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Lithuanian spiral disks 
from the Polish perspective 

Ludwika Sawicka 

The collection of the State Archaeological Museum in 

Warsaw has more than a dozen items from a very interes­

ting site ofPakalniskiai, former PakaIniszki (raj. Paneve­

Zys, fig. 1.9). They come from the excavations conducted 

by Maria Butrymowna in 1897 (cf. Majewski, 1900; Spi­

cyn, 1902). During my work on these finds the spiral disks 

(pI. 1.4) inspired my special interest. They belong to the 

category of quite rare artefacts of a relatively narrow chro­

nology. They have been mentioned in literature many ti­

mes (cf. Griciuviene, TautaviCius, 1994, p. 76-77; Kuli­

kauskiene, Rimantiene, 1966, p. 323; LAA, 1978, p. 6; 

Michelbertas, 1986, p. 86; 1997, p. 19-20; Kulikauskas, 

Kulikauskiene, Tautavicius, 1961, p. 194), yet as their 

finds are more and more numerous there has appeared a 

need for an update of the chronological and stylistic ana­

lysis of the known disks. 

Flat spiral disks are cast in bronze as a whole, their 

front part is richly decorated and the back part is plain 

(pI. 1.4). Their diameters range between 5 and ca 12 cm, 

while their thickness does not exceed 1-2 mm. So far 30 

items from 13 sites are known 1. AIl the finds of the type 

have characteristic key-hole shaped apertures. Their cen­

tral part is a decorated surface imitating the tightly coiled 

I 1 from Adakavas (Die vorgeschichtliche Sammlung ... 
tabl. 10:5; LAA, 1978, p. 6), 2 from Bajoryszki (Makarenko, 
1910, p. 4; LAA, 1978, p. 6), 2 from Darguziai (Strazdas, 
1998, p. 208), 4 from 10nelaiCiai (UrbanaviCius, 1974, p. 57-
58; LAA, 1978, p. 6),1 from NemenCine (Kulikauskas, 1958, 
p. 25; LAA, 1978, p. 6; LLM, p. 323), 1 from Paalksniai 
(Michelbertas, 1998, p. 145-146), 2 from Pajuostis (LAA, 
1978, p. 6), 4 from PakalniSkiai (Majewski, 1900, p. 93), 8 
from Paragaudis (MicheIbertas, 1997, p. 81-82), 1 from Pa­
Sventupe (LAA, 1978, p. 6), 1 from Pusalotas (LAA, 1978, 
p. 6), 2 from Sargenai (Kulikauskiene, Rimantiene, 1966, 
p. 323; Volkaite-Kulikauskiene, 1959, p. 35-36), and 1 from 
an unknown site located in modern Lithuania which used 
to belong to province Ostpreu13en. The mention of the pre­
sence of a similar find at Versvai (Kulikauskas, 1958, p. 25) 
has no confirmation in the archaeological material. 

wire. The edges of the disks are decorated with two kinds 

of open-work ornament (pI. 11.1-4) which surrounds the 

whole perimeter of the disk (pI. III.1-2) or is divided 

into three closely adjacent (pI. 1.1) or slightly distant parts 

(pI. 1.2). The most frequent is a zigzag line along the ou­

ter edge. Open-work decoration of single or pairs of 

scrolls appeared only at disks from Pakalniskiai, Pajuos­

tis and Sargenai. These may be traces of less a local style, 

for artefacts with similar ornaments are known from Lat­

via (tutulus brooches from Gailisi and Aizezeri), which 

has been first noted by Harri Moora (Moora, 1938a, 

p. 448-449). Only the item from Nemencine (pI. 1.3) 

(Kulikauskas, 1958, fig. 13:5) and the negative from the 

mould from the fortified settlement of Sacrificial Hill 

[Aukuro Kalnas] at Kernave (Bitner-Wroblewska (ed.), 

2002, p. 106-107, fig. 59; Luchtanas, 2001, fig. 1:1) dif­

fer from the open-work standard and are decorated with 

knobs on the outer edge. 

The edges of the perimeter and of the central aperture 

are often decorated with an ornament imitating incised 

wire, sometimes doubled, making up a pattern resem­

bling a braid. It should be marked that the ornament was 

cast together with the disk. The central apertures in the 

key-hole shape are finished at the outer edge with a bagu­

ette thicker than the rest of the artefact, which is cut at 

one end and was used for fastening the disk. It seems that 

this fastening was cast solid and only later cut on the right 

or left-hand side. What is interesting in every case, where 

including two disks grave complex is known, one ofthem 

is cut on the left and the second on the right-hand side 

(Pakalniskiai, Barrow 3 and 11, Paragaudis, Barrow Ill, 

Grave 2, Barrow V, Grave 1, Barrow XXIV, Grave 2, 

Jonelaiciai, Grave 1 and 3, Sargenai, Grave 207). Both 

disks from BajoriSkiai are cut on the left-hand side but it 

is not certain if they come from the same burial. This 

difference has been first noticed by Mykolas Michelber­

tas (Michelbertas, 1997, p. 20), who, however, stated that 

it is not possible to describe the disks as 'right-' or 'Ieft­

handed,' for, e.g., in Grave 2 from Barrow III at Paragau-
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dis in both disks the cuts were directed towards the occi­

put and in other burials, towards the face. It seems, howe­

ver, that case of Grave 2 from Barrow III at Paragaudis is 

an exception. 

The head decorations, including spiral disks, popular 

among the ancient inhabitants of the area of modem Lit­

huania are found almost exclusively in women's graves. 

The late variant of a decoration made from coiled wire 

which was found in the remains of a little casket put in a 

man's grave is an exception (VaitkeviCius, 2002, p. 82-83). 

It is difficult to unequivocally determine the origin of 

spiral-disks. The way of decorating their central part in 

order to imitate the tightly coiled wire allowed to assume 

that these artefacts derive their style from earlier orna­

ments equipped with a loop, known, i.a., from Grave 7 in 

Barrow A at KurmaiCiai (pI. IV.I-6) (GrigalaviCiene, 

1995, p. 179-182; Volkaite-Kulikauskiene, 1959, p. 30; 

Kulikauskas, 1968, p. 16; Michelbertas, 1986, p. 85), Bar­

row 3 at Egliskiai (Volkaite-Kulikauskiene, 1997, p. 20, 

fig. 9) or the Latvian sites (Graudonis, 2001, fig. 8). Ho­

wever it can not be excluded, that the issue is more com­

plicated. Brooches of similar style are known from the 

east region of the Middle Volga, around the Vjatka and 

Kama rivers, up to the Ural mountains. Ornaments of the 

Pianobor, Azelino, Bachmutinsk and Lomovatovo cul­

tures may be mentioned here (Boroffka, Prishschepa, 

2002-2003, p. 179)2. The most interesting are decorati­

ve bangles, brooches, buckles and applique ornaments 
from Pjanobor Culture (pI. IV.7, 10, 13-14) (Smirnov, 

1949,1961, p. 97; Goriunova, 1961, p. 68; Gening, 1970, 

pI. VI:2; Dubynin, 1974, p. 234), which is dated to 3rd c. 
BC-2nd c. AD (Gening, 1970; Gening, 1988). Pendants, 

brooches and applique ornaments found at Scerbinskoe 

hill-fort of Djakovo Culture (pI. IY.8-9, 11-12), although 
dated to the Late Roman Period, are also of unusual inte­

rest (Dubynin, 1974, p. 232-234). For the special atten­

tion deserve artefacts from a bron,ze hoard from Uzlissia 
in Ukraine (pI. IV.15-16) (Boroftka, Prishschepa, 2002-

2003, fig. 4:1-2). In respect of the style two brooches 
from Uzlissia may be considered as an intermediate ele­

ment between brooches from the Middle Volga - Ural 
region and Lithuanian spiral-disks in question. Such an 
assumption would explain also the origin of so characte­
ristic for spiral-disks key-hole shaped apertures, which in 

2 I would like to express my gratitude to Ph.D. Rasa 
Banyte-Rowell for drawing my attention to this direction of 
searching. 
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Middle Volgian brooches was necessary to fastening the 

pin. Nevertheless they are an exceptional finding in Uk­

raine and it is difficult to exactly detennine their genesis 

(Boroffka, Prishschepa, 2002-2003, p. 178). The most 

similar to the Middle Volga - U ral region ornaments are 

spiral-disks known from the sites of Brushed Pottery Cul­

ture (Nemencine and casting mould from Kernave). Both 

of them do not have an open-work decoration. It could be 

a trace of migration and gradual conversion of one motif 

by population of different archaeological cultures. Con­

sidering discussed spiral-disks as a result of modification 

of Middle Volgian stylistic idea, connected with such ele­

ments of local patterns as ornaments of the kind known 

from Kurmaiciai and EgIiskiai would be a very attractive 

hypothesis. However the distance between these sites and 

Nemencine and Kemave must not be forgotten. This high­

ly interesting issue undoubtedly needs further, particu­

larly chronological, investigations. 

DISTRIBUTION AND CULTURAL AFFILIATION 

In their majority the disks were found at burial grounds 

of the Lithuanian-Latvian Barrow Culture (fig. 1) (Gri­

ciuviene, TautaviCius, 1994, p. 76). As many as 26 ofthe 

30 known disks were discovered at the sites of that cultu­

re. Partly, these are finds made in the 19th and early 20th 

century which are not well-documented, yet it is possible 

to determine their cultural affiliation. The disk from Ada­

kavas, former Odachowo (fig. 1.1, pI. 1.2) (Die vorges­

chichtliche Sammlung ... , pI. 10:8; Paegle, 1927, p. 53) 

comes from the barrows excavated in the early 19th cen­
tury, probably by Dionizy Paszkiewicz (LAA, 1977, 

p. 19, cf. Lobojko, 1823, p. 146; Niezabitowski, 1823, 

p. 158; Kulikauskas, Zabiela, 1999, p. 22-24). The disks 
from Bajoriskiai, former Bojaryszki (fig. 1.2) (Makaren­
ko, 1910, p. 104), Pajuostis3 (fig. 1.8, pI. 11.1) (Michel­

bertas, 2004, p. 5) and Pakalniskiai (pI. 1.4) (Majewski, 
1900, p. 92; Spicyn, 1902, p. 95) were also found in bar­

rows. Little is known about the circumstances of the dis­
covery of the disk at Pasventupe (fig. 1.11, pI. II.3) (LAA, 
1977, p. 85). Together with twelve other artefacts it was 
bought on March 11, 1914, from a collector called Bor­

dinski, and became part of the collection of the Depart­
ment of Archaeology of Eastern Europe and Siberia in 

3 I would like to express my gratitude to M. A. Kristina 
Rickevi~iiite and to the Direktor of the Vytauto Didiiojo 
karo muziejus for allowing me to study it. 
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- "Memel-Kultur" .. Flat bwial grounds 
of central Lithuania 

Lithuanian-Latvian - Brushed Pottery Culture 
Barrow Culture 

• Finds of spiral-disks • Find of a casting mould 

Fig. 1. Distribution of spiral-disks and their cultural afiliation (acc. to Michelbertas, 1997; TautaviCius, 1982; Vasks, 2001; 
Engel, 1933 and the author). 
1 - Adakavas, 2 - BajoriSkiai, 3 - Darguziai, 4 - 10nelaiCiai, 5 - Kernave, 6 - Nemencine, 7 - Paalksniai, 8 - Pajuostis, 9 -
Pakalniskiai, 10 - Paragaudis, 11 - PaSventupe, 12 - Pusalotas, 13 - Sargenai. 

1 iemelapis. PlokStelinilf: antsmilkinilf: paplitimas ir archeologines kultilros 

the Hermitage4• Similarly, there are no exact data on the 

discovery of the disk from Pusalotas (fig. 1.12, pI. 1.1) 
(LAA, 1977, p. 93)5. Both these sites are, however, loca­

ted at the area occupied by the Lithuanian-Latvian Bar­

row Culture. Finds of the discussed disks were made also 

at regular excavations at burial grounds of this culture, at 

Jonelaiciai (fig. 1.4, pI. 11.5-7, III.1-1O) (Urbanavicius, 

1974, p. 58), Paalksniai (fig. 1.7) (Michelbertas, 1998, 

4 I would like to express my gratitude to Zlata AIeksan­
drovna Lvovna, Ph. D., from the Department of Archaeo­
logy of Eastern Europe and Siberia of the State Hermitage 
Museum for allowing me to use this information. 

5 I would like to express my gratitudte to M. A. Kristina 
Rickeviciiite and to the Direktor of the Vytauto Didziojo 
karo muziejus for allowing me to study it. 

p. 145) and Paragaudis (fig. 1.10) (Michelbertas, 1997) 

and two items were accidentally discovered at Darguziai 

(fig. 1.3) (Strazdas, 1998, p. 208). It is surprising that 

despite such an evident concentration of the disks and 

their clear connection with the above-mentioned culture, 

no similar artefacts were found at the area of modern 

Latvia. This may be because, as it has been already sug­

gested in literature, we have to do with a local group oc­

cupying a large territory (LAA, 1977, p. 11). 

Only very few finds come from an area outside the 

territory of the Lithuanian-Latvian Barrow Culture. The­

se are 2 disks found in Grave 207 at the flat cemetery of 

Sargenai (fig. 1.13) in central Lithuania (Volkaite-Kuli­

kauskiene, 1959, p. 35-36), which were most probably 

imports from the north. 
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Plate I. 1 - Disk from Pusalotas (collection of Lietuvos nacionalinis muziejus); 2 - Disk from Adakavas, without scale 
(ace. to Die vorgeschiehtliche Sammlung ... ); 3 - Disk from Nemencine (ace. to Kulikauskas, 1958); 4 - Disk from 
PakalniSkiai (collection of Panstwowe Muzeum Archeologiczne). 

I pav. 1 - antsmilkinis is Pusaloto; 2 - antsmilkinis is Adakavo; 3 - antsmilkinis is Nemencint!s; 4 - antsmilkinis is PakalniSkill 
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Plate 11. 1-2 - Disks from Pajuostis (collection of Vytauto Didziojo karo muziejus); 3 - Disk from Pasventupe (acc. to Photo 
from The State Hermitage Museum, St. Petersburg Archives); 4 - Disk of unknown provenience, presumably from "Me­
melgebiet" (collection of Museum fUr Vor- und Friihgeschichte); 5-7 - Grave 1 from lonelaiCiai (collection of Lietuvos 
nacionalinis muziejus). 

11 pav. 1, 2 - antsmilkiniai is PajuosCio; 3 - antsmilkinis is Pasventupes; 4 - antsmilkinis be aiSkios radimo vietos, spejama, is 
"Memelgebiet" (Klaipedos krasto); 5-7 - JonelaiCi"l kapo Nr. 1 radiniai 
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Two finds made in settlement contexts are of particu­

lar interest. The first one is the disk from Nemencine (fig. 

1.6, pI. 1.3) (Kulikauskas, 1958, p. 25) and the second 

one is a casting mould from the fortified settlement of 

Sacrificial Hill at Kernave (fig. 1.5) (Luchtanas, 1994, 

p. 51). Both the disk from Nemencine and the disk known 

from its negative from Kernave are made in a similar 

style, different from the standard dominating at the Lit­

huanian-Latvian Barrow Culture. The open-work deco­

ration is replaced in their case by a row of knobs on the 

outer edge. Both were found in the contexts of the Brus­

hed Pottery Culture. At the moment it is difficult to de­

termine whether the disks appeared first in the Brushed 

Pottery Culture and then the idea was borrowed and de­

veloped by the Lithuanian-Latvian Barrow Culture or, 

vice versa, the disks were first used at the area of the Lit­

huanian-Latvian Barrow Culture and the idea was trans­

formed by the Brushed Pottery Culture population. In 

the light of findings from Uzlissia the first interpretation 

seems to be closer to the truth. However it may be assu­

med that these were not long-lasting processes, for the 

disks seem to have appeared in only one phase. 

Except for the above-described items, one artefact was 

found outside the area of northern Lithuania. The Mu­

seum rur Vor- und Friihgeschichte in Berlin has one disk 

(pI. 11.4) coming from the collection of the former Prus­

sia Museum6• Unfortunately, its exact provenience is un­

known. The only established fact is that it was attached to 

a plate with finds of a rather broad chronology extending 

from the Early Roman Period (bracelet with bud-shaped 

terminals [mit Endknopfen]) to the Migration Period 

(brooch with a solid catchplate decorated with metopes). 

The Prussia Museum inventory number deciphered at 

one of the bracelets and the description indicate that it 

came from Samland Peninsula. This is also confirmed by 

the style of its decoration and of the five remaining brace­

lets with moulded terminals. However, it remains a mys­

tery how all the artefacts from the plate were related. As 

this find has not been mentioned in any publication or 

archive materials, it is impossible to say where exactly 

this disk came from. Its Samland origin can not be exclu­

ded, yet it is more probable that it was found in the part of 

modem Lithuania, which used to belong to the Province 

6 I would like to express my gratitude to Ph. D. Pawel 
Szymanski for drawing my attention to this artefact and to 
the Director and the staff of the Museum flir Vor- und 
Friihgeschichte for allowing me to study it. 
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of East Prussia [OstpreuBen], that is in so called Memel­

gebiet [Maioji Lietuva]. Its exact find spot can not be 

established and the list of possible sites is quite long (cf. 

Engel, 1931, p. 84-87; Engel, la Baume, 1937, p. 262). 

CHRONOLOGY 

Most commonly the disks are generally dated in the lite­

rature to the pl-znd century (Griciuviene, Tautavicius, 

1994, p. 76-77; Kulikauskiene, Rimantiene, 1966, p. 323; 

Tautavicius, 1978, p. 6), single finds are dated only to the 

1 sI or only to the 2nd century (Kulikauskiene, Rimantie­

ne, 1966, p. 323). A few have been dated to the 2nd_3rd 

century (Kulikauskas, 1958, p. 25; Urbanavicius, 1974 

p. 58). There is also one very broad dating to the 1 SI-4th 

century (Kulikauskas, Kulikauskiene, Tautavicius, 1961, 

p. 194). In terms of relative chronology the disks are con­

sidered to come from the late Phase Bl and early Phase 

B2 (Michelbertas, 1998, p. 146) or from within Phase B2 

with the possibilitY of appearance in B2/Cl (Michelber­

tas, 1986, p. 86). In the light of such a diversity it is worth­

while to make a more detailed analysis of all the informa­

tion which could make the dating more precise. 

Only few disks of the discussed type were found in 

one burial complex with well-determined artefacts. In 

still fewer cases their context has been published, which 

makes it considerably difficult to establish the precise 

dating of this interesting category of finds. According to 

the publication of the results of Massalitinov's research 

(Makarenko, 1910, p. 104) the disks he found in Bajo­

riskiai come from a burial, which contained also: a large 

brooch (18 cm), neck-ring with very thick, bent termi­

nals, 2 pins with cross-shaped heads, 11 bracelets, a soc­

keted axe, two spearheads, and an ornamental tutulus bro­

och. This list inspires doubt firstly because it seems to 

represent grave goods typical both for men's and women's 

burials. The relatively large number of bracelets also sug­

gests that these goods do not come from one burial. Mo­

reover, inasmuch as the majority offinds can be linked, 

on the basis of a very brief description, to the Early Ro­

man Period, or perhaps even its earlier phase (the neck­

ring with bent terminals), the pin with a cross-shaped 

head indicates a much later dating. The methods and spe­

ed of Colonel Massalitinov's work also suggest that the 

assemblages he distinguished should not be considered 
as reliable. 

There are no concrete data on the context in which 

the disk from Adakavas (pI. 1.2) was discovered. The bar-
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Plate Ill. 1-10 - Grave 3 from lonelaiciai (collection of Lietuvos nacionalinis muziejus). 

III pav. 1-10 - lonelaiCiLf: kapo Nr. 3 radiniai 
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Plate IV. 1-6 - Grave 7 Barrow A at Kurmaiciai (acc. to Volkaite-Kulikauskiene, 1959); 7 - Broochlbuckle from Mari­
Lugovskij cemetery (acc. to Smirnov, 1949); 8-9, 11-12 - Ornaments from Scerbinskoe hill-fort (acc. to Dubynin, 1974); 
10 - Broochlbuckle from Bereznjakovskij hill-fort (acc. to Goriunova, 1961); 13 - Broochlbuckle from Kosibeevo cemetery 
(acc. to Smirnov, 1961); 14 - Broochlbuckle from Ceganda 11 cemetery (acc. to Gening, 1970); 15-16 - Broocheslbuckles 
from Uzlissia (acc. to Boroffka, Prishchepa, 2002-2003); 7-13 - without scale. 

W pav .. 1-6 - KurmaiCiIl pilkapio A, kapo Nr. 7 radiniai; 7 - sege is Mari-Lugovskij kapinyno; 8, 9, 11, 12 - daiktai is Scerbinskoje 
piliakalnio; 10- sege is Berezniaki piliakalnio; 13 - sege is Kosibejevo kapinYllo; 14 - sege is Ceganda 1/ kapinyno; 15, 16 - seges is 
Uzlissia; 7-13 - be mqstelio 
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rows in the neighbourhood of Adakavas were excavated 

in the early 19th century and although a whole series of 

finds from the Roman Period is known from these inves­

tigations (Die vorgeschichtliche Sammlung ... , pI. 10:3-

8, fig. 11; Aspelin, 1884, fig. 1886-1890) it is not possib­

le to assign them to concrete burial complexes. 

There is no absolute certainty as to the context in which 

the disks from Pajuostis (pI. 11.1-2) were found. A pair of 

these artefacts was unearthed during the excavations con­

ducted by a country lovers' society from PaneveZys in 

1925. The only record of the investigations is a letter to 

Petras Tarasenka by K. Sulga, who conducted them, da­

ted from August 7, 1925 (Michelbertas, 2004, p. 5). It 
says that one of the barrows at the edge was dug and a 

human skeleton was uncovered in it. On the neck there 

was a neck-ring and a necklace made of bronze pendants 

and multi-coloured glass beads. On the anns bronze bra­

celets were found. SUlga also says that next to the bones 

pieces of some rusted object (handle), i.e., remains of a 

socketed axe, were discovered. The finds from these ex­

cavations were stored in the museum at PaneveZys until 

the second World War. The then Vytautas the Great Mu­

seum of Culture (Vytauto Didiiojo kiilturos muziejus) in 

Kaunas stored more than a dozen items (Inv. no 989:1-

13) including two spiral disks (Inv. no 989:12-13), a neck­

ring with knob-shaped tenninals, a necklace of bronze 

tubes, pendants and glass beads, two strongly profiled bro­

oches, a pin with a spool-shaped head, Type H after Bec­

kmann (Beckmann, 1969, p. 110, fig.1:H, table 21) bra­

celets with a round cross-section and bracelets of Group 

I and 11 after Michelbertas (Michelbertas, 1986, p. 135-

137), glass beads and a socketed axe. Today these finds 

are interpreted as representing two burials, a man's one 

with the socketed axe and a woman's one with the disks 

(Michelbertas, 2004, p. 5). This scant infonnation does 

not allow to make any definite statements on the compo­

sition of the complex in which the disks were found. It 

may be only said that the above-mentioned ornaments 

could have come from one burial. This hypothetical as­

semblage should be dated rather to Phase B2 than to the 

early B2/C1 although the latter can not be entirely exclu­

ded. 

The finds found during regular excavation works at 

JonelaiCiai were found in a disturbed Grave 1 together 

with a fragment of rolled bronze plaque (pin Type A?, 

pI. 11.5-7) and in Grave 3 they were accompanied by tiny 

fragments of two narrow bronze bracelets made of semi­

circular band (pI. III.1-1O) (Urbanavicius, 1974, p. 57-

Lithuanian spiral disks from the Polish perspective 

58). The eye brooch connected with this complex (LAA, 

1978, p. 6) is in fact a stray find, which gave the investiga­

tor an indication that there were more burials from the 

Roman Period at the site, which had been disturbed (Ur­

banavicius, 1974, p. 5S). 

The find from Nemencine (pI. 1.3) can not be used for 

establishing a more precise chronology, either. This small 

disk with no open-work decoration was found in a hearth 

together with pottery, Djakovo type clay weights and a 

quem, and was the most exact dating find in that com­

plex, providing, according to the investigator, a conside­

rably late date of the 2nd_3rd century (Kulikauskas, 1958, 

p.25). 

The casting mould from the fortified settlement of 

Sacrificial Hill at Kernave is closely connected to the 

disk from Nemencine. Except decoration with knobs an 

additional, rare element similar for the two disks is the 

ornament of single incised wire separating the centre of 

the disk from the knobs (Bitner-Wr6blewska (ed.), 2002, 

p. 106-107, fig. 59; Luchtanas, 2001, p. 22-24). The dis­

cussed mould was found in a habitation layer detenni­

ning the earliest phase of the fortified settlement. The 

layer contained numerous fragments of Brushed Pottery 

Culture ceramics, more than a dozen fragments of vessels 

with black, polished surface, the Djakovo type weights 

and biconical spindle whorls (Luchtanas, 1994, p. 51). 

Grave 207 from Sargenai7 had two disks together with 

two massive bracelets, a pin with a spool-shaped head, an 

awl, two triangular bronze pendants and glass beads (Vol­

kaite-Kulikauskiene, 1959, p. 36). 

A disk found relatively recently in a disturbed Bar­

row V at Paalksniai appeared together with fragments 

of open-work pin head (Michelbertas, 1998, p. 145-

146). This pin used to have an iron shaft and a leaf­

shaped head, and similar artefacts were found at Moske­

nai-Laukupenai. The disk itself is untypical because links 

of bronze wire, which may have served for attaching 

more ornaments, are fixed to its open-work decoration. 

The barrow has been dated to the late Phase Bl and 

early Phase B2. 

7 Grave 153 [Volkaite-Kulikauskiene, 1959, p. 35-36] 
mentioned in literature is in fact the Grave 207 [Kulikaus­
kiene, Rimantiene, 1966,323]. No 153 is the number of the 
field records and eventually that burial was assigned the 
number of 207. Probably these discrepancies are the reason 
why four spiral disks are mentioned for the site of Sargenai 
[LAA, 1978, p. 6] whereas in fact only two were found. 
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Some more information is provided by the disks found 

at Pakalniskiai, where Maria Butrym6wna conducted her 

investigations in 1897. Her descriptions allow to distin­

guish with a considerable certainty two grave complexes. 

In a burial from Barrow 3 two disks were found together 

with a neck-ring with trumpet-shaped terminals, Group 

11 after Michelbertas (Michelbertas, 1986, p. 88), a bro­

och with a triangular foot similar to Type A100 (Alm­

gren, 1923, p. 52, pI. Y.100), 2 pins with spool-shaped 

heads Type H after Beckmann, and a set of knob-ended 

pendants, 2 massive bracelets, 4 thin round bracelets 

Group I after Michelbertas (Michelbertas, 1986, p. 135-

136), 2 cross pendants, several bronze beads and tubes, a 

ring of bronze wire and a bronze chain (Majewski, 1900, 

p. 93-94; Spicyn, 1902, p 96). In a burial from Barrow 

11, however, two disks were found together with an im­

ported brooch with enamel Type 1.32 after Exner (Exner, 

1940, p. 82; Michelbertas, 2001, p. 48), a brooch with a 

triangular foot similar to Type A 100, two pins with spo­

ol-shaped heads Type H after Beckmann, and a set of pin 

pendants ended with triangular plates, 2 massive brace­

lets, 2 thin round bracelets Group I after Michelbertas, 

several moon-shaped pendants, a necklace of bronze cros­

ses, clay and glass beads, a bronze pendant circular in 

shape with an inscribed cross decorated with knobs at the 

centre and ends, several applique ornaments from bron­

ze plaques and 3 rings of bronze wire (Majewski, 1900, 

p. 93-103; Spicyn, 1902, p. 97-98). Both complexes can 

be quite definitely dated to the late Phase B2. 

Many chronological indications are given by the bu­

rial complexes from Paragaudis. In Grave 2 from Barrow 

III two disks appeared together with a thin round brace­

let Group I after Michelbertas, similar to the one found 
at Pakalniskiai (Michelbertas, 1997, p. 45-46). In Grave 

I from Barrow V two disks were found with an eye bro­

och of the main series Type A53, a fragment of an iron 

awl, a coiled bronze bracelet and ill-preserved remains of 

a necklace, probably made of cylindrical bronze pendants 

(Michelbertas, 1997, p. 46). In Grave 1 from Barrow XXV 
one disk appeared with another ornament worn at the 
temple, made of 3.5 coils of round wire. This complex 
also had remains of a shaft of an iron pin the head of 
which has not been preserved and small fragments of a 
bracelet with half-round cross-section (Michelbertas, 
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1997, p. 58). In Grave 2 from Barrow XXIV and Grave 1 

from Barrow XXVII the disks were the only grave goods 

(Michelbertas, 1997, p. 57-58, 60) which seems to con­

tradict the claim that they were found only in rich burials. 

Among the finds which co-occurred with the spiral 

disks the best dating ones are the brooches. Both the eye 

brooch of the Prussian series and the brooches with trian­

gular feet from the first group should be linked with Pha­

se B2. In central European Barbaricum the brooch A53 

is typical for sub-Phase B1c (Godlowski, 1985, p. 41-

42) however they seem to occur in the Dollkeim-Kovro­

vo and Bogaczewo Cultures in sub-Phase B2a (Nowa­

kowski, 1995, p. 27), whereas brooches similar to Type 

A100 determine the sub-Phase B2b (cf. Godlowski, 

1977, p. 16; Godlowski, Szadkowska, 1972, p. 97; 

Godlowski, Wichman, 1998, p. 54; Andrzejowski, 1992, 

p. 115; Juga, 2001, p. 113; Piotrowski, Szela, 2001, 

p. 167; Moora, 1938, p. 72). The neck-rings with trum­

pet-shaped terminals, ornaments worn on the temples ma­

de from coiled wire, pins with spool-shaped heads, and 

bracelets with round cross-section of Group I appear both 

together with fmds characteristic for Phase B2 and with 

later ones. It seems that the bracelets with half-round 

cross-section, which in turn co-occurred also with Late 

Roman neck-rings (Michelbertas, 1986, table 2) have the 

broadest dating. Almost all the types which appeared to­

gether with the spiral disks co-occurred also with eye bro­

oches of the Prussian series. The exceptions are the broo­

ches with triangular feet Group I (similar to A 100) which 
are well fixed in Phase B2b and pins with spool-shaped 

heads which appeared also with the brooches mentioned 

above (Michelbertas, 1986, table 2). All that seems to 

allow to limit the dating of the spiral disks to Phase B2. 

Spiral disks are very interesting category of artefacts. 

Their characteristic style and beauty permits to acknow­
ledge them as one of the most important kind of Lithua­

nian ornaments dated to the Roman Period. Very interes­

ting is their distribution. Their appearance only in the sout­

hem part of the Lithuanian-Latvian Barrow Culture re­
mains unexplained. But the most intriguing is that perhaps 

disks found at sites of different cultures could be a sign of 
contacts between them. Especially they could point at so­
me relations between the Lithuanian-Latvian Barrow Cul­
ture and the Brushed Pottery Culture in the Phase B2. 
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LIETUViŠKI ANTSMILKINIAI IŠ LENKiŠKOS PERSPEKTYVOS 

Ludwika Sawicka 

Santrauka 

Lieti plokšteliniai antsmilkiniai su rakto skylutės pavidalo iš­
pjova priklauso vienai idomiausių radinių kategorijų iš lietu­
vos teritorijos ankstyvojo romėniškojo laikotarpio paminklų. 
Iki šiol žinoma 30 antsmilkinių iš 13 radimviečių (1 pav.), dau­
giausia priklausančių Lietuvos-Latvijos pilkapių kultūrai. 

Antsmilkinių vidurinę dali sudaro plokštuma, imituo­
janti stipriai susuktą vielą, pakraščiai puošti dviejų tipų ažū­
riniu raštu. Tik ant dviejų daiktų, aptiktų brūkšniuotosios 
keramikos kultūros paminkluose, ažūrinis raštas pakeistas 
iškilimų eile. Šie papuošalai nešioti moterų smilkinių vieto­
se, dažniausiai po antsmilkini abiejose galvos pusėse. Kon­
strukcijos detalės rodo, kad jie galėjo būti skirstomi i "kai­
riuosius" ir "dešiniuosius". 

Sunku vienareikšmiškai nurodyti šių daiktų kilmę. Daž­
niausiai jie kildinami iš ivijinių papuošalų su auselėmis, 
aptiktų Kurmaičiuose ir Ėgliškiuose. Tačiau verta atkreipti 
dėmesi i panašių stilistiniu požiūriu segių seriją, žinomą 
Volgos vidurupio, Karnos upės teritorijoje ir iki pat Uralo. 
Jų aptikta tarp Pjanoborsko kultūros ir kitų minėto regio­
no kultūrų daiktų, datuojamų nuo III a. pr. m. e. iki II m. 
e. a. Panašiai ornamentuotų dirbinių žinoma ir Djakovo 
kultūros paminkluose. 
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Plokštelinius antsmilkinius daugiausia reikia sieti su Lie­
tuvos-Latvijos pilkapių kultūra, tačiau, kas idomu, tik su 
pietine šios kultūros dalimi, esančia dabartinės Lietuvos 
teritorijoje. Atkreipia dėmesi du daiktai, besiskiriantys ga­
minimo stiliumi, aptikti brūkšniuotosios kultūros pamin­
kluose. Tai antsmilkinis iš Nemenčinės ir tokio antsmilki­
nio liejimo forma iš Kernavės. Jie gali rodyti ryšius tarp šių 
dviejų kultūrų, kurių pobūdis reikalauja tolesnių nuodug­
nių tyrinėjimų. 

Pagal Sargėnų, Pakalniškių ir Paragaudžio kapų kom­
pleksus galima gana tiksliai apibūdinti šio tipo antsmilkinių 
nešiojimo laiką - tai ankstyvojo romėniškojo laikotarpio B2 
periodas. Minėtuose paminkluose atskiri antsmilkiniai bu­
vo rasti kartu su AS3 tipo prusų serijos akine sege, artimo­
mis AIDO tipui segėmis trikampe kojele, antkakle kūginiais 
galais (II gr. pagal Michelbertą), ritiniais smeigtukais, masy­
viomis apskrito pjūvio akinėmis apyrankėmis (I gr. pagal 
Michelbertą)· 

Aiškesni atsakymą apie plokštelinių antsmilkinių kilmę, 
paplitimą ivairių kultūrų kontekste galima gauti tik toliau 
smulkiai tyrinėjant. 

Iš lenkų kalbos vertė M. Michelbertas 

Įteikta 2006 m vasario mėn. 


