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ANTICKA STAVEBNA KERAMIKA V GERMANSKYCH OBJEKTOCH

ROMAN BUILDING CERAMICS IN THE BARBARIAN ENVIRONMENT IN SLOVAKIA

ERIK HRNCIARIK

Keywords: Roman bricks, Roman Period, settlement finds, grave finds, distribution of bricks, functional purpose of
bricks in barbarian environment

Abstract: Roman bricks on the territory of Slovakia are found in three contexts: they are part of the so-called Roman-
style buildings, and we find them in the backfill of settlement features and graves. They have fulfilled their primary
function, that is building material, only in the first mentioned case; in the other two cases they were probably used for
some other purposes. The ancient Germans have appreciated them mainly for their ability to easily absorb and retain
warmth. It is likely that they have used them for thermal preparation of food or as a constructional part of ovens. In
Slovakia we know only of a single grave whose construction may have been built of bricks. This way of use, relatively
widespread in the Roman Empire, did not gain acceptance in the barbarian population.

Rimska stavebnd keramika v barbarskom prostredi na Slovensku. Rimske tehly sa na tizemi Slovenska vyskytujii
v troch kontextoch: s sucastou tzv. na rimsky sposob vystavanych stavieb, objavujeme ich vo vyplni sidliskovych
objektov a vo vyplni hrobov. Svoju primdrnu funkciu, teda ako stavebny materidl plnili len v prvom pripade ostatnych
dvoch boli pravdepodobne pouzité na iné ticely. Germdni si na nich cenili najmd ich schopnost lahko prijat a udrzat
teplo. Je pravdepodobné, Ze ich pouzivali pocas tepelnej tipravy jeddl, alebo ako sticast konstrukcie peci. Zo Slovenska
pozndme len jeden hrob kde by sa dalo predpokladat, Ze jeho konstrukcia bola zhotovend z tehdl. Toto, v Rimskej risi
pomerne rozsirené pouZitie, sa u barbarského obyvatelstva nepresadilo.

Roman building ceramics in the barbarian environment on the territory of today’s Slovakia occur in three con-
texts. In the context of known find circumstances, bricks are part of Roman style buildings, settlement structures
and graves. The second context is that of old museum collections which lack a specific localization. The secondary
use of bricks in medieval and modern constructions constitutes the third context, but is not a subject of this con-
tribution. The paper sets out to map the occurrence of bricks in the studied area and identify their origin as well
as their possible function outside the Roman Empire.

The first group of bricks comes from three sites on which Roman style buildings have been identified. Their
detail analysis was last provided by T. Kolnik (Kolnik 1997, 417-421)". Due to these finds’ character their exact
number cannot be determined but we know that more than 100 stamped bricks come from Bratislava — Dub-
ravka: No.1? (Elschek 1997, 228), 72 from Cifer — Pac: No.2 and 221 from Vel'ky Kyr: No.3 (Kolnik 1997, Tab.
6.4). They consist mostly of stamps from military workshops in Vindobona, Carnuntum and Brigetio, as well as
private workshops in Carnuntum and Vindobona (Hrnciarik 2013, Tab. 66). Since these finds have not under-
gone a petrographic analysis, their origin can only be identified on the basis of the stamps, i.e. in the Pannonian
environment. Chronologically, the production of bricks from Bratislava — Dubravka (ca. third century AD) and
Cifer — Pac (fourth century AD) corresponds with the dating of these sites. By contrast, the majority of bricks
from Vel'ky Kyr date from the second century AD, while the site dates to the fourth century AD. According to
T. Kolnik, this could suggest the existence of another, older building in the area (Komjatice?;: Kolnik 1986,
415) whose bricks were here used secondarily (Kolnik 1997, 419). The current research can neither confirm nor
disprove his assumption. However, my opinion is that we must also consider the possibility that the bricks were
imported together with later items via the Danube and Nitra rivers from dismantled buildings in Carnuntum, and
do not necessarily need to be an indication of an older building. Nevertheless, T. Kolnik regards this as impro-
bable (Kolnik 1959, 43). On the other hand, the bricks found in Komjatice (Tocik 1978, 256) can also be seen as
having come here after the buildings in Vel'ky Kyr had been dismantled.

Although some of the bricks that have been published come from surveys or were discovered in Germanic
structures, it is more or less certain that their primary function was as building material on all three sites menti-
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oned. Typologically they include lateres/laterculi, tegulae, imbrices and tubuli, i.e. bricks used for building walls,
roof covering, but also pieces used as part of the heating system.

The second group of finds comprises bricks from Germanic settlement structures, settlement layers or sur-
veys in the area of the settlements. Their occurrence concentrates in southwestern Slovakia, particularly in the
immediate area of the Pannonian border. Their spread is described in table 1 and map 1.

Similarly to the previous group, current research does not allow for specifying the exact number of bricks in
this group. Only three stamped bricks have their origin located. Two of them come from surveys on sites Moca
(Hrnéiarik 2013, Cat. no. 1739) and Sarovce (Kolnik 1959, note 21) and have stamps LEG I AD of the military
brick workshop at the legionary fortress in Brigetio. The find from Surany (TIR 2002, 446) is stamped LEG II
ADIUTRIX, which proves its Aquincum origin.

Apart from one find from a structure in Bratislava — Staré Mesto (Musilovd/Lesdk 1996, 87-105), all items
date to the Late Roman period, i.e. the second to fourth centuries AD. Their occurrence often corresponds with
the reconstruction of the Roman frontier after the Marcomannic wars during the reign of Caesar Commodus, but
most often with reconstructions in Late Antiquity.

Typologically they are mainly tegulae/imbrices and lateres/laterculi, i.e. bricks that in the Roman Empire
served as roof covering or for building walls. However, in Barbaricum they were rarely used as building material.
According to T. Kolnik, some pit houses in Cifer - Pac had roof covering (Kolnik 1975, 9). Several tegulae were
found in structure 131 in Bratislava-Dubravka, though according to the interpretation of their finders they had
not been used as roof covering but as floor covering (Elschek 1997a, 225). But the find is problematic as the find
circumstances were recorded but not sufficiently documented. That means that bricks hardly played a role in Ger-
manic architecture. The Germans continued to use traditional building materials such as wood, clay, straw, etc.
Despite this fact bricks do occur in the finds material, and were thus likely used for other purposes. Nevertheless,
we have no direct proof of it and can only speculate about their utilization.

These bricks had flat surfaces that might have been used for cutting food or other materials. But since the
surfaces bear no traces of cuts, this purpose was apparently served by wooden boards, which were lighter and did
not crumble when used for cutting, as would have been the case with the bricks.

Interestingly enough, according to the published information most of the brick finds were fragments, which
allows us to consider their other uses. The Germans could possibly have been collecting old bricks on the aban-
doned Roman building sites, for instance in Bratislava — Dubravka. They brought them to their settlements and
cleaned them off mortar, which was undesirable for their secondary use. Such “cleaning” might have caused that
they crumbled or small pieces broke off them. It could have been these fragments that were found in infills of
settlement structures or layers. The cleaned bricks were then offered for sale or exchange for other goods. A simi-
lar practice is still found today among poorer families in Slovakia (e.g. in Romani settlements) and is carried out

Map. 1 Occurrence of Roman bricks in Slovakia.
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by women, children or older people to add to the family budget. However, bricks are first of all a valuable product
that keeps the heat for a long time, so they were likely sought after for this quality and used as firebricks for buil-
ding fireplaces, or directly on open fireplace when meals were prepared, for which purpose the flat surface of roof
tiles was particularly suitable. A larger amount of such bricks was found in Zohor, where K. Elschek uncovered
numerous iron furnaces (Elschek 2011, 86). According to the preliminary report there was also a large number of
Roman roof tile fragments, which I think could have served this purpose.

Very interesting among this group of finds are tens of bricks from three East-Slovak sites Kogice-Sebastov-
ce (TIR 2002, 406), Raznany-Farské (Karabinos/Vizdal 2010, 15-38) and Krasna (Lamiova-Schmiedlova 1969,
481). In case of the first two sites the bricks were found in settlement structures which, based on analogies, date
to the fourth century AD. In Kogice-Sebastovce they were finds of imbrices around 50 cm long, whose ends were
either the same size or one end was narrower and the other one wider. In some of them the inner side was fired
and in shape they resembled the Roman imbrices, though according to the author of the excavation they were
thicker (Lamiova-Schmiedlova 1969, 65-67). Since no tegulae® were found on this site, M. Lamiova-Schmied-
lova assumed that these did not serve as roof covering but as part of floor covering. However, in that case it is
questionable why they bore traces of firing on the inside. Again, we can assume their use for the construction
of kilns, which this site is known for. Such fragments were even found in some of the extinct kilns (Lamiovda-
-Schmiedlova 1969, 65-67).

Unlike in Koice-Sebastovce, in Raziany — Farské remains of both types of roof tiles were found, tegulae
as well as imbrices (Karabinos 2010, 152). They may have been brick remains that had covered an unidenti-
fied building. The authors of the excavation assume it to be a stone building, whose foundations have not been
uncovered yet. However, similar to Cifer — Pac, it was not necessarily a stone building. A wooden building (for
example with a pole structure) could have been covered in the same way if it had a properly made truss laid on
the structure, which was firmly anchored in the ground. Yet petrographic analyses of bricks from Raznany*, as
well as parallels from Pontus or the area of Chernyakhov culture (Popa 2001) suggest that they were products
of domestic workshops, produced under the influence of Roman brick workshops, and not imports from Roman
provinces. That this environment had contacts with the Roman Empire and even with Pontus, is proved by finds
from a rich grave in Ostrovany, which was situated about one kilometer from Raznany (Karabinos 2010, 154),
as well as a unique amphora find with remains of fish sauce — garum from a settlement in Ostrovany (Lamiova-
-Schmiedlova/Tomdsova 1993, 79-80).

The third group of bricks found on the territory of Slovakia consists of an extraordinary find of Roman
brick fragments in the infill® of the inhumation grave 03/07 in Stupava: No. 27 (Turcan/Seféikova 2012, 122).
The fragments are from nine unstamped bricks. Among them were typologically distinguished three fragments
of imbrices, one tegula rim, and the rest is unidentifiable. The cemetery has been dated to the first half of the
third century AD. According to V. Tur¢an and A. Seféakova the affinity between the fragments and the nearby
site Kopec is doubtless, but considering the context in which they were found their function in the grave can be
determined only with difficulty (Turcan/Seféikova 2012, 124). In the Roman environment, roof covering was
also used for tiling and covering the grave chamber (e.g. grave LIII in Rusovce; Pichlerova 1981, 64). Here,
however, brick fragments were found in the infill of a disturbed grave, whose walls had collapsed. These find
circumstances could be evidence that the grave had originally been built of bricks and the grave pit was disturbed
later as they were being taken out, which probably also damaged some of the bricks, so they became useless and
were thrown back into the pit. The option that they were symbolically added to the grave seems to me more or
less improbable, not least because no parallels exist on the territory of the Roman Empire or beyond its borders.
Neither can we assume that the bricks were brought to the grave infill together with clay from an extinct Roman
building, as that would have to be in the immediate area. Their relation to the site Stupava — Kopec is also by
the authors considered only in the wider context of bricks occurrence on this site, but we cannot assume that the
fragments had been brought together with earth from such distance. Even though these graves were damaged in
the later period and many finds have been lost, their inventory is relatively rich and proves strong Romanisation
of the population buried on this cemetery. It is therefore likely that the dead in this grave had been buried the
Roman way, but part of his grave inventory is evidence of his domestic — Germanic origin.

In conclusion, the occurrence of Roman building ceramics concentrates mainly in southwestern Slovakia.
Apart from a few exceptions it did not have application in the domestic Barbarian architecture. Their primary use
cannot be assumed before the third century AD, when Roman style buildings start occurring in the studied area.
Yet these bricks were used by the Roman, not domestic builders. The occurrence of brick fragments in the Ger-
manic environment is related to their thermal qualities, especially their ability to absorb and accumulate heat. It
is therefore likely that they were used in thermal preparation of food, in metalworking, or in constructing ceramic
kilns. The occurrence of brick fragments in Germanic graves is rare on the territory of Slovakia.
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Site Find Type Number  |Stamp Literature
circum-
-stances
Bratislava — Devinska Nova |Survey  |tegulae/ ca. 60 Elschek/Mihdl/Kubiny
Ves, Position I: No.4 imbrices 1996, 44-48
Bratislava — Devinska: Nova |Survey | Tegulae 1 Farkas$/Turcan 1992, 33
Ves, Za blatom: No.5
Bratislava — Staré mesto: Str. 12 1 Musilovd/Lesdk 1996,
No.6 87-105
Bratislava — Zdhorska Bys- |Survey  |tegulae/ Several Farkas/Ivdk 1993,
trica : No.7 imbrices fragments 36-37
Cifer : No.8 Pit house |Tegulae 1 Ruttkay/Bielich/
Chebern/Kuzma 2002,
169-170
Cifer - Pac: No.9 Str. 1 Varsik/Bedndr 1990,
167-168
Hurbanovo : No.10 Str. 1 tegulae/ 1 Ruttkay/Bielich 2002,
imbrices 166-169
Chlaba : No.11 Survey 1 Kolnik 1959a,
note 21
Chotin VII : No.12 Str. Several Also stamped Romsauer 1978,
fragments 207-209
Kamenin : NoI3. Survey 1 Kolnik 1959a,
note 21
Komyjatice — Legionarske: | Str. Several Tocik 1978, 257-261
No. 14 fragments
Komjatice — Tomd3ove: Str. Several Tocik 1978, 254-257
No.15 fragments
Str. 16 Fragment
Kvetoslavov : No.16 Survey 1 Kolnik 1959a,
note 21
Moca: No.17 Survey 1 LEGIAD Hrnéiarik 2013,
cat. no. 1739
Most pri Bratislave : No.18 | Str. 1 1 Hrnciarik 2013,
cat. no. 248
Patince : No.19 Survey 1 Kolnik 1959a,
note 21
Slovensky Grob, Stepnice:  |Survey |tegulae/ ? Bazovsky 2006, 28
No.20 imbrices
Sarovce : No.21 Survey 1 LEGI AD Kolnik 1959a,
note 21
Survey 5 Information from
/Str.? J. Beljak
Starovo : No.22 Str. VII 1 Kolnik 1961, 360
Str. XII 1 Kolnik 1961, 362
Str. 2, 5, Several Beljak 2010, 144
6/6a, 12 fragments
Surany : No23. Survey 1 LEG IT ADIUTRIX | TIR 2002, 446
Trenéin : No.24 Str. tegulae/ 1 Madl 1930, 66-69
imbrices
Velky Meder : No.25 Layer 1 Information from V. Var-
sik
Zohor: No.26 Survey ca. 60 Elschek/Mihdl/Kubiny
1996, 44-48
Str. 32 tegulae/ ca. 30 Elschek 1997, 40
imbrices,
tehly
Str. 75 tegulae/ Several Elschek 1997, 40
and 76  |imbrices, |fragments
bricks

Tab. 1 Occurrence of Roman bricks in Germanic structures.
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Footnotes

! This contribution is dedicated to T. Kolnik on the occasion of his jubilee.

2 Number also use in map 1.

3 At least they are not mentioned in the cited article.

* Clay used for their production is according to geological maps found in the vicinity of the site, which means that they
are most probably local products. However, this does not exclude the possibility that they were made of similar clay
on a different site and the ready made products were imported. To confirm or disprove this assumption we would
need a chemical analysis. My thanks for the information go to A. Karabinos.

°> The authors clearly exclude their connection with later (medieval or modern) building phases in the vicinity of this
site and associate them directly with grave 03/07 (Turcan/Sefcdkova 2011, note 3).
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RIMSKA STAVEBNA KERAMIKA V BARBARSKOM PROSTREDI NA SLOVENSKU

ERIK HRNCIARIK

S rimskou stavebnou keramikou sa v barbarskom prostredi na tzemi Slovenska stretdvame
v troch kontextoch: su sucast'ou tzv. na rimsky spdsob vystavanych stavieb, objavujeme ich vo
vyplni objektov a vo vyplni hrobov. Okrem toto ich nachadzame aj v starych muzealnych zbier-
kach alebo boli sekundarne pouzité na vystavbu stredovekych a novovekych stavieb. Nalezy tehal
z poslednych dvoch skupin neboli pouzité pre predlozent analyzu. Rozsirenie nalezov rimskych
tehal na uzemi Slovenska zachytava mapa 1.

V prvom pripade boli tehly aj v nerimskom prostredi pouzivané ako stavebny materidl. Stre-
tdvame sa s ich vyuzitim pri konstrukcii tzv. na rimsky spdsob vystavanych stavbach v Bratislave
— Dubravke, Ciferi — Paci a vo Vel'kom Kyre. Z typologického hl'adiska iSlo o stresnt krytinu
(tegulae/imbrices), stavebnu tehlu (lateres/laterculi), i tehly pouZivané vo vykurovacom systéme
(tubuli). Na zéklade signovanych kusov mozno predpokladat’, Ze boli na nase izemie dovezené
z pandnskej oblasti. Ich vyroba je v dvoch pripadoch (Bratislava-Dubravka a Cifer —Pac) zhodna
s datovanim tychto lokalit. Vo Vel'kom Kyre vSak boli pouzité aj starSie tehly (cca. 2. stor. po Kr.)
pocas vystavby v 4. stor. po Kr.

Rimske tehly boli d’alej objavené aj v germanskych sidliskovych objektoch, ktoré sa nacha-
dzaj na juhozapadnom Slovensku a to najma v oblasti Ripa Pannonica. Okrem jediného nalezu
pochadzajuceho zo Starého mesta v Bratislave mozno vSetky datovat’ do mladsej doby rimske;.
Opit’ ide najmi o nalezy stresSnej krytiny a stavebnych tehal. Ich primarne vyuzitie v tomto kon-
texte bolo vel'mi zriedkavé. Na zakrytie strechy germanskych polozemnic bola v Ciferi-Paci pou-
zitd importovana Skridla (Kolnik 1975, 9). Stresnd krytina bola asi vyuzita aj ako podlaha v Brati-
slave — Dubravke v objekte 131 (Elschek 1997a, 225). V ostatnych prikladoch uvedenych v tab. 1
je potrebné pocitat’ s ich vyuzitim na iné ucely ako v architektare. Ked’ze sa vo vicsine pripadov
i8lo o ulomky tehal, ktoré maji vel'mi dobra schopnost’ 'ahko prijat’ a dlho udrzat’ teplo boli prav-
depodobne vyuzivané pri tepelnej uprave jedal alebo pri spracovani kovov. Je mozné Ze sa tehly
aj zamerne drvili a boli pouzité pri stavbe a na konstrukciu peci ako Samot, zial’ priame doklady
zatial’ chybaji. Medzi artefaktmi tejto skupiny su vel'mi zaujimavé nélezy streSnej krytiny z troch
lokalit na vychodnom Slovensku (Raziany, Krasna a Sebastovce-Barca). Petrograficka analyza
tehal z prvej z nich ukazala, Ze ide o produkty miestnej dielne, ktoré ale boli vyrobené pod silnym
vplyvom rimskeho tehliarstva. Dokonca by sa dalo uvazovat’, Ze tak ako sa pripusta moznost’
vandrujucich majstrov na dvorci v Ostrovanoch, ¢i v Cejkove je mozné, Ze domace obyvatel'stvo
sa naucilo vyrabat tehly od vandrujucich tehliarov. Aj napriek tomu, Ze sa tu dodnes nepodarilo
lokalizovat’ ziadnu kamennu stavbu je mozné pocitat’ s ich pouzitim na zakrytie domacej, drevenej
architektiry pripadne opéat’ pri konstrukcii pect.

Posledna skupina nalezov zastipena doposial’ ojedinelym nalezom 9 tehal pochadza zo za-
sypu hrobovej jamy v Stupave. Ide pravdepodobne o zlomky stresnej krytiny, ktord sa v rimskom
prostredi taktieZ vyuZivala pri konstrukcii hrobov. Ci aj v tomto pripade ide o podobnu funkciu
tychto nalezov je za sti¢asného stavu badania len hypotetické.

Celkovo sa zd4, ze aj napriek ojedinelym pripadom nebola rimska stavebna keramika v bar-
barskom prostredi vyuzivana v architekture. Uplatnenie vSak nasla vd’aka svojej schopnosti udr-
ziavat teplo a preto asi bola pouzivana pri tepelnej Uprave jedal, alebo spracovani kovu, ¢i vyrobe
keramiky.
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