Is there Reliable Archival

Data? The Problem of

Interpretation of an Unusual
Specimen From Gurjevsk
(Formerly Trausitten)

on the Sambian Peninsula

BARTOSZ
KONTNY

176

IS THERE RELIABLE ARCHIVAL DATA?

THE PROBLEM OF INTERPRETATION

OF AN UNUSUAL SPECIMEN FROM GURJEVSK
(FORMERLY TRAUSITTEN)

ON THE SAMBIAN PENINSULA

BARTOSZ KONTNY

Abstract

The article concerns the fork-like artefact found in grave 22 at Gurjevsk (formerly Trausitten). Based on Herbert Jankuhn’s
yles, it had seemed to be a part of a Roman helmet, but after ynding it in the Prussia Collection (nowadays in Berlin) it seems

to be of quite modern origin (a musket rest?).
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Introduction

It sounds like a common phrase that archival data be-
came the main source of information concerning the
archaeology of the West Baltic Circle (Kolendo, Now-
akowski 2000). It still provides us with new, some-
times astounding, ynds. One such unusual ynding from
the necropolis in Gurjevsk, Gurjevsk district (formerly
Trausitten, Kreis Fischhausen) | have noticed search-
ing through Herbert Jankuhnds yles' (as refers to the
necropolis in Trausitten see: Hollack 1908, p. 167;
Nowakowski 1996, pp.153, 157, 160, 161 and 163
with further literature). It seemed to be of great impor-
tance for our state of knowledge concerning the Sam-
bian Peninsula during the Roman Period. The artefact
in question comes from grave 22. The following data
may be drawn from a chart from Herbert Jankuhn’s

yles (Fig. 1).

Furnishing and chronology of Gur-
jevsk grave 22

1. In cremation urn grave 22 there were found: an urn,
another clay vessel, a fragment of an iron bit together
with a ring-shaped curb bit and metal yttings to fasten
bridles, two iron spurs, as well as a fork-like iron ob-
ject.

2. These iron elements were sketched by Herbert
Jankuhn, and their basic dimensions were put down.

1 Kept in Arch®ologisches Landesmuseum Schlob Gottorf in
Schleswig (I would like to express here my gratitude to
Professor Claus von Carnap-Bornheim).

3. Jankuhn also wrote a remark that he used draw-
ings prepared by Johann Heydeck, a former keeper of
the Prussia Altertumsgesellschaft society’s collection
(written note: “Zeichnung von Heydeck”). Neverthe-
less, it is most probable that Jankuhn knew the grave
furnishing from an autopsy, as they were gathered in
the Prussia Museum collection in Kdnigsberg (on the
chart he wrote an inventory No. PM Il 158, 1014:
22).

4. The mysterious specimen had the shape of a letter
Yo, its length was 9.4 centimetres and the width of the
upper part 8.4 centimetres. Over the middle part of it,
an oval outline was drawn by Jankuhn, but its character
cannot be interpreted deynitely as he did not make any
closer description of it. The arms of the upper part had
outcurved terminals. Traces of rust are clearly visible
in the sketch of the lower part of the specimen, and it
seems that this area had been completely spoiled by
corrosion.

The chronology of the specimen can not be set pre-
cisely. As refers to the iron bit, it should be attributed
probably to type 1C,, and the ring to type 2B, after M.
Trsnes (1993), but obviously these elements are not
good chronological indicators (Trsnes 1993, Fig. 53:
a-b). Moreover, we do not know anything concerning
the shape of the clay vessels as they were not described
or drawn by Jankuhn. The only dating element is the
spur (or spurs)?. Although its drawing is not very pre-
cise, the relatively pat and narrow bow of even width as

2 If spurs appear in pairs they are generally of identical or
similar shape. Unfortunately, Jankuhn left us with a draw-
ing of one spur (Fig. 1).



Function and
interpretation of
the mysterious
specimen

The problem arises:
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what was the function of
that mysterious element?
My yrst impression was
that we may have the
crest holder of a Roman
helmet (Fig. 2). The hel-
met-crest was an impor-
tant element of Roman
military attire, signifying
status, enabling to dis-
tinguish a unit during an
engagement in the yeld,
as well as playing a psy-
chological role (Bishop
1990, pp.161-162). The
general shape of the item
in question strengthens
the above hypothesis.
Forked crest holders had
proportionally  longer
or shorter arms (Bishop
and Coulston 1993, Fig.
58: 1, 4). Apparently,
their length was not the
crucial factor. Also, the
terminals differed from
one another: they were
- shaped as simple bars,
eg Vindonissa (Waurick
1988, Fig. 4: 1-2), knobs,

Fig. 1. The furnishings of the grave 22 from Gurjevsk (formerly Trausitten) according to

Herbert Jankuhnis yles.

well as the conical prick are clearly visible. Therefore,
we may attribute it as an example close to subgroup C2
(more probable) or D after J. Ginalski (1991, pp.58-
59). On this premise it may be cautiously stated that
the grave comes from phase B,, which means the yrst
phase of Dollkeim-Kovrovo Culture (Nowakowski
1996, pp.48-50), maybe even the earliest stage of it,
as spurs C2 after J. Ginalski appeared during phase B,
in Przeworsk Culture (Ginalski 1991, p.59); examples
of subgroup D are dated to phase B, (Ginalski 1991,
p.59). It should be noted that spurs and horse harnesses
appeared in Dollkeim-Kovrovo Culture in its whole
chronological range (Nowakowski 1996, pp.56-58).

eg Aislingen (Bishop and
Coulston 1993, Fig. 58:
1), and quite frequently
they were outcurved, as
in the case of Gurjevsk grave 22, see Kalkriese (men-
tioned above) or Rheingdnheim (Bishop and Coulston
1993, Fig. 58: 4). Such crest holders were made of
bronze as well as iron, eg Kalkriese (Franzius 1993,
Fig. 1). The cross-section of arms and the lower part
was rectangular (see example from Aislingen, men-
tioned above). Such holders were characteristic of Gal-
lic-Roman helmets (Weisenau type). They appeared
during the times of the early principate, mostly from
the yrst half of the yrst century AD up to the start of the
third century AD, although we know earlier specimens
of that type from the times of Augustus’ reign (Wau-
rick 1988, p.255), eg Kalkriese (Franzius 1993, p.112;

ARCHAEOLOGIABALTICA 8

@—

WARRIORS
AND
ARMAMENTS
FROM THE
VISTULA

TO THE
DAUGUVA

177







