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Unterscheidung keramischer Deponierungen vorzunehmen. Die Arbeit liefert somit wichtige Anre-
gungen im Diskurs zum ritual feasting. Dartiber hinaus werden in der Analyse stark fragmentierter
Keramikensembles interessante Ansitze aufgezeigt, die sicher die Forschung weiter anregen werden.

Trotz des sehr positiven Eindrucks sei am Schluss milde Kritik erlaubt. Im auswertenden Teil
finden sich einige Lingen, der Text midandriert mit mehreren Zwischen-Fazits und wirkt biswei-
len nicht wirklich gliicklich strukeuriert. Trotz des sehr ansprechenden Layouts hitte das Lektorat
bei der unbeholfen wirkenden graphischen Gestaltung der Verzierungselemente (S. 52 Abb. 58)
mit einem computergestiitzten Zeichenprogramm der Autorin zur Hand gehen kénnen. Das Bild
des Buchcovers erzeugt zumindest bei der Rezensentin einen eher negativen ersten Eindruck. Die
Darstellung ist eindeutig auf den Inhalt bezogen und hat die Absicht, den Inhalt des Buchs in
optischer Verkiirzung zu vermitteln. Die beabsichtigte Wirkung gelingt jedoch nicht iiberzeugend.
Dies liegt an der naiv anmutenden, an Kinderbiicher erinnernden Visualisierung der imaginierten
Szene. Durch die spielenden / tanzenden Kinder entsteht der Eindruck einer harmlosen, frohlichen
Handlung, was ebenso wie die Kleidung der dargestellten Personen eine nicht belegbare Wertung
darstellt. Die Art der Darstellung birgt die Gefahr, dem Inhalt des Buches intellektuelle Schlicht-
heit zu unterstellen, die Prihistoriker*innen im Vergleich mit anderen archiologischen Disziplinen
bisweilen attestiert wird. Dies ist schade, denn das Buch beweist auf eindriickliche Weise das genaue
Gegenteil. Hauser hat es verstanden, im Rahmen ihrer Masterarbeit eine gedanklich scharfsinnige
und kreative Behandlung einer zunichst unscheinbar anmutenden Fundgattung — , Festgruben®,
wie sie es nennt, d. h. intentionelle Deponierungen von Riickstinden gemeinschaftlicher Mahl-
zeiten — in den Blick der (nicht nur spatbronze- / urnenfelderzeitlichen) Forschung zu riicken.
Analysen organischer Riickstinde oder die gezielte Beachtung dhnlicher Befunde werden sicher
weitere Erkenntnisse zu dieser Befundgruppe liefern; auf die Studie von Miriam Hauser wird man
sich daher kiinftig berufen miissen.
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Iron production has undoubtedly been a major area of manufacturing for over 3000 years, essen-
tially determining the civilisational development as well as political and military importance of
European societies. It is all the more surprising that the beginnings of iron smelting in the Prze-
worsk culture — one of the largest and longest functioning (end of the 3™ century BC to mid-5%
century AD) cultural formations in Poland — has not yet been the subject of a monographic study.
This was even despite achievements in studies on large production centres in the Swigtokrzyskie
Mountains and Western Mazovia or numerous discoveries of metallurgical sites in Silesia and other
regions of Poland. This is partly understandable, given the complexity of technical and technolog-
ical issues, discouraging for archaeologists-humanists, combined with the scarcity of sources and
their poor state of preservation, typical of dawns of any industry. To date, Szymon ORZECHOWSKI’s
monograph on iron smelting centres of the Przeworsk culture (Region zelaza. Centra hutnicze
kultury przeworskiej [Kielce 2013]) has been the most thorough one on this topic. Still, it leaves
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numerous uncertainties. Therefore, Enrico Lehnhardt’s attempt at this challenge is even more wel-
come, especially taking the major linguistic barrier caused by majority of writing being available
in Polish. The book is the slightly revised version of his dissertation, which was submitted to the
Department of History and Cultural Studies at the Freie Universitit Berlin in December 2015 and
defended in June 2016.

The work was inspired by research carried out in 2008—12 under the international research
structure “Excellence Cluster Topoi. The Formation and Transformation of Space and Knowledge
in Ancient Civilisations”, within research group A-1. The study focused on the secondary distri-
bution settlement of the Przeworsk culture population in the foothills of the Southern Harz in the
younger pre-Roman period, which was shown to be closely related to the presence of iron ore in
that area. The author aimed at verifying this thesis. Thus, the earliest traces of iron making had to
be examined against the background of settlement processes occurring in the native areas of the
discussed culture, with particular emphasis on Silesia as a probable starting point area. As a result,
an original concept was created which provides a new perspective on the emergence of iron smelting
in the Przeworsk culture.

Geographically, the study has not been limited to this culture unit only. E. Lehnhardt examined
a much wider area on multiple levels (p. 11), starting from large areas on the European continent
and adjacent Asian areas known for their early iron production (global perspective), to then move
on to increasingly small units (local perspective). Apart from literature data on excavation and
surface research conducted since the beginning of the 20™ century, the author also used archives
and documents from AZP (Archaeological Picture of Poland) research as a source base at the meso-
(Silesian area) and micro-regional levels (a fragment of the Widawa valley).

When characterising the Przeworsk culture in the pre-Roman period, Lehnhardt quotes a well-es-
tablished view that high consumption of iron, noticeable from the very beginning, contributed to
the parallel development of the local production of this metal based on native ores. Nearly from
the outset of archaeology, a paradigm has prevailed that the technology transfer in both iron pro-
ducing and its processing resulted from contacts with the La Téne culture. However, this view, too,
is increasingly being criticised, with the Jastorf culture being indicated as an alternative direction.

In chapter 2 (pp. 31-96) the author, referring mostly to theoretical findings, tries to explain
various processes that took place in the initial stages of development of iron metallurgy in a specific
area and reveals motivations for craftsmen’s activities. He is primarily concerned with innovation,
the concept which has recently gained popularity also in archaeology (p. 34 figs. 17-18). When
considering iron as an innovation, the reference to the work of Vincent C. P1corT (The innovation
of iron. Cultural dynamics in technological change. Expedition Magazine 25,1, 1982, 20-25) could
not be omitted. According to this author the production of iron may be seen as “an innovative
stage within a pyrotechnological continuum which began with the earliest intentional smelting of
metallic ores” (P1gorT 1982, 20). Lehnhardt points out that the iron-smelting process required
profound knowledge and experience in terms of raw materials, construction of devices and sub-
sequent production stages. It allowed, through continuous practice and learning processes (p. 40
fig. 23), to develop a certain set of production and technological rules (p. 40 fig. 22). Discussing
the problem of the origin of innovation and the mechanism of its diffusion in prehistoric societies,
the author shares opinion of Holger BRaun-THURMANN (Innovation [Bielefeld 2005] 35) about the
need to combine linear models describing them on the basis of feedback (p. 40 fig. 24). The spread
of iron-smelting technology depended on several natural, social, and economic factors. Above all,
it could only be established where mineral resources were available. Moreover, on the basis of the
theory of innovation by Everett M. RoGers (Diffusion of Innovations [New York, London 1983]
247-250), in prehistoric societies specific groups of recipients can be distinguished, who accepted
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technical or technological novelties faster or slower, or who were unable or unwilling to accept them
for various reasons. For example, easy access to iron products through exchange or import meant
that the local population was not interested in iron producing and processing on their own. If, how-
ever, there was a technology transfer, it had to take place only through cultural and interpersonal
contacts, including migration or mobility of craftsmen. Theoretical conclusions made here will play
an important role in building the concept of the beginnings of iron smelting both in the discussed
culture and in the wider context.

The author devoted the next subchapter to presenting the earliest manifestations of iron met-
allurgy in several selected areas, which he describes as model regions: Georgia (Kolkhida), Levant
(Jordan, Israel), Iberian Peninsula, Germany (North Black Forrest, Siegerland, Brandenburg), Den-
mark (Zealand, Central Jutland), England (East Yorkshire). He includes technical, social and cul-
tural points of view, seeking to clarify mechanisms for diffusion and adapration of iron smelting
technology. This leads to the conclusion (p. 68 tab. 2) that this technology was adapted in differ-
ent communities and cultures. It was predetermined by a readiness to accept novelties resulting
from the demand for iron. In addition to cultural contacts, population migration was certainly an
important factor in technology transfer. In general, there are clear economic and organisational
similarities. There are differences in the raw material base, as well as the technical sphere.

In the last part of this chapter Lehnhardt discusses canal-pits, which are typical technical phe-
nomena in the Przeworsk culture iron smelting. Simultaneously, they are quite widespread in Cen-
tral Europe and beyond. The chronological aspect of their occurrence is very interesting, too. The
author argues here with S. Orzechowski’s thesis according to which furnaces with this construction
represent an early stage of iron making in its local dimension (S. OrzecHOWsKI, The canal-pit and
its role in the bloomery process: the example of the Przeworsk culture furnaces in the Polish terri-
tories. In: J. Hosek / H. Cleere / L. Mihok [eds], Archacometallurgy of Iron. Recent Developments
in Archacological and Scientific Research. [Prague 2011] 41-54). Their occurrence in some areas of
the Barbaricum only in the late Roman period clearly contradicts this.

The main part of the study (chapter 3, pp. 97-297) opens with an analysis of the use of iron in
Silesia in the pre-Roman period. The presence of iron objects marks this whole period starting from
the Ha C phase. They appear in variable saturation and assortment (p. 131 tab. 11). The author
presents a detailed statistics and spectrum of iron objects and their forms successively in the Lusa-
tian (north-eastern group of the Hallstatt culture), Billendorf, Pomeranian, La Tene and Przeworsk
cultures. The development of the Przeworsk culture started the most iron-rich settlement period
in this region, whereas types of iron artefacts and their forms match those of the La Tene culture.

Another aspect important for the study are the results of numerous chemical analyses of fer-
rous objects related to phosphorus content carried out by Jerzy Piaskowski (p. 132). In the whole
pre-Roman period, including the Przeworsk culture area, the vast majority (about 80 %) of samples
show low content of this element (below 0.2 %). This may indicate that it was mainly imported raw
material produced from low-phosphorus “mountain” ores which was used.

Then Lehnhardt conducts a detailed analysis of selected cemeteries from the Przeworsk and
Oksywie culture located across Poland, focusing on occurrence, number and assortment of iron
artefacts in particular chronological phases (pp. 132-179). To estimate the total weight of iron com-
ing from these sites, and thus enable a comparative analysis, he assigns model values to statistically
most significant or heaviest categories of artefacts: from 1 to fibulas to 40 to swords. Comparisons
between the individual necropolises reveal that factors determining the amount of iron might have
included their geographical location, or more precisely connections with the trade and transport
network based on major rivers. Another significant fact is that raw material for different product
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groups came from different sources. Weapons and larger items were mainly made from low-phos-
phorus iron. For smaller products, however, high-phosphorus iron was mostly used.

Considering iron production in the Iron Age in Poland further on, the author states that the
thesis that the Lusatian, Billendorf and Pomeranian cultures were engaged in iron making cannot
be proved (pp. 179-185; 237). Settlement structures of the La Téne culture which developed in
southern Poland since the Lt B1 phase do not provide any convincing evidence for the existence
of iron production, either. However, it is difficult to agree with this opinion taking the research
results from Sultkéw E site (Upper Silesia), dated to the Lt C1b—C2 phases. As apart from traces of
a smithing workshop (p. 191 fig. 187), a relatively small excavation revealed over 1000 kg of slag
morphologically typical for slag-pit furnaces (B. Czerska, Celtycki o$rodek hutniczy w Sutkowie
w powiecie Glubczyce. Acta Univ. Wratislaviensis 157 = Stud. Arch. 5 [Wroclaw 1972] 6) and big
slag-cakes resulting from the refining of blooms (p. 190 fig. 185). This discovery is particularly valu-
able as no traces of any younger settlement were found either in or around the site. Moreover, hopes
are high that a discovery made in 2019 in Warkocz 12 (Lower Silesia) — a sunken-floored bloomery
ironwork with 12 slag-pit furnaces — can provide an explanation concerning the technology and
organisation of iron production in the eastern zone of the La Tene culture (unpublished research
by Przemystaw Dulgba).

The situation, however, is different in the Gubin group of the Jastorf culture which occupied the
western part of Silesia until the A2 phase. Iron production in this culture is undisputable and the
prevalence of slag (perhaps only partially bloomery slag) at settlement sites is astonishing. For this
reason, involvement of this group in the shaping of iron metallurgy in the Przeworsk culture should
be seriously considered.

Conversely, the assessment of the dawn of the Przeworsk culture iron smelting is highly contro-
versial. The author lists only two sites in the Swigtokrzyskie Mountains and the settlement enclave
on the Nida River (pp. 197-200; 241): Gardzienice II and Pokrzywnica III, which could possibly
be associated with the younger pre-Roman period. With reference to production centres in Mazo-
via, only the Falenty site can be dated based on pottery finds exclusively to the phases A2 and A3
(p. 207). Taking the scale of the research, on the other hand, there was very little radiocarbon dat-
ing. Like in the case of the Swiqtokrzyskie Mountains, the obtained dates include both the pre-Ro-
man and the Roman period. Considering the equally broad artefact dating, it makes them useless
in determining the chronology of the production activity. Focusing on the area of Silesia, Lehnhardt
analyses 40 sites where traces of iron production and material from the younger pre-Roman period
were found (pp. 212-218; 241-244; 242243 tab. 56-57). For all six excavated sites, on which
remains of bloomery furnaces were discovered (Domastaw 10-12, Namystéw 69, Polwica-Skrzyp-
nik site complex, Psary 1, Radwanice 2 and Tarchalice 1), it is virtually impossible to date iron
production to the pre-Roman period due to the multi-phase character of the settlement. The series
of 1C datings made only for the Psary and Polwica-Skrzypnik sites and covering also the Roman
period are not conducive to this, although in the former case the author allows the beginning of
the iron production in the A3 phase. In general, however, iron smelting is automatically associated
with the Roman period, if only because of the predominance of ceramic material. The situation is
similar on the remaining 34 sites, where only surface finds of slag or possibly loose pieces of it were
found in the fillings of settlement features. Most sites yielded also finds from the Roman period or
the Middle Ages, but in some of the locations, known mainly from the AZP research, the slag was
found only with the pre-Roman sherds. Most of them form a cluster in the Widawa valley near
Namystéw (Upper Silesia). For a long time researchers had high hopes related to excavating and ver-
ifying it, possibly even discovering the “cradle” of the Przeworsk culture metallurgy. However, the
comprehensive field work undertaken by Lehnhardt in this area did not confirm iron production
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in the younger pre-Roman period. Essential data were provided by geophysical investigations and
excavations at Pielgrzymowice 5 site (pp. 250-291). Two smelting furnaces were discovered there
(pp. 272-275 fig. 313-318; 326-334). They belong to the category of devices with a ‘very large’
slag-pit, and based on the ceramic finds and the “C analysis they were dated to the middle and late
Roman period (p. 289 tab. 60; p. 290 fig. 343). However, no traces of iron production from the
younger pre-Roman period were found. The results of this work have been carefully documented
and provide valuable input to settlement research and study on the smelting technology in this part
of the region.

In an extensive chapter 4 (pp. 299-332) Lehnhardt reviews sources concerning the beginnings
of iron use and production in the eastern part of Central Europe. Phenomena similar to those char-
acteristic of the pre-Roman Przeworsk culture can be observed in all of the examined areas. Thus,
in the author’s opinion, the widespread use of iron on the one hand, and the scarcity (the example
of Bohemia) or absence of traces of iron smelting clearly dated back to the La Téne period on the
other, are a supra-regional feature. Indeed, it is only in the Roman period that the number of the
ironmaking sites clearly increased.

The study also includes a reference to technology transfer in the Przeworsk culture (chapter 5,
pp- 333-3306). The key issue is the origin of the slag-pit single-use furnaces, which highly relies on
interpretation of the available data. The author believes that they cannot derive from the La Téne
patterns, as they were virtually unknown in the La Téne culture, at least in its eastern zone and
single examples from Bohemia may raise doubts as to dating. It is equally improbable that this
technology was transferred from the Jastorf culture, while the involvement of the Gubin group must
be ruled out because it disappeared before the beginning of iron smelting in the Przeworsk culture.
Thus, it must have been the Elbe-Germanic tribes who were responsible for the transfer of the new
technology to Silesia, as well as to Bohemia and Slovakia, as they had already mastered the secrets
of iron production at the time in question.

Finally, the author returns to the initial thesis concerning the motives for the appearance of the
Przeworsk culture settlement in the eatlier phases of the younger pre-Roman period in Thuringia
(pp. 337-342). Excavations in Nordhausen-Himmelgarten and Leimbach (DE) did not, however,
yield traces of iron production in the Al and A2 stages. The fact that settlers had no interest in
smelting iron in favourable environmental conditions, visible in the archaeological material, may
indirectly testify to the ignorance of this technology in their home area.

The multifaceted, detailed and consistently conducted analysis resulted in a new, extremely inter-
esting concept concerning the beginnings of iron production activity in the Przeworsk culture,
which stands in opposition to the views that have been established for years in the literature. It is
based on the thesis that there is no conclusive evidence of iron smelting in the younger pre-Roman
period. The author can accept the existence of local production only from the A3 phase and just
in few selected areas in Silesia and Mazovia. The demand for iron, both finished products and raw
material for blacksmith manufacturing, was satisfied by imports from the metallurgical centres of
the La Téne culture, most probably located within the zone where phosphorus-poor ores occurred.
Vast transport and exchange networks with La Téne communities were used for this purpose, espe-
cially along the Amber Road. Extensive iron production appeared in Silesia and Mazovia only in the
early Roman period. Lehnhardt links it with the fact that at the turn of the La Téne and the Roman
period the Elbe-Germanic population moved to Bohemia, Moravia and Slovakia, which were pre-
viously occupied by Celtic tribes. That coincided with civilizational and military pressure from the
Roman Empire. These changes may have disrupted iron supplies and encourage own production.
Thus, the technology transfer to the Przeworsk culture area might have taken place through contacts
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with Marcomanni and Quadi people, who pursued the idea of self-sufficiency and the use of local
raw material sources, while in terms of technical equipment they preferred slag-pit furnaces.

Notably, the author does not limit his study exclusively to the emergence of iron smelting in the
Przeworsk culture. It might even appear that it was just a pretext for presenting a much broader
issue, namely the history of adaptation of this innovation in vast areas of Central Europe, including
Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia and parts of Austria, Hungary and Romania. The researcher
thus referred to a number of well-known publications relating to areas of Scandinavia, including
Denmark and northern Germany, covering, however, a narrower territorial scope and much less
factual data.

Notwithstanding his contribution, it must be noted that given the current state of research the
author could only present a hypothetical picture of the beginnings of iron production. Despite its
consistency, a number of counter-arguments can be pointed out in several aspects, which result
from ambiguity of the available data and the successive influx of new ones. The presented concept
may therefore be subject to some adjustments. For example, a recent, more thorough analysis of
unpublished sources concerning Psary and Polwica-Skrzypnik casts a different light on C dates
from these sites. Obviously, the broad artefact dating in both cases, with predominance of early
Roman material (especially from the B2 phase), generates the above-mentioned problem of plac-
ing the production activity on a time scale. However, the fact remains that the radiocarbon dating
of some furnaces from Psary includes with high probability the oldest phases of the Przeworsk
culture (p. 218 fig. 231-233; 235). It cannot be disregarded especially when taking into account
Marek WrOBEL's work (Ceramika z osady hutniczej kultury przeworskiej w Psarach, stanowisko 1,
gmina Jemielno, wojewddztwo leszczyriskie. [Unpubl. master thesis, Institute of Prehistory, Adam
Mickiewicz University] [Poznad 1983]) devoted to ceramic finds from this site. Namely, in the
group of sherds bearing mid- and late La Téne period features, which constitutes about 18 % of
the whole collection, forms typical for the A1-A2 phases were clearly manifested (WROBEL 1983,
104). What is more, this chronology is confirmed by the presence of a brooch of F-type accord-
ing to Kostrzewski, dated to the A2 phase (WROBEL 1983, 105, tab. XI:2). The case is similar for
Polwica-Skrzypnik, where two out of seven “C dating measurements from slag-pits include the
A2 phase (P. MADERA, Ze studiéw nad piecami dymarskimi z kotlinka ,bardzo duza’ na Slasku. In:
E. Blazejewski [ed.], Labor et patientia. Studia archacologica Stanislao Pazda dedicata [Wroctaw
2008] tab. 3). Simultaneously, as many as 51 settlement features dated by means of ceramic mate-
rial indicate the younger pre-Roman period (L. BErbuta / M. DoBrakowski, Osada hutnicza z
okresu wplywoéw rzymskich na stanowiskach: Polwica 4-5, Skrzypnik 8, woj. Dolnoslaskie. In:
S. Orzechowski [ed.], Hutnictwo $wigtokrzyskie oraz inne centra i o$rodki starozytnej metalurgii
zelaza na ziemiach polskich [Kielce 2002] 108). A direct insight into this material revealed that it
comes mostly from the A2 phase. In this context, it is essential these features occurred mainly in
the part of the site where the oldest of the analysed bloomeries were discovered. Lehnhardt’s sug-
gestions concerning low relevance of “C measurements for an earlier dating of iron production in
Silesia may therefore turn out to be wrong. On the other hand, the thesis that in few places iron
production started as early as in phases A1-A2, to continue after a period of settlement breakdown
in the A3 phase on a much larger scale far into the early Roman period, would gain credibility.
Consequently, the possibility that there had been technology transfer from the area of the La Téne
and Jastorf cultures should be reconsidered. Undoubtedly, however, more reliable solutions can be
provided only by further excavations, long series of 1“C dates and metallographic expert opinions,
and finally the widespread application of osmium isotope analyses, which are extremely promising
in provenance studies.

Regardless of any remarks and reservations, it must be admitted that E. Lehnhardrt created a
valuable work, unrivalled by any previous literature on the eastern part of Central Europe. It is a
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real challenge and inspiration for a group of archacometallurgists, but also a powerful source of
knowledge for all those who study the history of civilisation, not only in terms of raw materials.
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Tom Moorg, A Biography of Power. Research and Excavations at the Iron Age oppidum of
Bagendon, Gloucestershire (1979-2017). Mit Beitrdgen von Sophia Adams, Michael J. Allen,
Sam Bithell, Loic Boscher, Cameron Clegg, G. B. Dannell, Lorne Elliott, Elizabeth Foulds,
Freddie Foulds, Christopher Green, Derek Hamilton, Colin Haselgrove, Yvonne Inall, Tina
Jakob, Mandy Jay, Sally Kellett, Robert Kenyon, Mark Landon, Marcos Martinén-Torres,
Edward McSloy, Janet Montgomery, J. A. Morley-Stone, Geoff Nowell, Charlotte O Brien,
Chris Ottley, Cythia Poole, Richard Reece, Harry Robson, Ruth Shaffrey, John Shepherd, Jane
Timby, Dirk Visser, D. F. Williams und Steven Willis. Archaeopress, Oxford 2020. £ 85,—. ISBN
978-1-78969-534-2. 626 Seiten mit zahlreichen Abbildungen und Tabellen.

Mit ,A Biography of Power® legt Tom Moore eine umfassende und reich illustrierte Darstellung
zum Oppidum von Bagendon in Gloucestershire (GB) vor. Obwohl Colchester, Stanwick, Saint
Albans oder Hengistbury Head wohl die bekannteren britischen Oppida sind, wird in diesem Band
deutlich, welche Bedeutung einem derart vorbildlich untersuchten — und nun komplett vorgeleg-
ten — Platz wie Bagendon zukommt. Wie umfinglich die enthaltenen Informationen sind, wird
bereits beim Blick auf die, neben dem Hauprautor, 34 weiteren Autor*innen aus verschiedensten
Disziplinen (Prihistorische und Rémische Archiologie, Archiobotanik, Archiozoologie, Anthro-
pologie, Geowissenschaften, Umweltrekonstruktion etc.) deutlich. Daher verwundert es nicht, dass
im Vorwort auf drei Seiten etlichen Personen und ganzen Familien fiir die Unterstiitzung des Pro-
jekts gedankt wird. So bedankt sich Tom Moore auch bei Richard Reece und Stephen Trow fiir
die Maglichkeit, tiber die Ausgrabungen 1979-81 in Bagendon zu schreiben, was schliefilich der
Anlass war fiir seine weiteren Grabungs- und Prospektionskampagnen vor Ort, die von 2012 bis
2017 andauerten. Auch der Dank an die mehr als zehn verschiedenen Mittelgeber der zahlreichen
hier aufgearbeiteten Grabungskampagnen nimmt einigen Platz ein.

Das Buch ist in sechs groflere Abschnitte (parts) unterteilt, zu denen insgesamt 25 Kapitel geho-
ren. Der erste Abschnitt befasst sich mit dem Begriff Oppidum, der Topographie und Forschungs-
geschichte des Platzes (S. 1-17) und stellt so eine sinnvolle Einleitung dar. Genau wie dieser wurde
auch der zweite Abschnitt komplett von T. Moore verfasst. Hier stehen nun die Befunde des Bagen-
don complex — also des Oppidums und seines Umlandes — im Fokus, welche durch geophysikalische
Prospektionen (Kap. 2; S. 21-98), Ausgrabungen an den Vorgingersiedlungen (Kap. 3; S. 99-133),
im Oppidum (Kap. 4; S. 134-172) und einem nach-oppidumzeitlichen Komplex (Kap. 5; S. 173—
193) wihrend der Jahre 1979-2017 untersucht wurden. Dabei werden die Grabungsergebnisse der
Altgrabungen sehr gut mit denen der neuen Untersuchungen zusammengefiihrt und mit den aus
den Prospektionen gewonnen Daten kontextualisiert. Besonders die beiden untersuchten ,ban-
joformigen® Vorgingersiedlungen sind hochst interessant fiir die Frage nach den Urspriingen des
Oppidums von Bagendon, wihrend andererseits die beiden vorgestellten romischen Villen fiir die
Nachnutzung des Areals Zeugnis ablegen. Im dritten Abschnitt behandeln zahlreiche Autor*innen
auf iiber 150 Seiten die breite Palette an fast ausschliefSlich eisen- und kaiserzeitlichen (Roman) Fun-
den und beleuchten so u.a. handwerkliche Aktivititen und Tauschnetzwerke (S. 197-355). Zu den
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