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In the Roman Period the region of Silesia in SW Poland was occupied by population of 
the Przeworsk culture'. Despite of successive transformation of the culture's features, it seems 
that from the turn of the eras we can deal with basic continuation of settlement. The situation 
began to change at the end of the Roman Period and at the beginning of the Migration Period. 
During phase C in the areas of the Przeworsk culture are abandoned earlier used cremation 
burial grounds, andin phase C2 in Silesia there are very few single inhumation graves2

• From 
phase D 1 - the beginning of the Migration Period, come instead three newly established burial 
grounds: Zereniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district3, Grodzieszowice, Olawa district\ Tyniec nad 
Sl~zq, Wroclaw district5

• They are situated clase to each other - within a circle with a diameter 
of 25 km. They are located in the central part of Lower Silesia, south of Wroclaw. Ali of them 
are characterized by inhumation burial rites and grave goods completely different than earlier 
cremation graves of the Przeworsk culture6

• Forms of artefacts and graves discovered there show 
multidirectional relations which often can be linked with so-called post-Chernyakhov horizon7

. 

In this article, however, I would like above all to stress connections of these sites with the Lower 
Danube and Pontic areas, especially with the Chernyakhov culture and the Sântana de Mureş 
group. The unique similarity concerns in particular the burial grounds in Zerniki Wielkie and 
Fântânele - 'Rit' in Transylvania, which was already pointed out8

• The similarities show clearly 
that between these areas intensive contacts occurred. The analysis started from presenting simi
larities in forms of burial rites. 

In Zerniki Wielkie were excavated 65 graves, of which 15 were completely or partially 
destroyed. It is believed that their original number could be approximately 1209

• Skeletons 
lying on back along the line SN with head in the direction N, with smaller or larger deviations, 
occurred in 12 graves. Such an arrangement consists approximately 80% of inhumation burials 

Pazda 1980. 
Bla:iejewski 1998, p. 113-115. 

3 Zotz 1935. 
4 Jahn 1926, p. 233-241, Figs. 1-10. 
5 Gralak/Waniek 2015. 
6 Kokowski 2005, p. 510-511. 
7 Gralak 2008, 2010, 2012, p. 178-182; Gralak/Waniek 2015. 
8 Tejral 1992, p. 242-243, Figs. 9: 2, 4-9, 11, 12, 2000, p. 6-8. 
9 Pazda 1980, p. 191-192. 
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of the Chernyakhov culture10
• In graves 7, 17, 18, 291, instead, heads were directed to S. This 

arrangement is typical of hurial ground in Fântânele in Transylvania 11
• 

In Zerniki Wielkie in grave 9 the skeleton was characterized hy crossed legs (Fig. I: 3), while in 
grave 51 hy crossed feet 12

• This way of the deceased positioning is known in the drele of Sarmatian 
cultures, and is especially characteristic of the Alans trihe13

• Skeletons with crossed legs were alsa 
recorded in graves 14 (Fig. 3: 4), 28 and 34 on the hurial ground of the Sântana de Mureş group in 
Leţcani, Iaşi district14

• lt seems that with this environment should he linked the origin of such rites 
in the Maslom~cz group. They were recorded on hurial grounds in Maslomcccz in grave 44 and 
in Gr6dek nad Bugiem in grave 58. On the latter site in grave 19 the skeleton lying on hack was 
characterized hy mixed foot hones which indicate that originally they could he crossed15

• 

Grave No. 21 from Zerniki Wielkie constituting hurial of two individuals laid on hack 
(Fig. 2: 1) 1616 meets its equivalent in grave 69 from Tîrgşor in Muntenia (Fig. 2: 2) 17

• Cases of 
decapitation known from graves 11 (Fig. 1: 5) and 51 18 meet the analogy in a huria} from cem
etery in Izvorul in Muntenia19

• 

In Tyniec nad Slccz'! 10 hurials were recorded. All graves were placed (more or less consis
tently) along the NWW-ESS direction, which constituted a clear space organization dominant. 
All pit graves, instead, had longer axis ran along the WSS-ENN line. The only exception was 
pit No. 8 oriented along the WS-EN line. In hurials with articulated skeletons skull were always 
directed to WSS, and in grave 8 to WS. In Zerniki Wielkie occurred only 5 grave pits arranged 
along the WE line with larger or smaller deviations20

• Skeleton orientation along the W-E line in 
the Chernyakhov culture and the Sântana de Mureş group occurs most frequently in the Black 
Sea zone andin central Ukraine21

, which is associated with the post-Scythian population. Besides, 
in this region such graves are the oldest - they occur already in the late Roman Period22

• 

In Tyniec nad Slccz'! in graves 2, 6 (Fig. 3: 1), 8, 11 skeletons lay on hack with skulls in part 
W their hottom parts were recorded clear ditch-like depressions where the dead were placed. 
In Zerniki such formed hottoms were recorded in graves 8 and 3823

• This form of grave meets 
numerous analogies in the Chernyakhov culture assemhlages (Fig. 3: 2). It is pointed out that 
these depressions were covered with laths24

• 

In Tyniec nad Sl~Z<! in grave 1 an unworked houlder was found, while pit of grave 12 was cov
ered hy horizontally arranged stela (Fig. 3: 3). Another stela lay stray on the surface of the site. lt is 
difficult to link it with a specific grave. In Zerniki Wielkie in grave 39 hones of the skull were cov
ered with a large houlder25

• Practices of this type are also known in the Chernyakhov culture26
• In 

10 Magomedov 2001, p. 27. 
11 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, p. 143. 
12 Zotz 1935, Fig. 35, Tabl. IX. 
11 Sulimirski 1979, p. 126, Fig. 44. 
14 Bloşiu 1975, Figs. 13: 1, 24: 7, 29: 1. 
15 Kokowski 1986, Fig. 2: d, 1993a, p. 20-21, 43-44, 1993 b, Figs. 13 A, 45A. 
16 Zotz 1935, Tabl. V. 
17 Diaconu 1965, p. 56, Tabl. LXXXI. 
IR Zotz 1935, Fog. 36, Tabl. IX. 
19 Mitrea/Preda 1966, Fig. 198. 
20 Zotz 1935, Fig. 45. 
21 Magomedov 2001, p. 27. 
22 Magomedov 2001, p. 42. 
21 Zotz 1935, 76-77, Figs. 1: 8, 41 
24 Magomedov 2001, p. 26, Figs. 18, 21, 22, 23: 3-6. 
25 Zotz 1935, Tabl. VIII. 
26 Bla:iejewski 1998, p. 134. 
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the Sântana de Mureş group in the cemetery in Tîrgşor it was estahlished that skeletons in graves 
33 (Fig. 3: 4), 42 (Fig. 3: 5), 76, 107 were covered with stones of different size27

• lt can not he ruled 
out that this tradition dates hack to the Wielhark culture and the Roman Period in Pomerania. 
Features of this type were then characteristic ofhurial rites28

• 

In Tyniec nad Sl~zq in graves 1, 9 and 12 (Fig. 2: 3) partial, disarticulated hurials were 
discovered. Lack of traces of secondary cuts indicates that they were deposited in grave in this 
manner. Skeletons found there were incomplete, hence the hodies were fragmented. Prohahly 
also hefore deposition in grave they were already largely (or entirely) deprived of soft tissues. 

In the case of the grave 12 a certain order of remains' deposition can he ohserved. Long 
hones of lower limhs were placed clearly in pairs. In section of the grave pit No. 2 fi.II clear traces 
of secondary cuts were ohserved. One of them was marked as feature 3. They did not damage 
the skeleton though. 

Mixed hones were also recorded in graves 12, 28II, 30, 40, 45 in Zerniki Wielkie. The arrange
ment of human remains, as well as traces of secondary cuts suggests re-opening of grave pits29

• 

This phenomenon occurs in the Maslom~cz group, in the Chernyakhov culture, hut mainly in 
the Sântana de Mureş group in Moldavia andin the Lower Danube area (Fig. 2: 4)3°. In advanced 
stages of the Migration Period such practices widespread in vast areas ofBarharicum31

• Prohahly 
these rites originated from the tradition of nomadic peoples living on coasts of the Black Sea 
and the Caspian Sea32

• In this environment there are known numerous finds that may indicate 
their presence, although they are usually interpreted as evidence of graves' looting. In the early 
Roman Period disarticulated skeletons are found in so-called late Scythian graves in the Lower 
Dnieper River zone33

· In the late Roman Period they occur in Sarmatian assemblages at the Sea 
of Azov 34

• During the Roman Period and the Migration Period they are also found in large 
numhers in the cemetery associated with Alans in Brut in Ciscaucasia35

• 

In grave 30 in Zerniki Wielkie the secondary cut was <lug at the height of head and torso of 
the deceased. This is indicated hy mixed hones of trunk and skull turned face down (Fig. 1: 1). 
It seems the latter action was the main goal of the grave re-opening. Traces of exactly the same 
rites were recorded in graves 4 (Fig. 1: 2) and 18 from the cemetery in Leţcani associated with 
the Sântana de Mureş group36

• 

In Grodzieszowice systematically excavated were only two hurials, although it is believed 
that there were originally ahout 40 inhumation graves37

• In hoth cases, the dead were laid along 
the NS axis on the right side in contracted position and hands under heads, which were directed 
to S. In Zerniki Wielkie in turn were found 17 skeletons with angled legs arranged along the 
NS line, laid on left or right side. Of these, eight had heads directed to S, and the others in the 
opposite direction38

• After legs arrangement they can he described as crouched and contracted 
inhumations (Fig. 1: 5). Such hurials have counterparts on the Chernyakhov culture and the 

27 Diaconu 1965, Tab!. LXXVIII, LXXIX, LXXXIII, XCIII. 
28 Wol<)giewicz 1981, p. 152. 
29 Zotz 1935, Figs. 42, 43, Tab!. VI; Pazda 1980, p. 191; Blai.ejewski 1998, p. 122; Gralak 2008, p. 369. 
Jo Kokowski 1995, p. 60; Magomedov 2001, p. 29; Oblomskij 2003, p. 46. 
31 Droberjar 2002, p. 137, 366. 
J

2 Kokowski 1992, p. 123. 
3J Gey 1987, p. 57, Fig. 4: 2. 
34 Shepko 1987, p. 164-168, Figs. 5: 2, 4. 
35 Gabuev/Malashev 2009, Figs. 7, 20, 33, 56, 82, 86, 89, 101, 124. 
36 Bloşiu 1975, ryc. 8: 1, 16: 4. 
37 Pazda 1980, p. 120. 
38 Zotz 1935, 113-115; Blai.ejewski 1998, 120. 
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Sântana de Mureş group cemeteries from Romania in Spanţow, Izworul, Tîrgşor (Fig. 1: 6) 39
• In 

general, however, such an arrangement in the Chernyakhov culture is relatively rare - it consists 
9.8% of inhumation burials40

• lt is characteristic, however, of a group of Transylvanian cemeter
ies (Archiud, Budeşti, Ocinţa 'Pe Dric'), where are alsa often found irregular remains' arrange
ments, with heads usually directed to N41

• 

Very characteristic are alsa finds from graves from the aforementioned cemeteries. In 
Zerniki Wielkie grave goods occurred in the half of graves, of which only in 9 pottery was 
recorded42

• In six graves were found weapons (sword, heads of staff weapons and axes), while 
commonly occurred iron knives43

. In Grodzieszowice was found an iron javelin head and two 
pottery vessels44

• In no grave in Tyniec weapon was found. Alsa pottery occurs in a very small 
number - its presence (severa! forms) was observed only in graves 4 and 7. Numerous, instead, 
were iron knives. Hence, on no one of these cemeteries the taboo typical of the Chernyakhov 
culture prohibiting deposition with the dead iron items and weapons was observed. This phe
nomenon occurs in small numbers at the end of this culture in Transylvania45

• Modest pottery 
grave goods and lack of weapons is characteristic, however, in the Black Sea zone and in central 
Ukraine46

• Of this tradition is alsa typical orientation ofthe skeleton along the W-E line47
• 

In Zerniki Wielkie in graves 46, 52 battle axes were found (Fig. 4: 1-2)48
• In Fântânele a 

battle axe as a grave good was alsa recorded (Fig. 4: 3). Analogous artefacts occurred alsa on 
other Transylvanian cemeteries - Tîrgşor and Ciumbrund49

• It is pointed aut that such weapons 
amongst the Sarmatian population of the Chernyakhov culture could occur as a result of influ
ence of nomads from Ciscaucasia50

• 

In Zerniki Wielkie knives were found in graves 7, 9, 12, 16, 30, 37, 48 (Fig 4:5-7) 5151
• In 

Tyniec nad Sl~z'! in turn in graves 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 (Fig. 4: 4), 9, 11. Length of some of them 
exceeded 10 cm (graves 4, 7, 9, 11). This suggests that they could alsa he used as a weapon. A 
knife comes alsa from Grodzieszowice52

• Such items such are occasionally found on cemeteries 
of the Goths drele. They occur in the Wielbark culture, but nat in all settlement zones, while 
they are more numerous in the Lower Danube and Pontic areas53

. They were recorded on burial 
grounds of the Chernyakhov culture population54

• They are the mast characteristic; instead, of 
the Sântana de Mureş group cemeteries in Romania and Moldavia (Fig. 8: 9)55

• 

In Zerniki Wielkie were found faur iron piston-like objects with a solid tip. They come from 
graves 12, 16, 35, 48 (Fig. 5: 1-3)56

• Their function has nat been clearly defined; however, they may 

39 Diaconu 1965, Tabl. XCIV; Mitrea/Preda 1966, ryc. 59, 189, 200, 236: 1, 240. 
40 Magomedov 2001, 27. 
41 Tejral 2000, 8. 
u Pazdal980,p. 191-192. 
43 Zotz 1935, p. 21-22. 
44 Jahn 1926, p. 238-238, Figs. 7, 9. 
45 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, p. 143. 
46 Magomedov 2004, p. 305. 
47 Magomedov 2001, p. 27. 
48 Zotz 1935, Figs. 19, 23: 6. 
49 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, p. 143, Fig. SB: 2. 
50 Magomedov 2004, 306. 
51 Zotz 1935, Figs. 7: 8, 13: 11, 10: 7, 7: 7, 20: 6, 15: 5, 6: 7. 
52 Jahn 1926, p. 237, Fig. 6. 
53 Kokowski 1995, p. 58, Fig. 78, mapa 60. 
54 Magomedov 2001, p. 83, Fig. 76. 
55 Diaconu 1965, p. 88; Mitrea/Preda 1966, Figs. 14: 6, 87: 4, 158: 12; Bloşiu 1975, p. 222; Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, 

p. 142. 
56 Zotz 1935, Fig. 10: 6, 20: 7, 7: 3, 6: 9. 
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constitute javelins' shaft mounts. Such items may origina te from Pontic areas and they are ahundant 
in the Middle Danuhe areas57

• They are alsa known from the Sântana de Mureş group (Fig: 5: 4)58
• 

In grave 7 from Zerniki Wielkie was found a single piece hrooch with lozenge-like foot and 
hand-like how (Fig. 5: 5)59

• Analogous specimens are known from the huria! ground in Fântânele 
- 'Rit' (Fig. 5: 7)60

• Exceptionally strong resemhlance was ohserved in the case of two specimens 
from grave 2 (Fig. 5: 6). On hand-like hows there are visihle traces of two lines analogous to Zerniki 
Wielkie hrooch in the form of two rows macle hy stamp. Similar hrooches occur alsa in the Sântana 
de Mureş group (Fig. 5: 8) and with this their origins should he linked61

• In the Chernyakhov cul
ture and in the Sîntana de Mureş group the mast numerous analogies meets alsa crosshow hrooch 
with an elongated spring and curved foot coming from grave 8 in Zerniki Wielkie (Fig. 5: 9)62

• 

In Zerniki Wielkie were alsa recorded helt huckles which meet analogies in the territory 
occupied hy the Sîntana de Mureş population. This concerns forms with oval thickened how 
and oval or circular mounts (Fig. 6: 1-7)63

• In graves 16, 30, 35, 43, 46, instead, were found iron 
rings64 which could alsa he used for helt fastening (Fig. 6: 9, 10, 13). Generally, such items are 
helieved to derive from Sarmatian cultures65

• Their presence, therefore, alsa indicates cultural 
ties with the Danuhe zone. They are alsa known from the Chernyakhov culture and the Sîntana 
de Mureş group assemblages (Fig. 6: 8)66

• 

As a huckle should he alsa treated a ring ma de of bronze and decorated with knohs provided 
with a pin from grave 5 in Tyniec nad Slt;zq (Fig. 6: 16). Analogous specimens, hut without pins, 
are known from the heginning of the Migration Period in the Danube zone (Fig. 6: 11-12)67

• It 
appears that these artefacts alsa served as huckles, which suggests frequent use of metal rings for 
this purpose68

. lt is pointed aut that such items appear in phase D 1 and genesis of these forms 
may he associated with Sarmatian cultures in Pontic area69

• 

In grave 6 in Tyniec nad Slt;zq were found 5 bronze rectangular plates forming belt mounts 
(Fig. 6: 14). Analogous artefacts dated to the end of the late Roman Period and the early 
Migrations Period is known from burials in the Sîntana de Mureş culture. They were found in 
Tîrgşor (Fig. 6: 15)7° andin grave 337 in Danceny in Moldavia71

• 

In Grodzieszowice was found an 8-shaped amher pendant72
• In Zerniki Wielkie such jewel

lery come from graves 14 and 22 (Fig. 7: 8)73
• Their presence is alsa a specific feature of huria! 

ground in Fântânele (Fig. 7: 9)74
• In Zerniki Wielkie in grave 1475 andin Fântânele in grave l76 

57 Tejral 1986, p. 200, 205, 207, 210, Figs. 8: 19, 10: 16-17, 11: 11, 12: 19. 
58 Diaconu 1965, Tabl. LXXXV: 6-9. 
59 Zotz 1935, Fig. 4: 2. 
60 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, p. 139, 143, Figs. 3A: 1, 2, 3B: 2; Tejral 1992, p. 242-243. 
61 Kokowski 1993 b, p. 24, Fig. 106: e, f, 1995, p. 55-56. 
62 Zotz 1935, p. 9, Fig. 5: 2; Kokowski 1993b, 81-82. 
63 Zotz 1935, Figs. 6: 3, 6, 8: 2, 7: 1, 18: 9, 20: 5. 
64 Zotz 1935, Figs. 20: 4, 15: 4, 7: 2, 16: 4, 23: 3. 
65 Madyda 1977, p. 379-380. 
66 Magomedov 2001, p. 69, Fig. 73: 8-9. 
67 Godlowski 1977, p. 49, Tab!. II: 3; Szydlowski, 1977, p. 52. 
68 Madyda 1977, p. 379-380; Magomedov 2001, p. 69, Figs. 73: 8-9; Gralak 2012, p. 181. 
69 Tejral 1986, p. 197, 203, 210-211; Gralak 2012, p. 173. 
70 Diaconu 1965, Tabl. XCIV: 9, CLXII: 11-13. 
71 Rafalovic 1986, p. 95-97, Tabl. 50: 9. 
72 Jahn 1926, p. 237, Fig. 4. 
73 Zotz 1935, Figs. 6: 1, 22: 3. 
74 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, p. 143, Figs. 6B: 4, SB: 1. 
75 Zotz 1935, Fig. 6: 2. 
76 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, Figs. 2A: 11, 12. 
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were also found similarly formed wire rings with overlapping ends (Fig. 7: 4, 5). In graves 7 and 
43 in Zerniki Wielkie were found ring-shaped bronze beads with strung amber beads (Fig. 7: 1, 

3) 77
• Jewellery constructed in this manner from the late Roman period clearly concentrates in 

the area of the Wielbark culture and the Sîntana de Mureş group. It should he noted that amber 
beads are known only from the Maslomţcz group from Grodek nad Bugiem78

, the Chernyakhov 
culture from Romanove Selo79 and from burial ground Fântânele - 'Rît' (Fig. 7: 2)80

• 

Noteworthy is find of bone circular pendant from grave 25 in Zernik Wielkie (Fig. 7: 6)81
• 

Similar products are found in Scythian-Sarmatian cultures and in the Chernyakhov culture82
• 

Interesting is also bone pendant from grave 7 (Fig. 7: 7)83
. It is characterized by irregular ham

mer-like shape. Two similar artefacts are known. The first was recorded on the Elbe River circle 
burial ground in Pritzier in Germany in grave 635, while the second one in the Sîntana de Mureş 
group in Miorcani, in Moldavia in grave 7884

• 

In grave 6 in Tyniec nad Slt;Z<} a shell of freshwater mollusc was found (Fig. 7: 10). In its 
upper part there was a drilled hole, which indicates that the item was used as pendant. This find 
meets numerous analogies in the late Roman Period and the beginning of the Migration Period 
in the Chernyakhov culture andin Sântana de Mureş group85

• In these burials were found, how
ever, shells of various sea snails (Fig. 7: 11). 

In grave 4 in Tyniec nad Slt;Z<} was found a wheel-thrown tulip-shaped mug (Fig. 8: 1). 
This vessel has many analogies. At the beginning of the Migration Period there appear vari
ous forms of thin-walled beakers imitating specimens made of glass (Fig. 8: 2), which origins 
may he seek in the Chernyakhov culture andin Sântana de Mureş group (Fig. 8: 3) andin 
the Carpathian Basin86

. Similar specimens are known in the late Sarmatian culture in eastern 
Hungary87

• It is pointed out that they originated as imitation of glass vessels, perhaps of types 
E 189 and E 19688

• 

In grave No. 7 in Tyniec nad Slt;Z<} was found a hand made vessel in the form of pot (Fig. 8: 
4). It is characterized by S-shaped profile, separated base and folded rim. It was fired in variable 
atmosphere. To the clay paste was added an admixture of quartz sand. The specific shape of the 
vessel (including folded rim) does not seem accidental. Such forms are also known from the 
Sântana de Mureş group. Specimens of this type were found in: Spanţov, grave l, grave 17, grave 
22, grave 64; Independenţa, grave 4, grave 7, grave 13, grave 32; Izvorul, grave 1489

; Danceny 
grave 5, grave 28590

; Tîrgşor, grave 242 (Fig. 8: 5)91
• and Alte Necropole (Fig. 8: 6)92 Their genetic 

relationship with Geto-Dacian assemblages is suggested93
. 

77 Zotz 1935, pp. 62-63, 79, Figs. 7: 3, 7: 6, 16: 1. 
78 Kokowski 1995, 54. 
79 Magomedov2001, p. 71-72, Fig. 75: 2 
80 Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989, p. 127, Fig. 2A 14-15. 
81 Zotz 1935, p. 72, Fig. 14: 1. 
82 Rogatko 1994, p. 346. 
81 Zotz 1935, p. 62, Fig. 4: 5. 
84 Rogatko 1994, 347. 
85 Kokowski 1995, p. 46, Fig. 72, mapa 72. 
86 Rodzinska-Nowak 2005, p. 268, Fig. 1: 4-12. 
87 Dobrzariska 1980, p. 120-121, Fig. 13: 1. 
88 Godlowski 1977, p. 120, 172, Fig. 13: d. 
89 Mitrea/Preda 1966, Figs. 5: 2; 33: 4, 39: 2; 89: 6, llO: l; l16: 1, 121: 2; 146: 5, 187: 2, 253: 3. 
90 Rafalovic 1986, Tabl. 16:4, 44: 8. 
91 Diaconu 1965, Tabl. LXV: 4. 
92 Diaconu 1965, Tabl. LXV: 4. 
91 Magomedov 2001, p. 46. 
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Summing up, within burial grounds of Zerniki Wielkie type are perceptible very strong 
links with the Lower Danube and the Middle Danube areas. Because the discussed finds are 
associated with specific ritual issues, it seems that they are not traces of trade relations but of 
migrations. Hence, it seems likely that burial grounds in Zerniki Wielkie, Grodzieszowice and 
Tyniec nad Slcrz'! were established by groups of immigrants, with strong ties with the Lower 
Danube area and Pontic zone, especially with Chernyakhov culture and the Sîntana de Mureş 
group. Seeking their origins, attention should be paid to dynamic political and cultural trans
formations taking place at the beginning of the Migration Period throughout Barbaricum. The 
catalyst of these changes was the emergence of the Huns in Europe in 37594

• This people dur
ing the migration attacked tribes living along the way. In this manner they provoked so-called 
avalanche of peoples, which mechanism was explained by St Ambrosius: ' ... the Huns attacked 
the Alans, the Alans attacked the Gots, the Gots attacked the Taifals and Sarmatians' 95 .This phe
nomenon is reflected in archaeology and is referred to as so-called post-Chernyakhov horizon, 
dated to phase Dl of the Migration Period96

• Generally, in wide areas of the Danube zone appear 
finds typical of the Goths identified with the Chernyakhov culture as well as elements of the 
Sarmatians and the other nomadic people culture. This horizon is also perceptible in southern 
Poland. Determinants of these processes are metal and pottery artefacts as well as burial rites. 
Their accumulation is clearly visible mainly in Silesia and Western Lesser Poland Province97

• 

In the context of relatively precise chronology and cultural links with the group of burial 
grounds of Fântânele type, an attempt of correlation of Silesian cemeteries' origins with histori
cal events becomes possible. The fall of Athanaric's Visigoths at the Danube in confrontation 
with the Huns takes place in 376. Some part of population crosses Roman border, the rest is 
dispersed. After expulsion of undetermined unit of the Sarmatians, the group loyal to Athanaric 
settles in Caucaland98 localized in Transylvania99

• Due to the location and chronology, linking 
it with burial grounds of Fântânele type from phase D 1 seems to be very likely. Given the simi
larities of the material culture identification of the population using burial grounds of Zerniki 
Wielkie type with human groups fleeing from the Huns seems completely justified. It should be 
emphasized that some elements of burial rites on burial grounds of Zerniki Wielkie type are of 
eastern, i.e. of Sc}1ho-Sarmatian origins. This shows that immigrating groups could have con
sisted of a conglomerate of various ethnic groups. 
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FROM TRANSYLVANIA TO SILESIA - EXCHANGE OR ESCAPE 
(Abstract) 

From Silesia in SW Poland three burial grounds from the beginning of the Migration Period are 
known (so-called Zerniki Wielkie type). Ali of them are characterized by inhumation burials and grave 
goods completely different than the ones from earlier cremation graves of the Przeworsk culture. This 
raises the question of origins and cause of such a radical change. These burial grounds have many analo
gies within the Chernyakhov culture, Sântana de Mureş culture and especially in the group of cemeteries 
from phase Dl in Transylvania (especially the site Fântânele - "Rît"). The similarities show clearly that 
between these areas intensive contacts occurred. Their character, however, remains unclear. 
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Fig 1. 1 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 30; 2 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 4; 3 Zerniki Wielkie, 
Wroclaw district, grave 9; 4 Leţcani, Iaşi district, grave 14; 5 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 11; 
6 - Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 121. Scale 3, 5 cca 1: 20. l, 5 after Zotz 1935, 4 after Bloşiu 1975, 2, 6 
after Diaconu 1965. 
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Fig 2. 1 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 21; 2 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 69; 3 Tyniec nad 
Slt;zq, Wroclaw district, grave 12; 4 Leţcani, Iaşi district, grave 18. 1 after Zotz 1935; 2 after Diaconu 1965; 
4 after Bloşiu 1975. 
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Fig 3. 1 Tyniec nad Sl~zq, Wroclaw district, grave 6; 2 Kurniki, Vinnica district, grave 6; 3 Tyniec nad 
Sl~zq, Wroclaw district, grave 12; 4 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 33, 5 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 
42. 1, 3 after Gralak/Waniek 2015; 2 after Magomedov 2001; 4, 5 after Diaconu 1965. 
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Fig 4. 1 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 52; 2 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 46; 
3 Fântânele - „Rît': Bistriţa district, grave 8; 4 Tyniec nad Sl~z'!, Wroclaw district, grave 8; 5 Zerniki 
Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 30; 6 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 9; 7 Zerniki Wielkie, 
Wroclaw district, grave 7; 8 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 43, 9 Fintinele - „Rit': Bistriţa district, grave 
4. Scale: 1, 2 cca 1: 3; 5, 6, 9 cca 1: 2, 7 cca 2: 3. 1-2, 5-7 after Zotz 1935; 4 after Gralak!Waniek 2015; 8 
Diaconu 1965; 9 after Mărinescu!Gaiu 1989. 
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Fig. 5. 1 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 35; 2 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 16; 3 
Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 12; 4 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 79, 5 Zerniki Wielkie, 
Wroclaw district, grave 7; 6 Fîntinele „Rit': grave 2; 7 Fîntinele „Rit': Bistriţa district, grave 3; 8 Leţcani, 
Iaşi district, grave 9; 9 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 8. Scale: 1-4 cca 1: 1; 5 cca 1: 3, 6, 7; 9 cca 
1: 2. 1-3, 5, 9 after Zotz 1935; 4 after Diaconu 1965; 6, 7 after Mărinescu!Gaiu 1989; 8 after Bloşiu 1975. 
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Fig. 6. 1 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 40; 2 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 14; 3 
Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 38; 4 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 129; 5 Fîntinele „Rit", 
Bistriţa district, grave l, 6 Leţcani, Iaşi district, grave 34; 7 Leţcani, Iaşi district, grave 4; 8 Tîrgşor, Prahova 
district, grave 79, 9 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 37; 10 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, 
grave 43; 11 Ockov, Slovakia, grave 47; 12 Dobrodzien-Rt;dzina, Olesko district; 13 Zerniki Wielkie, 
Wroclaw district, grave 46; 14 Tyniec nad Slt;z~, Wroclaw district, grave 6; 15 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, 
grave 129; 16 Tyniec nad Slt;z~, Wroclaw district, grave 5. Scale: 1-3, cca 1: 2; 9, 10, 13 cca 1: 2. 

1, 2, 3, 9, 10, 13 after Zotz 1935; 4, 8, 15 after Diaconu 1965; 5 after Mărinescu/Gaiu 1989; 11 after Tejral 
1986; 12 after Szydlowski 1977; 14, 16 after Gralak/Waniek 2015. 
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Fig. 7. 1, 7 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 7; 2, 5 Fîntinele - „Rît': Bistriţa district, grave l; 3 
Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 43; 4 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 14; 6 Zerniki 
Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 25; 8 Zerniki Wielkie, Wroclaw district, grave 22; 9 Fîntinele - „Rît", 
Bistriţa district, grave 11; 10 Tyniec nad Slt;z'!, Wroclaw district, grave 6; 11 Independentia, Călăraşi 
district, grave 3. Scale: 2-5, 6, 8, 9 cca 1: 2; 1,7 cca 2: 3. 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8 after Zotz 1935; 2, 5, 9 Mărinescu/ 
Gaiu 1989; 1 O after Gralak/Waniek 2015; 11 after Mitrea/Preda 1966. 
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Fig. 8. 1 Tyniec nad Sl~zq, Wroclaw district, grave 4; 2 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 179, 3 Spantov, 
Olteniţa district, grave 18; 4 Tyniec nad Sl~zq, Wroclaw district, grave 7; 5 Tîrgşor, Prahova district, grave 
242; 6 Spantov, Olteniţa district, grave 17. l, 4 after Gralak/Waniek 2015; 2, 5 after Diaconu 1965; 3, 6 after 
Mitrea/Preda 1966. 
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