses Dacia from East to West. It is in this area
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that numerous auxiliary units and the legion coming from Pannonia
(Daicoviciu, Protase 1964, p. 166—170; Russu 1973; Moga 1985, p. 19—20)
were stationed, the majority of them from the beginning of the Ro-
man occupation. So it seems reasonable to suppose that strongly pro-
filed brooches with trapezium shaped foot were introduced in Dacia
through soldiers, veterans and civilians coming from the nearby province
of Pannonia.

In Dacia, beside the workshop in Napoca, numerous discoveries made
in Porolissum on the Northern border of the province enable us to sup-
pose the existence of a similar workshop in this Roman settlement, which
was an important centre of trade with the barbarian world. The exca-
vation of the workshop in Napoca offered a clear chronological frame
for this type of brooches and this chronology is also sustained by other
discoveries in Gilidu (Isac, Cocig 1995, pl. V/24) and in Porolissum (Bajusz,
Cocig 1965, pl. 1/7, 8) of samples coming from clear stratigraphic con-
texts wh1ch do not go beyond the reign of Hadrian. It might well be
that some brooches continue to be used up to the middle of the second
century, but not later. An indirect indication of such a conclusion is
their. total absence in the legionary camp at Potaissa (Information M. Bar-
bulescu), which was built towards 170 when the 5th legion Macedonica
was brought from Moesia Inferior into Dacia to enforce the defense of
‘this province after the Marcomannic Wars.

LIST OF FINDS PRESENTED ON THE MAP

1. Porolissum 24 x — Gudea, Lucdcel 1979, p. 328, 335, 339, 343;  pl. IV/41,
pl. XII/132—136; pl. XVI1/189; pl. XVIIY/200; pl. XX1/234; Bajusz, Cocis 1995,
pl. 11/7, 8; pl. V/9: information N. Gudea.

2. Casei 4 x — Isac, Cocis 1995, pl. V/23 25, 27. ’

3. llxwd 2 X — Protase, Coms, Gaiu 198’3, p. 60, fig. 2/22; information C. Gaiu.
4. Buciumj 2 X — Pop 1972, p. 83, pl. XCII1l/1; Gudea, Cocts 1995, pl. 11/12.

5. Gherla 10 X — Cocis, Ardevan, Pintea 1992, p. 327—328, pl. I11/33—43.

6. Madriselu 2 x — Marinescu 1975, p. 308, fig. 12/1—2.

7. Clyj-Napoca 6 x — S. Cocis, V. Voisian, V. Rusu-Bolindet, . unpublished ar-

chaeological report 1994; S. Cocis, V. Voisian, A. Paki (unpublished archaeolo-
gical report, str. V. Deleu, 1993).

8. Gilau 1 x — Isac, Cocis 1995, pl. V/24.

9. Cicdu 1 x — Winkler, Takdcs, Pdius 1979, p. 154, pl. 15/1.

10. Apulum 8 x — Crigan 1979, p. 279, pl. II/l——?. information V. Moga.

11. Micasasa 4 X — Mitrofan, Cocis 1995, pl. 1V/30—33.
12. Micia 1 X — Cocz,s 1986, p. 528, pl. 1I/1.

13. U]pxa Traiana Sarmizegetusa 2 x — .Cocis, Nemes 1983, p. 436, pl, JII/IO mfm
mation Al. Diaconescu.

14. Leu 1 x — Popilian, Nitd 1982, p. 88, fig. 1/3.
15. Locusteni -2 x — Popilian 1980, p. 89, pl. IV/2; pl. XI111/3.
16. Bréncovenesti 1 X — Protase, Zrinyi 1994, p, 127, pl. LIV/7,

ROMAN DACIA (NOT ON THE MAP)

1. Oltenia (?) 2 X — Popescu 1945, p. 494, fig. 5/57—58.
2, Transilvania (?) 1 X — Dumitrascu 1983, p. 86, nr. 18.
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Fig. 1. Different strongly profiled fibulae with trapezium form
foot: 1, Cluj-Napoca, 2, Ulpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa, 3. Gherla,
4. Buciumi, 5. Césgei, 6. Porolissum.
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Fig. 2. Different strongly profiled fibulae with trapezium form foot: 1. Ilisua,
2. Porolissum, 3. Ilisua, 4. Marigel, 5. Locusteni, 6. Micéasasa, 7. Gherla,
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Fig. 3. 1—6 Moulds of the fibulae workshop in Cluj-Napoca.
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