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ABOUT THE SINUOUS FIBULAE (GESCHWEIFTE FIBELN) IN ROMANIA
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Keywords: <ŽsƚƌǌewsŬi D ĂnĚ E fibƵlĂe͕ �lŵŐƌen Ϯ ĂnĚ ϭϴ fibƵlĂe͕ ZŽŵĂniĂ͕ >Ăƚe >Ă dğne͕ �ĂƌlǇ ZŽŵĂn ƉeƌiŽĚ
Abstract: dhe GeƌŵĂn nĂŵe ͞Őeschweifte &ibeln͟ ƌeĨeƌs ƚŽ Ă ceƌƚĂin ͞ƚǇƉŽlŽŐicĂl ĨĂŵilǇ͟ ŽĨ fibƵlĂe ŽĨ ƚhe >Ăƚe >Ă dğne scheŵe͕ wiĚesƉƌeĂĚ in �enƚƌĂl͕ 
EŽƌƚhͲ�enƚƌĂl ĂnĚ �Ăsƚeƌn �ƵƌŽƉe͘ ^inƵŽƵs fibƵlĂe becĂŵe ƚhe ŐƵiĚinŐ ĨŽssil ŽĨ ƚhe ƉŽsƚͲDĂnchinŐ ƉhĂse͕ ƌesƉecƟǀelǇ ƚhe >d �Ϯ ƉhĂse͕ inƚeƌƉŽseĚ 
beƚween ƚhe finĂl ŽccƵƉĂƟŽn sƚĂŐe ŽĨ ƚhe DĂnchinŐ ŽƉƉiĚƵŵ ;>d �ϭͿ ĂnĚ ƚhe ZŽŵĂn cŽnƋƵesƚ ŽĨ ƚhe nŽƌƚhͲĂlƉine ƌeŐiŽns͘ �esƉiƚe ƚheiƌ ƌelĂƟǀe ƌĂƌiƚǇ͕ 
ƚhe sinƵŽƵs fibƵlĂe ĚiscŽǀeƌeĚ in ZŽŵĂniĂ Ăƌe ŽĨ ƉĂƌƟcƵlĂƌ iŵƉŽƌƚĂnce ĨŽƌ ƚhe ƉeƌiŽĚiǌĂƟŽn ŽĨ ƚhe >Ăƚe >Ă dğne ƉeƌiŽĚ Ăƚ ƚhe >Žweƌ �ĂnƵbe ĂnĚ in 
dƌĂnsǇlǀĂniĂ͘

Cuvinte-cheie: fibƵle <ŽsƚƌǌewsŬi D ƕi E͕ fibƵle �lŵŐƌen Ϯ ƕi ϭϴ͕ ZŽŵąniĂ͕ >Ă dğne ƚąƌǌiƵ͕ eƉŽcĉ ƌŽŵĂnĉ ƟŵƉƵƌie
Rezumat: �enƵŵiƌeĂ ŐeƌŵĂnĉ ͣŐeschweifte &ibeln͟ se ƌeĨeƌĉ lĂ Ž ĂnƵŵiƚĉ ͣĨĂŵilie ƟƉŽlŽŐicĉ͟ Ěe fibƵle Ěe scheŵĉ >Ă dğne ƚąƌǌiƵ͕ ƌĉsƉąnĚiƚĉ Šn �ƵƌŽƉĂ 
�enƚƌĂlĉ͕ EŽƌĚͲ�enƚƌĂlĉ ƕi Ěe �sƚ͘ &ibƵlele sinƵŽĂse ĂƵ Ěeǀeniƚ ĨŽsilĂ ĚiƌecƚŽĂƌe Ă ĨĂǌei ƉŽsƚͲDĂnchinŐ͕ ƌesƉecƟǀ Ă ĨĂǌei >d �Ϯ͕ inƚeƌƉƵsĉ Šnƚƌe eƚĂƉĂ finĂlĉ 
Ă lŽcƵiƌii ŽƉƉiĚƵŵƵlƵi Ěe lĂ DĂnchinŐ ;>d �ϭͿ ƕi cƵceƌiƌeĂ ƌŽŵĂnĉ Ă ƌeŐiƵnilŽƌ nŽƌĚͲĂlƉine͘ 2n ciƵĚĂ ƌĂƌiƚĉƜii lŽƌ ƌelĂƟǀe͕ fibƵlele sinƵŽĂse ĚescŽƉeƌiƚe 
Šn ZŽŵąniĂ ĂƵ Ž iŵƉŽƌƚĂnƜĉ ĚeŽsebiƚĉ ƉenƚƌƵ ƉeƌiŽĚiǌĂƌeĂ >Ă dğneͲƵlƵi ƚąƌǌiƵ lĂ �ƵnĉƌeĂ Ěe :Žs ƕi Šn dƌĂnsilǀĂniĂ͘

SINUOUS FIBULAE IN CENTRAL AND 
NORTHͳCENTRAL EUROPE

The German name Őeschweifte &ibeln1 refers to a 
certain ͞typological family” of fibulae of the Late La Tğne 
construction, widespread in Central, North-Central and 
Eastern Europe. The bow is strongly curved outwards 
while the foot is slightly curved inwards. Thus, the body s͛ 
trajectory is sinuous2. The transition from the foot to the 
bow may be smooth or broŬen and may or may not be 
marŬed by a protrusion. This family includes the KostrzewsŬi 
M and N, Almgren 2 and 18 types3. Most of the specimens 
were made of bronze, but there are also examples of 
iron or, rarely, of silver and gold. The high freƋuency of 
bronze specimens should be seen in connection with the 
improvement and intensification of the techniƋues of 
manufacture by casting fibulae in the Late La Tğne period. 

LiŬe the chronological and cultural framing of 
the Nauheim fibulae, that of the sinuous fibulae was 

1 Expressions such as ͞&Žƌŵ (...) ŵiƚ leichƚeƌ ^chweiĨƵnŐ” (form with a 
slight sinuosity) or ͞&ibeln ŵiƚ (...) Őeschweifteŵ �ƺŐel” (sinuous body 
fibula) were used by Beltz 1911, p. 688–689 to describe the fibulae 
in figs. 56 (type L) and 61 (a specimen from Gurina) respectively. The 
term ͞Őeschweifte &ibeln” was consecrated by Krämer 1962, p. 308 by 
distinguishing the La Tğne D2 horizon in Bavaria, explicitly referred to as 
͞,ŽƌiǌŽnƚ Ěeƌ Őeschweiften &ibeln ;�ϮͿ”. KoƓēeviđ 1980, p. 12 translates 
͞fibƵlĂe wiƚh Ă sŵŽŽƚh bŽw”; Boǎiē 2008, p. 49 and 96 uses a less 
suggestive English term: ͞ƚhe ĂƌcheĚ fibƵlĂ” (SlovaŬ: ͞ƵslŽēenih fibƵl”)͘

2 Suggestive formulations at Hachmann 1960, p. 238 („^ƉćƚlĂƚğnefibel 
;͙Ϳ ŵiƚ hĂƌĨenĨƂƌŵiŐeƌ ^chweiĨƵnŐ͞) or DƂhlert-Albani 2014, p. 226 
(„^ͲĨƂƌŵiŐ Őeschweifte &ibeln͞).

3 KostrzewsŬi 1919, p. 37–39, figs. 23–25; Almgren 1923, p. 4. On the 
insight, but also the limitations of Oscar Algren s͛ vision: VƂlling 1998, 
p. 39.

closely related to the concerns for the periodization of 
the Central European Late La Tğne. The first typological 
and chronological clarifications were formulated at 
the beginning of the twentieth century4. The particular 
expressiveness of sinuous fibulae for the periodization of 
North-Central Europe and Scandinavia (especially of the 
:astorf Culture), as well as some regional-chronological 
differences, have been insightfully revealed by Rolf 
Hachmann5. They were perceived as forms specific to 
the later stage of the recent phase of the pre-Roman Iron 
Age in Central and Northern Germany6. The absence of 
sinuous arch fibulae from the Manching seƩlement and 
their freƋuency in cremation tombs in southwestern 
Bavaria allowed Werner Krämer to propose a bipartite 
periodization of the Late La Tğne7. The sinuous fibulae 
became the guiding fossil of the post-Manching phase, 
respectively the LT D2 phase, interposed between the 

4 Schwantes 1909, p. 156; cĨ͘  Hachmann 1960, p. 14.
5 Hachmann 1960, p. 81–82: „tesenƚlich ũƺnŐeƌ Ăls Ěie ^ƉćƚlĂƚenefibel 

sĂƌ͘ < ƵnĚ Ěie DiƚƚellĂƚğneĨibeln sĂƌ͘ �ͬ�͕ & ƵnĚ Gͬ, sinĚ Ěie 
^ƉćƚlĂƚğnefibel sĂƌ͘  :͕ Ěie EĂƵheiŵeƌ &ibel ƵnĚ Ěeƌen ĚƌĂhƞƂƌŵiŐe 
sĂƌiĂnƚe͘ �ƵŐleich sinĚ Ěiese &ibeln iŵ Ƃsƚlichen DiƩeleƵƌŽƉĂ ǌweiĨellŽs 
ćlƚeƌ Ăls Ěie ǀeƌschieĚenen sĂƌiĂnƚen Ěeƌ Őeschweiften ^ƉćƚlĂƚğnefibel͘ 
(͙) ^ƉćƚlĂƚğneĨibeln Ěeƌ sĂƌiĂnƚen DͲK beǌeichnen Ěen ũƺnŐsƚen 
�bschniƩ Ěeƌ ũƺnŐeƌen ǀŽƌƌƂŵischen �isenǌeiƚ iŵ Ksƚen DiƩeleƵƌŽƉĂs͕ 
Ěen �bschniƩ �͘ .͞

6 Hachmann 1960, p. 102. The late phase of the necropolis at 
GroƘromstedt was to be eƋuated in later research with the 
͞GroƘromstedt B Horizon” (Peschel 1999, p. 91–92; Peschel 2005, 
p. 214; cĨ͘ VƂlling 1995, p. 78–80; Hƺssen 2001, p. 280–281; DƂhlert 
2009, p. 422–423); cĨ͘  DƂhlert-Albani 2014, p. 239–240.

7 Krämer 1962. More recently, Hƺssen 2001 plenary debates the linŬs 
between the LT D2 phase in Bavaria and the GroƘromstedt horizon in 
central Germany; cĨ͘  RiecŬhoī 2008, p. 5.




