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HELLENISTIC FIBULAE AND POTTERY IN EASTERN GALATIA

Ergƺn LAFLIa, Maurizio BUORAb, Fatih HaŬan KAzAa

a �ŽŬƵǌ �Ǉlƺl hniǀeƌsiƚǇ͕ /ǌŵiƌ͕  dƺƌŬiǇe͖ eͲŵĂil͗ eƌŐƵn͘lĂŇiΛĚeƵ͘eĚƵ͘ƚƌ͕  ĨĂƟh͘ŬĂǇĂΛĚeƵ͘eĚƵ͘ƚƌ
b ^Žcieƚă &ƌiƵlĂnĂ Ěi �ƌcheŽlŽŐiĂ͕ hĚine͕ /ƚĂlǇ͖ eͲŵĂil͗ ŵbƵŽƌĂΛlibeƌŽ͘iƚ

Scriptum 
Feliceantonio Costabile

>yy// Ěieŵ nĂƚĂleŵ celebƌĂnƟ ĚicĂƚƵŵ

Keywords: >Ă dğne fibƵlĂe͕ GĂlĂƟĂn wĂƌe͕ �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ͕ eĂsƚeƌn cenƚƌĂl �nĂƚŽliĂ͕ GĂlĂƟĂ͕ �elƟc͕ ,ellenisƟc ƉeƌiŽĚ͕ �siĂ DinŽƌ͕  
dƺƌŬiǇe͕ ŵƵseƵŵ sƚƵĚies͕ clĂssicĂl ĂƌchĂeŽlŽŐǇ
Abstract: dhis ƉĂƉeƌ ĨŽcƵses Žn ƚhe iĚenƟficĂƟŽn ŽĨ ƚhƌee fibƵlĂe ŽĨ ƚhe DiĚĚle >Ă dğne scheŵe͕ ĂnĚ ƚhƌee ǀessels cƵƌĂƚeĚ Ăƚ ƚhe lŽcĂl ŵƵseƵŵ in 
�ŽƌƵŵ in eĂsƚeƌn cenƚƌĂl dƺƌŬiǇe͕ which weƌe ƉƵblisheĚ bǇ ZesƵl 7biƕ in ϮϬϮϭ in Ă ŵƵseƵŵ ƌeƉŽƌƚ͘ dŽ clĂƌiĨǇ ƚhe ĂssiŐnŵenƚ ŽĨ ƚhese ǀessels ƚŽ eĂsƚeƌn 
GĂlĂƟĂ͕ we fiƌsƚ sƵŵŵĂƌiseĚ whĂƚ wĂs ƉƌeǀiŽƵslǇ ŬnŽwn ĂnĚ whĂƚ wĂs ĚescƌibeĚ bǇ ƌecenƚ sƚƵĚies Žn sŽͲcĂlleĚ ͞GĂlĂƟĂn wĂƌe͘͟  /n ƚhe neǆƚ chĂƉƚeƌ͕  
we ŐƌŽƵƉeĚ ϭϰ fibƵlĂe ŽĨ ƚhe DiĚĚle ĂnĚ >Ăƚe >Ă dğne scheŵes ĨƌŽŵ dƺƌŬiǇe inƚŽ ƚwŽ ƚǇƉŽlŽŐicĂl ŐƌŽƵƉs ĂnĚ cŽnƚeǆƚƵĂliseĚ ƚhe �ŽƌƵŵ fibƵlĂe ĂŵŽnŐ 
Žƚheƌ ,ellenisƟc eǆĂŵƉles ĨƌŽŵ �siĂ DinŽƌ͘  /n cŽnclƵsiŽn͕ Žne cĂn see ƚhĂƚ ƚhe nƵŵbeƌ ŽĨ sƵch finĚs cŽnnecƟnŐ eĂsƚeƌn GĂlĂƟĂ ƚŽ sŽŵe cŽnƚeŵƉŽƌĂƌǇ 
ŵĂƚeƌiĂl in cŽnƟnenƚĂl �ƵƌŽƉe is incƌeĂsinŐ͘ 

Cuvinte-cheie: >Ă dğne fibƵlĂe͕ Žbiecƚe Ěin GĂlĂƟĂ͕ DƵǌeƵl Ěe ĂƌheŽlŽŐie Ěin �ŽƌƵŵ͕ esƚƵl �nĂƚŽliei cenƚƌĂle͕ GĂlĂƟĂ͕ ƉeƌiŽĂĚĉ celƟcĉ͕ ƉeƌiŽĂĚĉ elenisƟcĉ͕ 
�siĂ Dicĉ͕ dƵƌciĂ͕ sƚƵĚii ŵƵǌeĂle͕ ĂƌheŽlŽŐie clĂsicĉ
Rezumat: 2n ĂceĂsƚĉ lƵcƌĂƌe͕ ĂccenƚƵl esƚe ƉƵs Ɖe iĚenƟficĂƌeĂ Ă ƚƌei fibƵle Ěin scheŵĂ >Ă dğne DiũlŽcie͕ ƉƌecƵŵ ƕi Ă ƚƌei ǀĂse cŽnseƌǀĂƚe lĂ ŵƵǌeƵl lŽcĂl 
Ěin �ŽƌƵŵ͕ Šn ǌŽnĂ cenƚƌĂlͲesƟcĉ Ă dƵƌciei͕ ƉƵblicĂƚe Ěe ZesƵl 7biƕ Šn ϮϬϮϭ ŠnƚƌͲƵn ƌĂƉŽƌƚ Ăl ŵƵǌeƵlƵi͘ WenƚƌƵ Ă clĂƌificĂ ĂƚƌibƵiƌeĂ ĂcesƚŽƌ ǀĂse GĂlĂƟei Ěe 
�sƚ͕ Ăŵ ƌeǌƵŵĂƚ ŵĂi Šnƚąi ceeĂ ce se ƕƟĂ ĂnƚeƌiŽƌ ƕi eƌĂ Ěescƌis Ěe sƚƵĚii ƌecenƚe ĂsƵƉƌĂ ĂƕĂͲnƵŵiƚei ͣceƌĂŵici ŐĂlĂƟce͘͟  2n cĂƉiƚŽlƵl ƵƌŵĉƚŽƌ͕  Ăŵ ŐƌƵƉĂƚ 
ϭϰ fibƵle Ěin scheŵele >Ă dğne DiũlŽcie ƕi dąƌǌie Ěin dƵƌciĂ Šn ĚŽƵĉ ŐƌƵƉƵƌi ƟƉŽlŽŐice ƕi Ăŵ cŽnƚeǆƚƵĂliǌĂƚ fibƵlele Ěin �ŽƌƵŵ Ɖƌinƚƌe Ălƚe fibƵle elenisƟce 
Ěin �siĂ Dicĉ͘ 2n cŽnclƵǌie͕ se ƉŽĂƚe ŽbseƌǀĂ cĉ nƵŵĉƌƵl ƵnŽƌ Ăsƞel Ěe ĚescŽƉeƌiƌi cĂƌe leĂŐĉ GĂlĂƟĂ Ěe esƚƵl Ɯĉƌii cƵ Ƶnele ŵĂƚeƌiĂle cŽnƚeŵƉŽƌĂne 
Ěin �ƵƌŽƉĂ cŽnƟnenƚĂlĉ esƚe Šn cƌeƕƚeƌe͘

1. INTRODUCTION: FIBULAE OF THE MIDDLE LA TÈNE 
SCHEME IN ASIA MINOR

In a recent paper, Resul 7biș presented numerous 
formerly unpublished artefacts preserved in the 
Archaeological Museum of �orum in the eastern part 
of central modern-day TƺrŬiye1 (Map 1). Among the 
illustrated objects, we consider the fibulae of the Middle 
La Tğne scheme, aƩributed to the Galatians and three 
contemporary ceramic vessels. 

La Tğne metalworŬ in bronze, iron and gold, generally 
believed to have developed technologically out of HallstaƩ 
culture, is also stylistically characterized by elaborate 
clasps, i.e., fibulae, and, according to certain scholars, some 
of these fibulae are associated with Celts. It was believed 
that the Galatians were a Celtic people dwelling in Galatia, 
a region of central Anatolia surrounding AnŬara during the 
Hellenistic period. However, neither the HallstaƩ culture 
nor the La Tğne culture can be eƋuated with the definition 

1 7biş 2021. The museum was inaugurated on 13th of October 1968.

of ͞Celts”2. Only a few such objects have so far been found 
in Asia Minor, which have commonly been understood as 
indicative of Galatian presence in central Anatolia, and at 
times even of continued cultural exchange with the Celts 
from Europe. Since the 19th century, the history of the Celts 
in Asia Minor has been studied numerous times, beginning 

2 For the complex subject of Celts, their archaeology in Galatia and 
archaeological finds of Galatia during the Hellenistic period, cf., 
among others, Batman 2024; e.g. �oşŬun 2014 and 2022; Parachaud 
2018 and 2020; Xie 2016; PŬse 2021; Norton 2013; Campbell 2009; 
zƂrƺŬan 2009; Ulusoy 2006; e.g. Strobel 1996, 2002, 2007a, 2007b, 
2009; BocŬius 1991; Mƺller-Karpe 1988, 2006; Nixon 1977. As focused 
in our present paper, La Tğne artefacts in Hellenistic Asia Minor as a 
problematic criterion for determining the ethnic identity(ies) of the 
Galatians have already been addressed by Altay �oşŬun in 2014 both 
historically and archaeologically (�oşŬun 2014). This paper argues that 
not a single La Tğne fibula can be aƩributed to an individual bearer 
among the three major Galatian tribes; geographical and chronological 
implications rather point to mercenaries recruited from eastern Europe 
by AƩalus I (ca. 240–197 BC) or later Hellenistic Ŭings (p. 138–139). 
Cf. also Strobel 2009, p. 118, note 5; Mƺller-Karpe 1988, p. 192–195 
with a map of findspots of the La Tğne fibulae and gems in Anatolia; 
Darbyshire et alii 2000, p. 83. 
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with the historical worŬ of Georges Perrot (1832–1914), 
published in Paris in 1867 in Latin3, followed by that of Felix 
Stähelin (1873–1952), which appeared in 1907 in Leipzig4. 
Oscar Almgren (1869–1945) had already drawn aƩention 
to the simultaneous appearance of brooches of the 
medieval type in Central Europe and on the lower Dnieper5. 
The analysis of the Galatian fibulae began over fifty 
years ago with the fundamental discussion by Kurt BiƩel 
(1907–1991), in volume IV on the 1967–1968 excavation 
seasons at ٌaƩuƓa, the capital of the Hiƫte Empire, which 
focused on the Late Hellenistic finds in the southern area of 
Temple I, i.e., Great Temple, in the lowertown of BoŒazŬƂy6. 
SubseƋuent contributions since 19707 have added some 
specimens, which have not changed the overall picture. 
They have still been enriched by the reporting of other 
brooches, even in very remote areas8, perhaps due to 
the dispersion of Celtic mercenaries in numerous war 
scenarios. However, isolated objects, discovered at great 
distances, cannot be an argument for the presence of 
some Celtic warriors or mercenaries in these sites9. We 
can only admit a ͞scenario”, as the other authors do, and 
it cannot be ruled out that some fibulae were transferred 
with their bearers for other reasons as well. Thus, their 
presence on Delos10 may have had religious motivations. 
At the same time, their aƩestations in Crimea could derive 
from routine contacts from nearby areas, separated only 
by the BlacŬ Sea11.

Overall reconsiderations of these fibulae and their 
meaning were made, among other scholars, by Hartmut 
(Franz Rudolf) Polenz (1940–2021) in 197812 and, forty 
years later, by Kevin Parachaud13, who created the most 
complete corpus of these fibulae to date. 

So far, just over twenty fibulae of the Middle and Late 
La Tğne schemes aƩributed to the Galatians and associated 
with Celts have been published from Asia Minor and Syria. 
Of these, one comes from an area close to the western 
Anatolian coast, i.e., Priene in southern Ionia14, another 

3 Perrot 1867.
4 Stähelin 1907 based on his doctoral thesis at the Universität Basel, 

entitled as ͞Geschichte der Ŭleinasiatischen Galater bis zur Errichtung 
der rƂmischen Provinz Asia” (1897).

5 Almgren 1923, p. 250–253.
6 BiƩel 1969.
7 Schaaf 1970.
8 E.g., in the Archaeological Museum of Gaziantep in south-eastern 

TƺrŬiye, acc. no. 94.9.75, cĨ͘  Bulgan, Feugğre 2004 and 2007.
9 �Ĩ͘ , among others, Baray 2017.
10 Déonna 1938, p. 283–284, fig. 323, pl. 86, no. 732 (today in the 

Archaeological Museum of Delos, acc. no. 5502). 
11 HellstrƂm 2014, p. 219, fig. 5.
12 Polenz 1978.
13 E.g., Parachaud 2018, especially p. 35, fig. 6 (map of distribution of the 

La Tğne fibulae in TƺrŬiye and surrounding areas). 
14 This fibula from Priene was last recorded in the Museum fƺr Vor- 

und Frƺhgeschichte of the Staatlichen Museen zu Berlin, acc. no. 
M: 10039. Bronze, 6.6 x 1.9 cm, dating to LT C2. Its find context is 
unŬnown. Typologically it is a filiform fibula with a high external cord 
and a three-coil spring. Fragmented, the end of the foot and the pin 
holder are missing. The remaining part of the straight foot runs along 
the open trapezoidal arch and is aƩached to it by two rings. �Ĩ͘  BiƩel 

from the island of Delos15, while others originate from 
Cilicia and Syria16 (Map 1). Most of these fibulae come 
from a part of central Anatolia believed to be inhabited by 
the Galatians. They are twenty-one in total, one of which 
is made of iron and the others are made of copper alloy. 
To these existing examples, we add two new ones that 
we present below, and thus increase the total number. 
It seems that the area around �orum in eastern Galatia 
appears to have been particularly aīected by the spread 
of these fibulae.

The two new specimens summarily presented by 
Resul 7biș in 2021 bring new elements of interest. The 
first one, illustrated at cat. no. 1, is very close to a fibula 
which was previously Ŭept in a private collection and said 
to have originated from AnŬara17. Although one cannot be 
certain of this information, deduced from the antiƋuarian 
marŬet, the form is compatible with its presence in the 
area around AnŬara. A second fibula from �orum, i.e., cat. 
no. 4 below, allows us to anchor an already Ŭnown type to 
a very specific location – and therefore perhaps to a limited 
area –, eƋually provenanced from a private collection, the 
origin of which is unŬnown. 

Ϯ. THREE EXAMPLES OF THE SOͳCALLED GALATIAN 
WARE FROM ÇORUM

Numerous authors have treated the topic of the 
so-called Galatian ware from various positions and 
perspectives18. The first observation, made by Robert �ahn 
(1870–1945), of its similarity to the La Tğne painted poƩery 
in western Europe is well Ŭnown19. Despite the doubts 
expressed by Ferdinand Maier (1925–2014) in 196320, there 
seems to be no doubt that this ware has an eminently local 
diīusion focused on eastern central Anatolia. An extensive 
study of this ware by Kâmil Levent �oroŒlu in 1978 in the 
course of his doctoral thesis at the University of AnŬara was 
first summarily published in 2011. In his studies, �oroŒlu 
proposed the term ͞KŦzŦlŦrmaŬ (ancient Halys) basin ware” 
for this ware; among these vessels, he distinguished three 
main groups in three different geographical regions in 
central Anatolia21. 

It cannot be denied that this ware was generally 
widespread in the area considered to be Galatia (Map 2), 

1969, p. 45–46; Polenz 1978, p. 186; Courbin 1992, p. 214, note 18, 
215, fig. 5; �oşŬun 2014, p. 138, fig. 3; Parachaud 2018, p. 40, cat. no. 
26, p. 41, pl. 2, PR I; p. 184–186, fig. 3, 1.

15 Cf. note 9 above.
16 Mapped in Parachaud 2018, p. 35, fig. 6.
17 Schaaf 1970, p. 298, fig. 1a; Polenz 1978, p. 183, fig. 4, 4.
18 For previous publications on this ware, cĨ͘ , e.g., Batman 2024, p. 72–119; 

Lohner-Urban 2016; �oroŒlu 2011; Stewart 2010; Pzsait, Pzsait 2003; 
LaŇŦ 2003 and BiƩel 1974. Also cĨ͘  фhƩps://www.levantineceramics.org/
wares/480-west-anatolian-hellenistic-banded-wareх (accessed on 1st of 
:anuary 2025).

19 �ahn 1907.
20 Maier 1963.
21 �oroŒlu 2011, p. 516, fig. 1.
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where it is believed that, as mentioned above, ͞the Celts” 
seƩled. It sometimes presents specific decorative details – 
oŌen limited to individual centres and, therefore, referable 
to specific worŬshops – distinguishing it from the previous 
tradition or other areas. Such is the predilection for three 
colours, i.e., cream, white, and red, for the decorative lines, 
bands or the Ňoral decoration. Although its dating is still 
problematic, the hypothesis of its greater diīusion during 
the second and early first cent. BC has emerged, which 
maŬes it contemporary with most of our fibulae of the 
Middle and Late La Tğne schemes. 

So far, the Ƌuestion of the possible value of poƩery as 
an element of Celtic identity and as the result of innovations 
introduced by the arrival of Celts has been ill-examined. 
Who would today (and perhaps even in the past) ever want 
to recognize common tableware as a constitutive element 
of Celtic identity͍ It is clear that the so-called Galatian ware 
continued local traditions in local worŬshops and had a 
limited diīusion.

The linguistic characteristics must certainly be 
included among the elements of Celtic identity in Galatia. 
As in Europe, the Celtic language was essentially a 
spoŬen language, and its traces remain especially in the 
onomastics. We have lists of possible Celtic onomastics in 
epigraphy, which are from later Roman times. Some names 
can be derived from three graffiti in Gordion, although their 
dating is unclear22. Two are dated between 241/240 and 
189 BC, and a third could be contemporary, or from the 
first cent. AD23. In the laƩer case, if the dating were late, 
it would be even more interesting for our purposes to 
document a continuity of use.

For the Celtic language, we have another important 
piece of evidence dating bacŬ to between ca. AD 366 and 
370, referred to in a worŬ by Saint :erome, an early Christian 
historian of the fourth–fiŌh cent. AD. He compared their 

22 CĨ͘  Schmidt 1994; and Freeman 2001.
23 Roller 1987, p. 104.

language to that of the Treveri (Gaulish Treweroi), a 
Germanic or Celtic tribe of the Belgae group that inhabited 
the lower valley of the Moselle in modern-day Germany, 
which he had learned during his stay in their city24. 

The study of the local ware in Hellenistic Galatia 
is based on fragments excavated in well-Ŭnown central 
Anatolian sites, such as BoŒazŬƂy, Gordion, or from 
surveys carried out in the same area. Local museums in 
the region, such as (from east to west), among others, 
Sivas, ToŬat, Amasya, BoŒazŬƂy, AlacahƂyƺŬ, �orum, zozgat, 
KŦrșehir, Kaman-KalehƂyƺŬ, Kayseri, �anŬŦrŦ, Samsun, 
AnŬara, Gordion and EsŬișehir25, oŌen preserve complete 
containers of such ware, most probably coming from graves 
and so far remain unpublished (Map 2). In his museum 
report, 7biș published photos of some vessels Ŭept in the 
Archaeological Museum of �orum, which are related to 
Galatian ware26. 

The first vessel that 7biș presented from the 
Archaeological Museum of �orum is a carinated bowl and 
has internal decoration with bands of diīerent widths, in 
brown, white, and hazelnut colours (Figs. 1a–c). Outside, 
on its convex wall between two brown-grey lines, there is 
a wider band interrupted at regular intervals by a chevron 
motif (Fig. 1b)27. This bowl corresponds to forms 2–4 of 
BoŒazŬƂy from which it diīers only in size28 (Fig. 2). 

24 Migne 1845, II, cap. 3, col. 357: ͞Unum est Ƌuod inferimus, et 
promissum in exordio reddimus, Galatas excepto sermone Grčco, 
Ƌuo omnis Oriens loƋuitur, propriam linguam eamdem pene habere 
Ƌuam Treviros, nec referre, si aliƋua exinde corruperint” ΀сOne thing 
we conclude, and we fulfill the promise made at the beginning, that 
the Galatians, with the exception of the GreeŬ language, which all the 
East speaŬs, have almost the same language of their own as the Treviri, 
and it does not maƩer if some ΀elements΁ of it have been corrupted΁ 
(translated into English by E. LaŇŦ).

25 Also in the Erimtan Archaeology and Arts Museum in AnŬara there are 
some Galatian ware present. 

26 7biş 2021, p. 84, fig. 19. 
27 Maier 1963, p. 234, fig. 13, 2. 
28 Maier 1963, p. 222, fig. 2.

Figure 1. a–c. �ĂƌinĂƚeĚ bŽwl ŽĨ �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ ;ĚƌĂwn bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϰ͕ fiŐ͘ ϭϵͿ͘

a

b c
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The second carinated bowl has a similar paƩern of 
decoration, but the white colour is not visible (Figs. 3a–b). 
For comparison, there is another similar bowl in the 
Archaeological Museum of Samsun in northern TƺrŬiye, 
with a serpentine decoration arranged in two bands above 
and below the central fairing (Fig. 4)29. 

A third container is a conical bowl with a rim, 
underlined on the outside by a horizontal groove (Fig. 5). 
Comparing it to the profile of form 7 at BoŒazŬƂy, it is 

29 PatacŦ, LaŇŦ 2015, p. 31, fig. 7g.

reproduced alongside (Fig. 6), as identified by Maier30; in 
our case, the upper part is recessed, so that the largest 
diameter occurs not at the mouth, but under the shoulder. 
The container is painted only in the upper part with a band 
of phytomorphic motifs running under the rim, and below 
are two other lines. 

It is evident that three specimens published by 7biș 
from �orum seem to belong to group 2 of �oroŒlu in 
which few forms seem to derive from the usual Hellenistic 
typological repertoire, especially from the Phrygian one, 
with minor variations.

3. CATALOGUE OF THE FIBULAE OF THE MIDDLE LA 
TÈNE SCHEME IN THE MUSEUMS OF TÜRKIYE

As mentioned above, La Tğne fibulae in Anatolia 
and generally in the entire TƺrŬiye were analysed only 
to a limited extent. Among both already-Ŭnown and 
unpublished finds in Asia Minor, we have created two 
typological groups which diīer not only chronologically, 
but also geographically (Map 3). However, most of 
these fibulae lacŬ any archaeological context, so the 
only possibility is to compare them with other pieces 
over a large area, some of which are also without 
context. Therefore, the dating of these fibulae follows 
the established method for the specimens elaborated in 
Central and Eastern European research. 

a. TYPE 1

Starting from BiƩel͛s aforementioned analysis in 1969, 
group 1 was identified, characterised by the extension of 
the foot that at the end curls around the arch.

Cat. no. 1. Archaeological Museum of �orum, acc. no. Etd. 
189 (Fig. 7).
Dimensions. L с 100 mm, H с 17 mm.

30 Maier 1963, p. 222, fig. 2, 7.

Figure 2. �ĂƌinĂƚeĚ bŽwl ŽĨ ĨŽƌŵ Ϯʹϰ ĨƌŽŵ �ŽŒĂǌŬƂǇ ;ƌeĚƌĂwn bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ DĂieƌ ϭϵϲϯ͕ Ɖ͘ ϮϮϮ͕ fiŐ͘ ϮͿ͘

Figure 3. a–b. �ĂƌinĂƚeĚ bŽwl ŽĨ �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ ;ĚƌĂwn 
bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϰ͕ fiŐ͘ ϭϵͿ͘

a

b
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Copper-based alloy. 
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ BroŬen pin. Spring with two windings, external 
hinge that extends upwards, extension of the foot that 
reaches almost to the top of the arch, which is joined by a 
hooŬing ring with raised edges. Note the large size.
�ŽŵƉĂƌĂnĚƵŵ͘ A fibula in a private collection in AnŬara 
said to come from AnŬara, 240 Ŭm south-west of �orum, 
cf. aŌer Schaaf 1970, p. 298, fig. 1a (Fig. 8). 

�ĂƟnŐ͘ LT C2, i.e., ca. 200–150 BC. 
ZeĨ͘  Parachaud 2018, p. 30. fig. 4; 7biș 2021, p. 85, fig. 20a.

Cat. no. 2. Archaeological Museum of �orum, acc. no. 501 
(Figs. 9a–b).
Dimensions. L с 95 mm, H с 33 mm.
&inĚsƉŽƚ͘ Originates from the district of Kușsaray (literally 
͞bird palace”) which is located 16 Ŭm north-east of �orum, 

Figure 4͘ �ĂƌinĂƚeĚ bŽwl ŽĨ DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ ^ĂŵsƵn ;ĚƌĂwn bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ WĂƚĂcŦ͕ >ĂŇŦ ϮϬϭϱ͕ Ɖ͘ ϯϮϭ͕ fiŐ͘ ϳŐͿ͘

Figure 5. �Žwl ŽĨ �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ ;ĚƌĂwn bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ 
ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϰ͕ fiŐ͘ ϭϵͿ͘

Figure 6. �Žwl ŽĨ ĨŽƌŵ ϳ ĨƌŽŵ �ŽŒĂǌŬƂǇ ;ƌeĚƌĂwn bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ 
DĂieƌ ϭϵϲϯ͕ Ɖ͘ ϮϮϮ͕ fiŐ͘ Ϯ͕ ϳͿ͘

Figure 7. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ ϭϴϵ 
;Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϱ͕ fiŐ͘ ϮϬĂͿ͘ 

Figure 8. &ibƵlĂ in Ă ƉƌiǀĂƚe cŽllecƟŽn in �nŬĂƌĂ sĂiĚ ƚŽ cŽŵe ĨƌŽŵ �nŬĂƌĂ 
;Ăfteƌ ^chĂĂĨ ϭϵϳϬ͕ Ɖ͘ Ϯϵϴ͕ fiŐ͘ ϭĂͿ͘



148 Ergƺn LAFLI, Maurizio BUORA, Fatih HaŬan KAzA

M
ap

 3
. �

iī
Ƶs

iŽ
n 

ŽĨ
 ƚh

e 
fib

Ƶl
Ăe

 Ž
Ĩ ƚ

he
 D

iĚ
Ěl

e 
Ăn

Ě 
>Ă

ƚe
 >

Ă 
dğ

ne
 s

ch
eŵ

es
 in

 ƚh
e 

ŵ
Ƶs

eƵ
ŵ

s 
ŽĨ

 d
ƺƌ

Ŭi
Ǉe

͘ ^
Žl

iĚ
 Ě

Žƚ
s 

in
Ěi

cĂ
ƚe

 ƚǇ
Ɖe

 ϭ
 ;i

͘e
͕͘ 

/ƚĂ
lŽ

Ͳ�
Ƶƌ

ŽƉ
eĂ

n 
ƚǇ

Ɖe
Ϳ͕ 

Ăn
Ě 

cƌ
Žs

se
Ě 

ĚŽ
ƚs

 ƚǇ
Ɖe

 Ϯ
 ;i

͘e
͕͘ 

�e
lƟ

cͬ
�Ă

lŬ
Ăn

ic
 ƚǇ

Ɖe
Ϳ ;

Ěƌ
Ăw

n 
bǇ

 &͘
 ,

͘ <
ĂǇ

Ă͕
 Ϯ

ϬϮ
ϱͿ

͘



,ellenisƟc &ibƵlĂe ĂnĚ WŽƩeƌǇ in �Ăsƚeƌn GĂlĂƟĂ 149

south of the �orum-Samsun highway with an altitude of 
1.010 m. The fibula was supposedly found in a castle which 
is located to the west of the district, and donated by Mr Ali 
AydŦn (acc. no. Ks.66/44 of Kușsaray excavations). There is a 
Middle Chalcolithic, EBA and Hiƫte hƂǇƺŬ site in the same 
district which is Ŭnown as �iplanda in Hiƫte sources31, and 
was brieŇy excavated in the 1960s where some EBA urns 
were discovered32.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Filiform fibula with a hypertrophied outer cord 
and a two-coil spring. The stem is twisted and aƩached by 
a ring to the semicircular arch. 
�ĂƟnŐ͘ LT D1, i.e. 150–75 BC.
ZeĨ͘ Koșay 1966, p. 90, 93, Ks. 44, 95, fig. 5; BiƩel 1969, 
p. 46, fig. 10c; Schaaf 1970, p. 298, fig. 1c; Polenz 1978, 
p. 185, no. 1; Courbin 1992, p. 219, fig. 8 (where Kușsaray 
is indicated as a findspot); �oșŬun 2014, p. 139, fig. 4; 
Parachaud 2018, p. 40, cat. no. 22, p. 41, pl. 2, KUI; 7biș 
2021, p. 85, fig. 20b.

Cat. no. 3. Archaeological Museum of �orum, acc. no. 1037 
(or 7-100-70) (Figs. 10a–b).
Dimensions. L с 95 mm, H с 34 mm.
&inĚsƉŽƚ͘ District of Karaca, 7 Ŭm south-west of �orum, 
without any information about its find context.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Filiform fibula with a hypertrophied external 
cord and a two-arrow spring. The foot is missing, however, 
the ring that would have secured it to the semicircular 
bow remains. The ring is aƩached to the two rear levels 
of the bow.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ LT D1, i.e., 150–75 BC.
ZeĨ͘ Mƺller-Karpe 1988; �oșŬun 2014, p. 139, fig. 4; 
Parachaud 2018, p. 40, cat. no. 18, p. 41, pl. 2, KAR I; 7biș 
2021, p. 85, fig. 20c.

Cat. no. 4. Archaeological Museum of �orum, acc. no. 8333 
(Fig. 11).
Dimensions. L с 93 mm, H с 37 mm.
&inĚsƉŽƚ͘ District of SoŒucaŬ, 24 Ŭm south-east of 7sŬilip 
and 54 Ŭm north-east of �orum, near Halys.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Wide arch, recessed in the part close to the 
catch, foot extended to embrace the arch. On the arch 
itself, there are numerous windings (4 н 7 н 7), interspersed 
with three transverse spirals.
The spring was made up of two windings and has an 
external hinge at the boƩom.
�ŽŵƉĂƌĂnĚƵŵ͘ A fibula in a private collection in AnŬara, cf. 
BiƩel 1969, p. 46, fig. 10e (Fig. 12). 
�ĂƟnŐ͘ LT C2, i.e., 200–150 BC.
ZeĨ͘  7biș 2021, p. 85, fig. 20d.

31 For the debated Ƌuestion see Taracha 2015, p. 58.
32 �Ĩ͘  Koşay 1966, p. 89.

a

b

Figure 9. a–b. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ 
ϱϬϭ ;a. ƉhŽƚŽ Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϱ͕ fiŐ͘ ϮϬb͖ b. ĚƌĂwinŐ Ăfteƌ �iƩel ϭϵϲϵ͕ 
Ɖ͘ ϰϲ͕ fiŐ͘ ϭϬcͿ͘

a

b

Figure 10. a–b. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ 
ϭϬϯϳ ;Žƌ ϳͲϭϬϬͲϳϬͿ ;a. Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϱ͕ fiŐ͘ ϮϬc͖ b. Ăfteƌ WĂƌĂchĂƵĚ 
ϮϬϭϴ͕ Ɖ͘ ϰϭ͕ Ɖl͘ Ϯ͕ <�Z /Ϳ͘

Figure 11. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ŽƌƵŵ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ ϴϯϯϯ 
;Ăfteƌ 7biƔ ϮϬϮϭ͕ Ɖ͘ ϴϱ͕ fiŐ͘ ϮϬĚͿ͘



150 Ergƺn LAFLI, Maurizio BUORA, Fatih HaŬan KAzA

Cat. no. 5. Archaeological Museum of Mersin33, acc. 
no. 95.18.25 (Fig. 13).
Dimensions. L с 62 mm, H с 25 mm.
WƌŽǀenĂnce͘ Purchased from Mr Berdan KaragƂz (b. 1945), 
a goldsmith and art dealer from Mersin, on the 4th of 
October 1995.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Foot end missing. Typologically it is identical 
to the previous fibula at cat. no. 4.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ LT C2, i.e., 200–150 BC.
ZeĨ. LaŇŦ, Buora 2006, p. 43, cat. no. 9, pl. 13f.

Cat. no. 6. Archaeological Museums of Istanbul, acc. 
no. 40.405 (Fig. 14). 
WƌŽǀenĂnce͘ It is said to come from eastern Thrace in 
TƺrŬiye. There is no reason to doubt it, as we would have 
evidence of a connection between the Celts of the BalŬan 
area and those of the Anatolian peninsula34.
Dimensions. L с 110 mm, H с 39 mm.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ It has only two free coils, but most liŬely the 
part that was twisted around the bow is now without its 
termination, so that only two coils remain.
Typologically it is identical to cat. nos. 4 and 5 above as 
well.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ LT C2, i.e., 200–150 BC.
ZeĨ͘ фhttps://arachne.dainst.org/х (accessed on 1st of 
:anuary 2025).

Cat. no. 7. Museum of KŦrșehir, acc. no. 1187 (Figs. 15a–b).
Dimensions. L с 106 mm, H с 32 mm.
Exhibited in the window.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ It could be a Middle La Tğne fibula with a bow 
that shows no decoration. Typologically it is a bow fibula 
in one-piece construction, spring with two turns, tendon 
(wire connecting two ends of the spring) above the spring. 
The foot is bent upwards to almost touch the bow, though 
there is a small space between. 
This is a uniƋue find for the region of KŦrșehir in 
south-eastern Galatia and north-western Cappadocia. 
�ĂƟnŐ͘ A Middle La Tğne fibula, i.e., second cent. BC.

b. TYPE 2

The typological characteristics of our second group of the 
La Tğne fibulae in TurŬish museums are that the foot is no 
longer elongated, which, therefore, no longer wraps around 
the arch. Fibula of Type 2 show in the shape of the arch, 
oŌen laminar, or of the foot, which can also be ŇanŬed by 
two semi-globes, and, thus, feature typological similarities 
to those of the late La Tğne fibulae from Europe.

33 Another La Tğne fibula originated from Mersin is Ŭept in the Staatlichen 
Museen zu Berlin, acc. no. XI b 1821, cĨ͘ BiƩel 1969, p. 46, fig. 10h; 
Parachaud 2018, p. 40, cat. no. 23, p. 41, pl. 2, ME I.

34 For such a case from southern Thrace, cĨ͘  Emilov 2010.

Figure 13. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ Deƌsin͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ 
ϵϱ͘ϭϴ͘Ϯϱ ;Ăfteƌ >ĂŇŦ͕ �ƵŽƌĂ ϮϬϬϲ͕ Ɖ͘ ϰϯ͕ cĂƚ͘ nŽ͘ ϵ͕ Ɖl͘ ϭϯĨͿ͘

Figure 12. &ibƵlĂ in Ă ƉƌiǀĂƚe cŽllecƟŽn in �nŬĂƌĂ ;Ăfteƌ �iƩel ϭϵϲϵ͕ Ɖ͘ ϰϲ͕ 
fiŐ͘ ϭϬeͿ͘

Figure 14͘ &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵs ŽĨ /sƚĂnbƵl͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ 
ϰϬ͘ϰϬϱ ΀Ăfteƌ фhƩƉs͗ͬͬĂƌĂchne͘ĚĂinsƚ͘ŽƌŐͬх ;ĂccesseĚ Žn ϭst ŽĨ :ĂnƵĂƌǇ 
ϮϬϮϱͿ΁͘ 

Figure 15. a–b. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ <ŦƌƔehiƌ͕  Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ ϭϭϴϳ ;ƉhŽƚŽ͘ 
�͘ >ĂŇŦ͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘

b

a
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Cat. no. 1. Archaeological Museum of Fethiye (Fig. 16).
Dimensions. L с 67 mm, H с 41 mm.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Variant of the Alesia type, Camp César, variant 
1 a. Widened arch, with series of longitudinal grooves, 
wider in the center, between two transverse bars. Small 
foot, with two lateral hemispheres.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ Second half of the first cent. BC.
ZeĨ͘  Meller 2012, p. 236–237.

Cat. no. 2. Pergamum (Fig. 17).
Dimensions. L с 65 mm, H с 29 mm.
&inĚsƉŽƚ͘ Pergamum.
Copper-based alloy.

�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ According to Harald Meller s͛ classification, it is 
very similar to the Alesia type in profile, Cracouville variant 
635, but instead of having a hinge, it has a spring.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ First cent. BC.
ZeĨ͘  Conze et alii 1913, p. 326, fig. 118.

Cat. no. 3. Archaeological Museum of Kahramanmaraș 
(Figs. 18a–b).
Dimensions. L с 68 mm, H с 34 mm.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Variant of the Alesia type, Cracouville var. 3.
The triangular arch presents a typical series of obliƋue, 
parallel incisions. A very similar fibula was found in the area 
of AƋuileia36, evidencing a typological derivation coming 
from Italy to Anatolia.

35 Meller 2012, p. 236.
36 Buora, Seidel 2008, p. 92–94, no. 84.

Figure 16. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ &eƚhiǇe ;ƉhŽƚŽ͘ G͘ �͘ <esŬin͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘
Figure 17. &ibƵlĂ ĨƌŽŵ WeƌŐĂŵƵŵ ;ĚƌĂwn bǇ E͘ <ĂǇĂ͕ ϮϬϮϱ͕ Ăfteƌ �Žnǌe 
eƚ Ălii ϭϵϭϯ͕ Ɖ͘ ϯϮϲ͕ fiŐ͘ ϭϭϴͿ͘

a

b

a

b

Figure 18. a–b. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe �ƌchĂeŽlŽŐicĂl DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ <ĂhƌĂŵĂnŵĂƌĂƔ 
;Ăfteƌ >ĂŇŦ͕ �ƵŽƌĂ ϮϬϭϴ͕ Ɖ͘ ϰϬϭ͕ cĂƚ͘ nŽ͘ ϭ͕ fiŐs͘ ϲĂʹbͿ͘

Figure 19. a–b. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ƉhesƵs͕ ^elĕƵŬ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ ϳϲϵϬ 
;ƉhŽƚŽ͘ �͘ PǌŐen͕ ϮϬϭϳͿ͘
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�ĂƟnŐ͘ 80–20 BC.
ZeĨ͘  LaŇŦ, Buora 2018, p. 401, cat. no. 1, figs. 6a–b.

Cat. no. 4. Archaeological Museum of Ephesus, SelĕuŬ, acc. 
no. 7690 (Figs. 19a–b).
Dimensions. L с 78 mm, H с 29 mm.
Copper-based alloy.
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ FlaƩened bow, with a raised crossbar at the 
end, rectangular stirrup terminating in a Ňat, biconical 
Ŭnob. Massive prong with another biconical Ŭnob at the 
front, hinge terminated at the ends by two identical Ŭnobs. 
Alesia fibula, similar to the Gergovia type, var. 3 of Meller37, 
from which it differs in the shape of the foot. Slightly 
different variants of the same Gergovia type are also 
aƩested at Delos38.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ Second half of the first cent. BC. 

Cat. no. 5. Archaeological Museum of Ephesus, SelĕuŬ39

(Figs. 20a–b).
Dimensions. L с 81 mm, H с 32 mm.
Copper-based alloy.

37 Meller 2012, p. 230.
38 Meller 2012, p. 319 (list of group 4)
39 In the issue of 34 of the :ournal of Hellenic Studies in 1914, on p. LI, a 

La Tğne brooch from Ephesus was mentioned on p. XLIX and LII among 
the ͞General meetings”.

Description. Flattened, perforated bow, rectangular 
catchplate fragmented at the end, so we do not Ŭnow if 
it had an Italic or Gallic foot. The pin is slightly deformed.
Cracouville type, var. 6. Typologically, no such examples 
have been reported so far east of Greece or Romania.
�ŽŵƉĂƌĂnĚƵŵ͘ Meller 2012, p. 228.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ Second half of the first cent. BC.

Cat. no. 6. Museum of Lycian Civilizations, Demre, Antalya, 
acc. no. 2003/208 (A) (Figs. 21a–d).
&inĚsƉŽƚ͘ Excavated in the western corner of the southern 
Ŭline (stone burial bed) in OM54 (chamber tomb 54) in 
Patara, Lycia in 2003 (excavation acc. no. PTR 03.51).
Dimensions. L с 70 mm, H с 33 mm. 
Copper-based alloy. 
�escƌiƉƟŽn͘ Wide triangular arch, extended and folded foot 
with non-enlarged termination. Hinge with protruding pin. 
The arch is decorated with a double marginal groove and a 
relief figure on the inside.
The main body, which consists of a thin plate, has a 
triangular shape that tapers inward from the hinge section. 
The wide hinge hole is in the shape of a thin pipe. The 
foot ends with a bird͛s head motif turned bacŬwards. In 
the upper section of the bow, at the transition from the 
foot to the body, there are motifs in the form of a V, joined 
at the bacŬ. These features maŬe it similar to the Alesia 
type, which was divided into several variants by H. Meller 
in 2012. The author, however, deals mainly with the area 
from Greece to Central Europe, Britain, and the Iberian 
Peninsula. Our fibula from Patara is of type Orvieto. Smooth 
bow liŬe that of cat. no. 5 above. Noteworthy is the ͞Italic” 
termination of the catchplate, which most liŬely maŬes it 
an imported product from Italy. The elements bringing our 
specimen closer to European fibulae are the triangular arch 
with an extensive base, its decoration, the extension of the 
foot and the hinge ends. 
In the widest part of the arch, it seems possible to see a 
standing figure, wearing a long robe, with his arms raised, 
in relief (Fig. 21d). The taste for the bow decoration linŬs 
our fibula to other European ones of the :ezerine type (and 
also Alesia). 
�ŽŵƉĂƌĂnĚĂ͘ It seems liŬely that a similar fibula which 
is only mentioned and not described or illustrated, was 
Ƌuoted by Michel Feugğre who indicated that it comes 
from the excavations led by Pierre Demargne (1908–2000) 
in Xanthos in Lycia40. Also similar is chapter 4, cat. no. 2 
above. Other similar fibulae are Ŭnown especially from the 
Italian area: Buora, Facella 2016, p. 8. Also cĨ͘  Raeder 1984, 
p. 59, cat. no. 30; Meller 2012, p. 102, pl. 75, 7, 8, 10, 11, 
note 342.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ Second half of the first cent. BC.
ZeĨ͘ cahin 2018, p. 8, 42–43, 93, 97, 110, 114, 145–146, cat. 
no. B38, pl. 11, fig. B38, pl. 29, fig. B38.

40 Feugğre 1985, p. 311; cĨ͘  Meller 2012, p. 241, no. 17. 

a

b

Figure 20. a–b. &ibƵlĂ in ƚhe DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ �ƉhesƵs͕ ^elĕƵŬ ;ƉhŽƚŽ͘ �͘ PǌŐen͕ 
ϮϬϭϳͿ͘
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Cat. no. 7. Museum of Lycian Civilizations, Demre, 
Antalya, acc. no. 98/27/97 (excavation acc. no. PTR 97.159) 
(Figs. 22a–b).
&inĚsƉŽƚ͘ Excavated in OM43 (chamber tomb 43) in Patara, 
Lycia in 1997.
Dimensions. L с 42 mm, H с 25 mm. 
Copper-based alloy. 
�escƌiƉƟŽn. Only the large, four-winding spring, the bow 
with part of the foot and part of the pin remain. It is made 
by bending a single piece of wire appropriately to give it 
the shape of a spiral spring. The tip of the needle is broŬen.
�ŽŵƉĂƌĂnĚĂ͘ Richard et alii 1980, p. 132–133, fig. 5, 19; Riha 
1994, p. 53–56, cat. nos. 1841–1870; Deschler-Erb 2006, 
p. 433, 436, pl. 23/10, 2.
�ĂƟnŐ͘ First cent. BC.
ZeĨ͘ cahin 2018, p. 9, 42–44, 93, 98, 110, 114, 146, cat. no. 
B39, pl. 11, fig. B39, pl. 29, fig. B39.

Figure 21. a–d͘ &ibƵlĂ ĨƌŽŵ WĂƚĂƌĂ͕ DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ >ǇciĂn �iǀiliǌĂƚiŽns͕ �eŵƌe͕ �nƚĂlǇĂ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ ϮϬϬϯͬϮϬϴ ;�Ϳ ;eǆcĂǀĂƚiŽn Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ WdZ Ϭϯ͘ϱϭͿ 
;a. ĂnĚ c. �fteƌ bĂhin ϮϬϭϴ͕ Ɖl͘ ϭϭ͕ fiŐ͘ �ϯϴ͕ Ɖl͘ Ϯϵ͕ fiŐ͘ �ϯϴ͖ b. ĂnĚ d. ƉhŽƚŽ͘ m͘ �eŵiƌeƌ͕  ϮϬϮϰͿ͘

a b

c d

Figure 22. a–b͘ &ibƵlĂ ĨƌŽŵ WĂƚĂƌĂ͕ DƵseƵŵ ŽĨ >ǇciĂn �iǀiliǌĂƟŽns͕ �eŵƌe͕ 
�nƚĂlǇĂ͕ Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ ϵϴͬϮϳͬϵϳ ;eǆcĂǀĂƟŽn Ăcc͘ nŽ͘ WdZ ϵϳ͘ϭϱϵͿ ;Ăfteƌ bĂhin 
ϮϬϭϴ͕ Ɖl͘ ϭϭ͕ fiŐ͘ �ϯϵ͕ Ɖl͘ Ϯϵ͕ fiŐ͘ �ϯϵͿ͘

a

b
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5. CONCLUSIONS

So far, numerous fibulae of the Middle and Late 
La Tğne schemes aƩributed to the Galatians have been 
published. In this brief contribution, we have added a few 
to the previously published ones, which increases the total 
number Ŭnown. The area around �orum in eastern Galatia 
seems to have been particularly aīected by the spread of 
such fibulae during the Hellenistic period.

The two new specimens summarily presented by 
Resul 7biș in 2021, on which we have focused above, have 
brought new elements of interest: cat. no. 1 is typologically 
very close to another fibula from a private collection 
provenanced from AnŬara. Although we cannot be certain 
of its origin, deduced from the antiƋues marŬet, the shape 
is compatible with its presence in that area. Even the fibula 
cat. no. 4 we have dealt with allows us to anchor an already 
Ŭnown type, eƋually present among private individuals, to a 
specific location and, therefore, perhaps to a limited area.

The three intact specimens of so-called Galatian ware 
in the Archaeological Museum of �orum confirm the habit 
of inserting such objects into the tombs in eastern Galatia 
during the second and first cent. BC.

Generally speaŬing, the fibulae of the Middle and 
Late La Tğne schemes in Anatolia originated in the second 
and first cent. BC, and reŇect interactions between the 
local Anatolian Graeco-Roman civilization and Celts. The 
worŬshops oŌen had incredible manufacturing capabilities, 
and their products could arguably be seen as luxury items. 
As La Tğne culture saw the emergence of a distinctly Celtic 
art style, most of these fibulae might also be rooted in 
the Celtic tradition. However, in the collections of local 
museums in modern-day TƺrŬiye there are some fibulae 
of Middle and Late La Tğne schemes with distinctive 
typological features, such as the very developed laminar 
arch and above all the presence of two lateral appendages 
at the top of the foot which are elements probably derived 
through the European inŇuence, most liŬely from the Italian 
area. These characteristics are very diīerent from what is 
observed in the Celtic-type fibulae of Galatia, and seem 
rather to be derived, as already stated, from a western 
(Italic͍) inŇuence during the first cent. BC.

In conclusion, it could be assumed that some fibulae 
of Middle and Late La Tğne schemes from sites near the 
Mediterranean coasts of Asia Minor belong typologically to 
an Italo-European type, whereas others from the interior 
regions (i.e., Galatia) developed into a Celtic/BalŬanic type.
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