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The Cimbri of Denmark, the Norse and Danish Vikings,
and Y-DNA Haplogroup R-S28/U152 - (Hypothesis A)

David K. Faux

The goal of the present work is to assemble widely scattered facts to accurately record the
story of one of Europe’s most enigmatic people of the early historic era – the Cimbri. To
meet this goal, the present study will trace the antecedents and descendants of the Cimbri,
who reside or resided in the northern part of the Jutland Peninsula, in what is today
known as the County of Himmerland, Denmark. It is likely that the name Cimbri came to
represent the peoples of the Cimbric Peninsula and nearby islands, now called Jutland,
Fyn and so on. Very early (3rd Century BC) Greek sources also make note of the
Teutones, a tribe closely associated with the Cimbri, however their specific place of
residence is not precisely located. It is not until the 1st Century AD that Roman
commentators describe other tribes residing within this geographical area. At some point
before 500 AD, there is no further mention of the Cimbri or Teutones in any source, and
the Cimbric Cheronese (Peninsula) is then called Jutland.

As we shall see, problems in accomplishing this task are somewhat daunting. For
example, there are inconsistencies in datasources, and highly conflicting viewpoints
expressed by those interpreting the data. These difficulties can be addressed by a careful
sifting of diverse material that has come to light largely due to the storehouse of primary
source information accessed by the power of the Internet. Historical, archaeological and
genetic data will be integrated to lift the veil that has to date obscured the story of the
Cimbri, or Cimbrian, peoples.

Origins of the Cimbri – German or Celt?: Before delving into the topic in any depth it is
essential to clear up one matter which seems to have created the largest swirl of
controversy – were the Cimbri Germans, or were they Celts? Since they resided in the
heart of the northern Germanic, southern Scandinavian region the answer should be
obvious, however what seems apparent may only be an illusion.

During the events of 120 to 101 BC, where the Cimbri became the scourge of lands
bordering on the Roman Empire, their tribal confederation included the Teutones and the
Ambrones, and subsequently the Celtic Helvetii and other Celtic associates. The name
Teutones is enigmatic, but most commonly assumed to imply “the people, tribe, or race”
in Celtic languages (e.g., tuatha in Irish). Their other companions were the Ambrones, a
Gallic tribe according to Festus. Amb- is a very common Celtic tribal and forename
prefix. Markale (1976) wrote that the Cimbri, were associated with the Helvetii, and
more especially with the indisputably Celtic Tiguri (p. 40). As will be seen later, these
associations may link to an ancestry in common, recalled from two hundred years
previous. Also, all the known Cimbri chiefs had Celtic names including, Boiorix (King
of the Celtic Boii tribe of Italy and Bohemia), Gaesorix (King of the Gaesatae, Rhone
Valley Celts from Gaul; often recorded as Celtic mercenary warriors), and Lugius (after
the Celtic god Lugh). Hubert (1934) states, All these names are Celtic, and they cannot
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be anything else (Ch. IV, I). He provides much more information on this and other
relevant matters using a balanced and clearly unbiased approach. However some authors
take a different perspective. For example, Wells (1995) states, without any reference,
that the Cimbri, originally from Denmark, the Cimbric peninsula, are certainly not Celts,
though their personal names too are transmitted through classical writers in a Celtic
form (p. 606).

The Gundestrup Cauldron, discovered in a peat bog in Cimbri territory, is a testament to
Celtic life in every detail. It is without a doubt the single most impressive example of
Celtic iconography from Iron Age Europe. Posidonius, an early chronicler of the Cimbri,
who was 22 years old when they appeared on the world’s stage in 113 BC, gives verbal
descriptions consistent with the visual details on the Cauldron. The Cimbri also
venerated cauldrons (e.g., at the time of Augustus calling a cauldron their most “precious
possession”), which, along with the above, clearly indicate characteristic Celtic not
Gemanic cultural traits.

Some of the Classical authorities who stated clearly that the Cimbri were Celts include
Posidonius of Apamea, Florus, Appian (e.g., those Celts who they call Cimbrians),
Diodorus Siculus, Dio Cassius, and Orosius. There are interpretive problems that have
beset inquiries over the years. One problem is that in the earlier days the term “Germani”
had yet to be coined and all north of the Alps were known simply as barbarians or Celts.
Perhaps the best evidence is from Appian of Alexandria who wrote his “History of Rome:
The Gallic Wars” about 130 AD. Here he discusses “Gauls”, “Celts” and “Germans”. Of
the Cimbri he said they were a most numerous and warlike hoarde of Celtic tribes
(Epit.2), whereas Ceasar overcame the Germans under Ariovistus (Epit.3), the king of the
Germanic Suebi tribes..

Many 19th Century scholars addressed this “issue” of Cimbric origins. Ritson (1827)
explored the writings of most of the Classical authors and concluded that, the Teutons
and Cimbri were nations of Germany, and without the slightest pretensions to a Celtic
origin (p. 260). Thierry (1828) wrote what is arguably one of the most comprehensive
studies of the Gauls. He marshaled considerable evidence to assert in his introduction
that, The word Cimbri thus indicated one of the branches of the Gallic population, and
this branch had colonies in Cisalpine Italy; but was already recognized before the
existence of Gallic colonies in the Transapline region; the Gallic population of Italy was
thus divided in two distinct branches, Galls and, Cimbri or Kimbri (translation by the
author from text in French). Latham (1844), in a paper read at the Philological Socity,
argued that the Cimbri known to Marius (who defeated them in 101 BC – see later) were
not from Jutland at all but, came from either Gaul or Switzerland, and that they were
Kelts. Furthermore they were, an organized Keltic confederation coterminous with the
Belgae, the Ligurians, and the Helvetians descended with its eastern divisions upon
Noricum, and with its western ones upon Provence (pp.clxix-clxx).

The difficulties inherent in adducing sufficient evidence to arrive at firm conclusions is
reflected in the fact that in 1851 Latham added a “Note” to his previous work in a sense
recanting, Hence, I modify the last propostion, and hesitate to commit myself to the
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doctrine, that the Cimbro-Teutons were Gauls at all; what they were, being a greater
mystery than ever (p.clxx). Smith, writing his “Dictionary of Greek and Roman
Geography” in 1854 argues that they are Celtic, and for example their armor and customs
as described in Classical sources were not Germanic. In 1877 Rawlinson wrote a very
well researched monograph entitled, “On the Ethnography of the Cimbri” which was
presented to the Anthropological Institute. He specifically acknowledged that there were
two theories of origins – Germanic and Celtic. He outlines the essentials of each, and
provides 6 lines of evidence (e.g., their manner of making war; the documented
participation of their women in battle) that point strongly to the Cimbri being Celtic. He
believes that some of the opinions in favor of a German origin come from prejudices of
Germans who would rather believe that the famous Cimbri (who lived among Germanic
people) were culturally and biologically German.

It appears that there is resistance shown by some modern writers to believing that there
could be a large Celtic enclave among the Germanics. In atlases of the Celts not one
chooses to put an “inconvenient” blotch of color on the Jutland Peninsula far removed
from the Celtic homeland – yet have no difficulty in circumscribing a region in modern
Turkey (Galatia) where three Celtic outlier tribes of the Iron Age are placed. An example
is Konstam (2003) in his “Historical Atlas of the Celtic World”. On page 26 he calls the
Cimbri “a proto-Celtic culture” and in the rest of the book calls them “Germanic”. On
the map of migrations in the chapter “Celtic Origins” he shows an arrow from the proto -
Celtic territory circa 1000 BC heading north to the tip of the Jutland Peninsula and labels
this, “Slav – German Migrations”. Some recent authors, via maps included with the text,
appear to acknowledge the migration of Alpine peoples to Denmark in La Tene Celtic
times (e.g., 500 BC). However they appear reticent to explain the northward pointing
arrows. An example is the monumental work, “The Celtic World” edited by Green
(1995) with an arrow (unexplained) from the La Tene Celtic territory to Northern Jutland
(p. xxiv). A very interesting exception to the general reticence noted above is a map in
the comprehensive (more than 100 authors) companion book (edited by Moscati et al)
relating to the all – Europe exhibition entitled “The Celts”, held in Venice in 1991. Here,
under “The Era of the Oppida: Second-First Century B.C.”, the map shows sites clustered
across Europe from the Balkans in the east to the Bay of Biscay in the west, but with
nothing north of mid Germany – except Gunderstrup and Dejbjerg in Northern Denmark,
and Rynkeby on the Island of Fyn (Funnen) in Denmark (pp.420-421). Latham (1844)
wrote, the supposed presence of Kelts in the Cimbric Chersonesus [Jutland] has
complicated more than one question in ethnography (p. clix). It appears that the rationale
is that the Cimbri were in such an isolated pocket, so it is best to simply ignore their
Celtic origins - but ironically chapters on their migrations appear in most books
pertaining to the Celts.

If there is one single source that could be considered to be the most outstanding in terms
of the historical period as it relates to the Celts it would have to be Henri Hubert’s
meticulously referenced, “The Greatness and Decline of the Celts” (1934). One chapter
focuses on the relationship between the Celts and Germanics and the blurring of
distinctions between the two. He provides carefully reasoned arguments that even though
many Belgae tribes called themselves Germans, this was not correct – they were Gauls
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who often came from east of the Rhine. He also affords sufficient evidence for readers to
conclude on their own whether the weight of evidence best supports the Celtic or
Germanic hypothesis in relation to the Cimbri. He also assembles a great deal of
information on each Celtic tribe – which is something seldom seen in other works. Other
authors add further confirmation, such as Starcke (1968) who noted that in the ancient
home of the Cimbri, Himmerland, there is clear proof of bull-worship, which is not
known to have been practiced by other Teutonic tribes (p. 56). This is depicted in
graphic detail on the Gundestrup Cauldron (discovered in a bog in Himmerland) which
provides evidence of bull sacrifice and cult activity (more on this later). This viewpoint
is echoed by the Danish Ministy of Foreign Affairs publication (1981) in the evidence
they have assembled.

Herm (1976) goes to some length in an attempt to clear up the outstanding questions. He
interprets Strabo’s statements (see later for details) in light of the meaning of the word
“Germani” at the time it was used. The useage did not mean what it does today. Strabo
stated, Thus I imagine that the Romans who lived in Gaul called them ‘Germani’ because
they want to indicate that they were the ‘authentic’, the real Celts. Germani means in
their language ‘genuine’ in the sense of ‘original’. Herm concludes, the Cimbri were the
very heart of that family. They were the most Celtic of the Celts (p. 67).

Perhaps the last word should be given to an eminent Classical scholar and a renowned
modern Celtic scholar. First, Posidonius of Apamea (135 – 51 BC) who, about a
generation after the Cimbri defeat in 101 BC, interviewed Celtic leaders at Massilia
(Marselles) and visited battle sites and concluded that the Cimbri, Teutones, and
Ambrones were from the German north but were related to the Helvetii Celts of
Switzerland. Peter Berresford Ellis, in “The Celtic Empire” (1990), reviewed the
available evidence and came to the following conclusion. The contemporary evidence,
however, seems clear enough. The Cimbri and the Teutones spoke Celtic, had Celtic
names and used Celtic weapons. The very names of the two tribes were Celtic. They
were, then, Celts. And, eventually, they formed alliances with other Celtic tribes,
creating a large Celtic army which, once more, nearly brought about the downfall of
Rome (p.121).

Hence it is concluded that the original or early Cimbri were both culturally (at least at one
time) and genetically a Celtic isolate within a sea of Germanic and Scandinavian people.
Hence they were more similar genetically to the La Tene Celts of Switzerland and tribes
such as the Helvetii. They may have born scant resemblance to the Germanic Danes
who, circa 500 AD, apparently absorbed the Jutland Peninsula into their territory with the
result being that the Cimbri lost their ethnic – tribal identity and became an apparently
indistinguishable part of the Danish fabric (see below for a more detailed analysis).

The Language of the Cimbri: That the Cimbri spoke a Celtic language is attested to by
the reports of Pliny the Elder (circa 77 AD) who stated that Philemon wrote that, the
Cimbris word Morimarusa means the Dead Sea, as far as the Promentory of Rubeas,
beyond which they name it the Cronian Sea (“Naturalis Historiae”, Libri IV, xiii, line
95). The word “Morimarusa”, referring to the Baltic Sea, is composed of ‘muir’ and
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‘marbh’ in Q-Celt Irish; ‘mor’ and ‘maro’ / ‘marw’ in P-Celt languages such as Breton
and Welsh. Importantly, there is no Germanic word in any dialect that would even
approximate these root elements (Wikipedia entry for “Cimbri”). Furthermore, Thierry
(1828) notes that ‘crwnn’ means coagulated or frozen, and in Gallic, cronn has the same
meaning; Murchroinn equals ‘icy sea’. It seems that there is no argument, these are
Celtic words – apparently Gaulish Celt. There is even a hint here as to how long the
Cimbri may have resided in the Baltic region. Latham, in a paper read at the Philological
Society, 1844, stated that, Of Sallust and Cicero, the language points to Gall (p.clvi)
meaning that the consensus of these scholars was that the Cimbrian language was similar
to that spoken by the Celts in Gaul. In the Wikipedia entry for “Cimbri” the author says,
it is at any rate more probable that the North Sea and the Baltic would be considered
‘dead’ and ‘frozen’ by Central Europeans than by Scandinavians living by and from the
sea. This suggests that the Cimbri had a more recent rather than deep history of
occupation in the region when Philemon wrote his geography (about 325 BC as we will
see later). Other evidence as to the language spoken by the Cimbri can be seen in the
actions of the Roman intelligence service of Marius, run by Sertorius, which sent spies
who spoke Gaulish Celtic into the Cimbri camp in 101 BC. They were able to
understand the language of the Cimbri so they could report back details of importance to
their masters (Hubert, 1934).

The meaning of the name Cimbri, according to some sources, derives from kimme (rim)
and thus “people of the coast”. As will be described later, some consider that Cimbri =
Cimmeri (the Cimmerians being an ancient people who “disappeared” from Western Asia
about 800 BC). There is a 600 or so year gap between the historical documentation
relating to each, time enough for dialect changes although linguists view as likely Cimbri
changing to Cimmeri rather than the other way around via Grimm’s law with mb
morphing to mm (Markale, 1976). Furthermore, there are different variants of Celtic,
other than Q-Celt (e.g., Irish) and P-Celt (e.g., Welsh and Gaulish). Those
knowledgeable about the language(s) such as reported in the Encyclopedia Britannica
1911 state that what is found as an mm sound in Welsh would be mb in other forms of
Celtic so that in Welsh “cymmer” is equivalent to “combor” in Old Irish (the latter on a
time scale being an earlier version of Celtic) and means “confluence of brooks”. Some
sources note that the Welsh term for themselves is Cymri that in Brythonic (P-Celt)
means, “companions” or “tribesmen”. One expert offers an opinion that Cimbri might
relate to Kom-roghes, which in General Celtic signifies, "the fellow countrypeople"
(Gavin-Hauser, personal communication, 2007). This would perhaps relate to their status
as kin to the Teutones who resided near them, were their allies in the famous campaign of
113 to 101 BC, and whose name means “the people” in all Celtic languages.

However to the Germans the Cimbri were “raiders” or “plunderers”. Perhaps this arises
from the Celtic word (reflected in the Old Irish version) of, cimb, a tribute or ransome,
and cimbid, a prisoner. This would also fit with the etymology suggested by Festus
‘Cimbri lingua gallica latrines dicuntur (the Cimbri are called Brigands in the Gallic
language)’ (Markale, 1976, p. 40). Ellis (1990) echoes these views and concludes that,
This supposes a formation of ‘one who takes prisoners for tribute’, which could easily be
an act of brigandage (p.120).



6

The First Contemporary Recording of the Name Cimbri: During his voyage of about 325
BC to the Baltic Sea, Pytheus (actually those who quoted him as the work is lost)
apparently only recorded meeting the Teutones. Therefore the Cimbri may have split
from the Teutones during this interval and became their “fellow countrymen”. There is
some evidence that the name Cimbri may have been used by Celts who, with their
Illyrian allies, attacked the Greek shrine at Delphi in 279 BC (a matter discussed at some
length later). However the specific name of “Cimbri” as a “tribal group” does not occur
in any surviving contemporary record until 113 BC when reports reached the Romans
that they were harrying the Scordisci around Belgrade, and the Illyrian Celtic Noricans in
the Salzburg area. The first recorded battle with the Romans was at Noreia south of
modern Klajenfurt where the Cimbri annihilated the Roman army of Papirius Carbo. The
Cimbri were on the map (e.g., Herm, 1976). We will see later, however, that there is
strong evidence that the Cimbri were embedded in much earlier records.

General map of Denmark, with the Jutland Peninsula on the left.

The Danelaw was settled by Danish Vikings beginning circa 880 AD, and since the main
staging area for the invasions of England was Limfjord within former Cimbri territory,
doubtless some unknown percentage of these invaders would have carried the Y-
Chromosome DNA markers of the Cimbri. If it can be determined that the Jutes from
westen Jutland, and the Angles from the eastern aspect of the base of the Jutland
Peninsula were also descendants of the Cimbri, then the migrations to England circa 449
AD would also have carried Cimbri genetic heritage to this location. The genetic factors
that will be relevant to this study are discussed later.

What follows is a work in progress, a draft that will be refined as new evidence continues
to emerge. The goal is to present all known pertinent information about the Cimbri, and
so “tell their story” based on wide variety of data sources. The approach is chronological.
The first section explores early archaeologically defined cultures with the goal of
determining when windows of opportunity were open for the Cimbri to have migrated to
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the Jutland Peninsula, and so posit the most likely location of their ancestral home or
homes.

Timeline for Jutland, Denmark and Central Europe

BC – Early Prehistory

Early Prehistory:

The topic of the Paleolithic, Mesolithic, and Neolithic as it relates to the Central
European Celts is addressed in detail in another study by the author. Here we will pick
up the thread in the Bronze Age and attempt to determine when the Cimbri were most
likely to have migrated north to what is today Denmark.

Bronze Age: 2300 - 900 BC in Central Europe / Nordic Bronze Age 1800 - 500 BC

2300 BC marks the approximate beginning of the Unetice Culture (emerging out of the
Beaker folk group) found on both sides of the Elbe River to the Baltic Sea in what is
today the Czech Republic, Western Poland and Germany. It represents a fusion of the
Corded Ware and Beaker traditions and are considered by many to be proto – Celtic. It is
this Unetice group that introduced bronze objects to the region and made prestigious
objects mainly for the elite of the area and mainly as status symbols. Many of these
bronze objects ended up as votive offerings in bogs. At Gallemose near Randers, Jutland
are 12 kilograms of bronze objects such as wagon parts and rings apparently made
somewhere south of the Baltic, as well as other items such as axes locally made as well as
from Britain or Central Europe. What is interesting, especially in relation to the finds in
Jutland, is that some in the Unetice group used hollowed out tree trunks for burial, a
characteristic as we shall see which is also found in Jutland in areas later known to be
Cimbri territory. It may not be stretching the evidence too far to see these people as the
putative ancestors of the eastern Hallstatt – La Tene Celts proposed to be predominantly
R-U152, and ultimately spawning the group that became the Cimbri. The present study
proposes that the majority of the genetic haplogroups present at this date (2300 BC) in
Jutland would have been I1 (mostly I1-M253, but an unknown percentage of the I-M223
variety) and R-P312* with R-U106 plus a sprinkling of R1a1-M17; and a modicum (e.g.,
6% each) of E3b-M78 and J2-M172 representing migrants who may have arrived with
the early agriculturalists from the Balkans. The sources of these percentages will be
noted later and are extrapolated from present – day population figures.

In a detailed study of this time (the Late Neolithic, Early Bronze Age) period, Vankilde
(2005) concluded that Northern Jutland (as opposed to other parts of Denmark and
Scandinavia) experienced a rapid influx of goods of foreign origin about 2350 BC, which
accords perfectly with the date given to the beginning of the Unetice Culture. The author
asserts that, such objects of copper and gold tend to be particularly frequent in the
Beaker region of northern Jutland, where the local fine – ware pottery of Beaker
derivation shows links with the Veluwe group at the Lower Rhine (p. 28). Vankilde does
not believe that the evidence suggests any large – scale movement of people, only the
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migration of a limited number of foreign individuals, posessing knowledge of metallurgy,
to the region of Limfjord. Vankilde emphasizes that the Beaker group in Northern
Jutland is a form of cultural island within the Jutland Peninsula (see later discussion of
the Cimbri as a cultural / genetic isolates), close to a source of high quality flint, with
more in common with the Rhenish group than the British Isles. One fact is abundantly
clear – that the metals (raw materials) were not available nearby and had to be
transported from a minimum of 800 kilometers away (Levy, 1995). Sarauw (2007)
focuses on the distinctiveness of the Bell Beaker, where in Jutland there appear to be
territorial groups, loosely connected, in a complex patterning across the region. Sarauw
emphasizes the essentially local character of the observed changes, consistent with a
largely stable population with nothing to indicate migration beyond exchange of marriage
partners and limited arrival of metal workers.

It is interesting and perhaps significant that there is a regional cluster of objects known as
“amber spacer - plates” that are found in the Unetice homeland, and the distribution
extends to northern Jutland. These items have been dated from 1700 to 1450 BC
(Kristiansen, 2001). This illustrates clearly the close connections between the region that
would later become the “Celtic homeland” of Central Europe and the territory of the
Cimbri. This pattern is precisely what is seen in Scarre (Ed., 1991) with the “cruciform
broaches” that are dated circa 500 AD and seen only in England (where they are widely
distributed especially in the east) and Friesland and the area where the Angles lived prior
to their migration to England. In the latter case this reflected in an actual migration as
many of the villages on the Continent became deserted at this time. It is possible that in
the former instance (Unetice link) there may have been some migration as well. Until
ancient Y-DNA studies are undertaken for this region, all at present is in the speculative
domain.

The Unetice Culture (Aunjetitz / Lusatian Culture) and Nordic Circle Culture shown in relation to other
traditions
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Between 1600 and 1200 BC the Tumulus Culture dominated Europe and emerged from
the Unetice Culture. This group was named after practice of burying their dead under a
mound. Early in this stage there is no evidence of immigration or disruptions in trade.
Soon, however, a significant disruption occurred via a migration of “higher civilizations”
from the Southeast that appears to have led to a merging of the two cultural horizons in
Jutland (although as we will see later, one author believes that the arrival was from the
west). They were likely an elite group who lived side by side with the previous
occupants who may have been serfs to these war – like peoples for the first few
generations. The incomers buried their dead in hollowed out oak tree trunks in full
costume and replaced the megalith tombs with simple mounds as was done in southerly
Danubian areas. These people may have brought their Indo – European language that
was likely proto – Celtic. There is a possibility that these may have been the ancestors of
the Cimbri and this is the first hypothesis relative to the arrival of the first U152-
R1b1c10 group (proto – Cimbri) in Jutland, dating their arrival to between 2350
and 1500 BC, where they amalgamated with the previous occupants comprising a
heterogeneous Y-chromosome haplogroup mélange (as noted above). The reason why
the Cimbri of the area spoke Celtic and continued to follow Celtic traditions such as the
use of Druids and human sacrifices can be explained on the basis of elite dominance
rather than a complete replacement of the indigenous proto – Germanic population,
although the latter cannot be ruled out. Kristiansen (1998) asserts that, Although the
overall tendency today is to stress continuity in settlement and culture between the
Tumulus and Urnfield culture I find it difficult to maintain such a peaceful picture.
Furthermore, she believes that the evidence would support, as it does with the Hallstatt –
La Tene cultural change, a major reorganization of settlement and economy, leading to
the rise of strong, pioneer farming communities expanding into new habitats both locally
and over longer distances, supported by warrior chiefs (p. 385).

Haywood, in his “Atlas of the Celtic World” (2001) shows a migration to Jutland from
the Kelheim / Unetice area from the 12th to the 8th Century BC, followed by a folk
movement from Jutland to Vestfold (Norway) and Skane (Sweden) between the 8th and
5th Centuries BC (Map, pp. 30-31). Here links were established to the south and to Greek
and Cypriot traders, leading to the formation of long – distance trade networks between
Jutland and the Rhone valley / northern Italy running through southern Germany and the
Rhine, with amber and animal products moving southward and Mycenaean prestige
goods and ideology moving northwards (Kristiansen, 1998, p. 378). Raftery, in his
“Atlas of the Celts” (2001) shows the major trade networks of this time. The Rhine /
Danube route followed the west side of Jutland, down the Weser River to the Danube and
east to the Rhone. The Carpathian route extended from the north of Jutland to the Oder
River and south to the Zavist area and the fanning out to the Black Sea, Italy, and the
Danube. Any exchange of population from the major nodes can only be surmised.

In Denmark dendochronologically dated intact Bronze Age burials in hollowed out tree
coffins date from 1468 BC. At Borum Eshoj near Arthus (Jutland) a noteworthy find
dated to 1344 BC, and finds at 22 other locations have been studied. The oldest of this
collection is 1468 BC, and the most recent about 1165 BC. The burials appear to cluster
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around Ribe County (later the home of the Angles / Jutes) and the Himmerland County
(later home of the Cimbri) regions.

Borum Eshoj; dated 1344; dagger linked with Central European Reinecke C2 Phase.
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Photo of same grave as seen in drawing above.

Borum Eshoj, elderly female oak coffin burial in same mound as dendochronologically dated coffin of
1348 BC. The intact nature of the grave goods is nothing short of spectacular.
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The entire 2006 issue of Acta Archaeologica is devoted to a detailed study of these
burials. The burials included for example full clothing attire and very long swords. They
were the so – called “Mound Warriors” of the Tumulus Culture. Supposedly they were
an intrusive warlike group which reached Denmark; they probably included proto –
Celtic chieftains (Wilcox and Trevino, 2000, p.54). The evidence appears to link these
people with the various groups that made up the Unetice Culture of the proposed Celtic
homeland at the headwaters of the Rhine, Danube and other Rivers originating in the
Alpine Region. Many of these burials contain items that have been identified as having a
“Central European affiliation” and typically include swords and daggers that are part of
the Reinecke C2 phase. In the words of the Royal Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Udenrigsministeriet series, Imported items such as weapons, shields and bronze vessels
show that there was a lively exchange with southern parts of Central Europe, particularly
the Alpine region. These individuals were candidates for the ancestors of the Cimbri,
although there may have been only a trickle of folk migration. As noted earlier,
preliminary testing suggests that the predominant genetic Y-chromosome halogroup of
the Alpine region is R-U152, but 3000 years ago the genetic tapestry may have been
altogether different.

Urnfield Cultures in Europe: 1300 – 500 BC:

The “Urnfield Culture” develops gradually, being named after the cremation burials in
urns buried in fields and found throughout what were to become the Nordic and the
Celtic regions from Western Hungary to Britain and across the Alps and almost to the
North Sea. It is dated 1300 to 500 BC. The origin of the cremation tradition appears to
be the Balkans. This culture replaces the Tumulus Culture. This is a time of collapse of
the many civilizations and subsequent migrations (e.g., exodus of Israelites from Egypt
ca. 1250 BC; collapse of Anatolian Hittite empire ca. 1180 BC). It is contended by many
scholars that the peoples of the Urnfield Culture were Celts or proto - Celts. Germain to
our discussion, by circa 1200 BC the Urnfield Culture included component groups
including the Nordic Culture, the Central Urnfield (Hallstatt) Culture, and the Lusatian
Culture in locations roughly depicted in the map below.

Artifacts found in the Nordic Bronze Age include huge trumpet – like bronze lurs found
at highest density in Denmark (and are also portrayed on rock carvings in the Nordic
Regions). Splendid examples of the latter were found at Ulvkaer, Vendessel, North
Jutland. These objects had been placed on a dry location but within a swamp (Kaul,
2003). Archaeological “treasures” from the later Bronze Age appear in the bogs of
Jutland and are all thought to be votive offerings. An example is the magnificent “sun
chariot” from Trundholm with a horse ahead of a wheeled sun figure that may have been
a miniature of a real object of this nature used to invoke the spirit world to bless the
harvests in the fields circumnavigated by these ornate devices. A wooden “sacrificial
platform” has been found at Sandagergard. Sometimes burials included bronze wagons
carrying cauldrons. These can be found not only in Central Europe but also a similar one
at Slallerup, Denmark. Furthermore just to the north, in Norway, Bronze Age tumuli
along the southern shore contain objects with unmistakable affinities to the Danish
peninsula of Jutland (Malmstrom, 1950, p. 10).
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It is also about this time that the amber routes from Jutland and the Baltic were
developed. If bronze was flowing north and amber south along the same route it may be
that the ancestors of some of those who would become the Cimbri were involved, and at
some point prior to 2300 BC decided to make a permanent move from their Central
European homeland to control the source of the amber.

Kristiansen (1998), speaking of the Nordic Bronze Age to 750 BC, reports that, we can
observe a general Nordic cultural tradition from the Neolithic onwards that encompasses
present-day Denmark, northern Germany and southern Sweden (pp. 67-68).
Furthermore, The Nordic tradition emerged during the Bronze Age around 1500 BC and
is recognizable until 500 BC. Nordic Bronze Age culture is constituted by elements of
general European origin (tumulus barrows, and later on urn burials) and elements of
genuine Nordic origin. Their synthesis defines a new social and cultural tradition, which
can be traced for 1000 years, despite developments and changes in form and style. Basic
ritual and social traditions, and their material correlates, however, display continuity
throughout the period…………but already beginning to break up from 700 BC with the
advent of Ha C Hallstatt C (pp. 69-70). In other words the first hypothesis of an early
arrival of the Cimbri who were Celtic speaking and, as will be seen below, very much
embedded in a classic Celtic cultural matrix from at least the 1st Century BC to the 3rd

Century AD, is not supported with convincing evidence. Kristiansen is very clear that
certain similarities with Central European cultures at this time can be explained in full by
a tendency of those in Nordic regions to accept valued prestige goods and their stylistic
elements – but there is no need to posit a mass migration at this period in time. Hence it
is not likely that the bulk of the progenitors of the Cimbri, other than indigenous groups
integrated with later migrants, arrived much before about 800 BC – although some
limited Central European introgression is entirely possible and even likely.

Urnfield culture
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The most famous of the sites of this era is at Hallstatt in Austria (Alps) where salt was
mined and an extensive trade network was established extending into the British Isles and
elsewhere in all directions and which gave its name to the well – known Hallstatt Culture.
It emerged from the previous period of the Urnfield Culture, being characterized by
immensely rich inhumation burials, and divided into four phases. It is here that iron
became intermixed with bronze (800 to 600 BC marks the beginning). Grave goods were
similar across what would later be known as Celtic areas of Europe but the most ornate
riches were at Hallstatt. Cultural zones were divided here too with an Eastern cultural
zone (e.g., Hungary; Croatia) and a Western cultural zone (e.g., Italy, Alpine Germany,
Switzerland, France).

Linked to the Hallstatt is the Lausatian Culture of Poland, Eastern Germany, the Czech
and Slovak Republics and into Hungary and Moravia – with the Elbe River being at the
epicenter with unmistakable Celtic culture evident in Bohemia (e.g., the Czech Republic)
(Kruta, 2004). Although compared to the Hallstatt burials those relating to this culture
are Spartan, there are exceptions such as the “royal” tomb of Seddin at Brandenburg,
Germany covered by a large barrow and containing “exotic” Mediterranean imported
goods. In addition there are numerous hoards with bronze and gold metalwork in
abundance. Some in bog areas may have been sites of votive offerings. Most burials
were by cremation, which was also the practice in many parts of the Nordic zone such as
Jutland. Some researchers believe that this horizon is an extension of the Nordic Bronze
Age Culture and there is a certain arbitrariness in the subdivision. It is believed that this
area involved an extensive exchange of peoples between the Nordic and Lausatian
Cultures – the area being for example the home of the Goths and perhaps even earlier the
ancestors of the Bastarnae of Thrace.

Some of the earliest connections between these areas is circa 950 BC seen in an
examination of the distribution of elite bronze hammered vessels (e.g., buckets), the first
and most substantial being the area of production in the Hungary / Czech region, and
secondarily in Himmerland, Jutland – the later home of the Cimbri. Also characteristic of
this artistic tradition are the Jensovice cups made in Stamberk-Koptoue in Mahren and
found in a hoard, with other distinctive bronze items made there, in Funen (Fyn Island),
Denmark. The route from the manufacturing source passed through Moravia, which may
have been a distribution point, but the evidence suggests long distance travel from
production source to consumption point. Two networks of links, thought to involve
alliances and marriage exchanges, followed either the Oder to Sealand (both later home
of the Teutones), and secondly an alliance system to the Elbe (toward what would later be
Cimbri territory). Goods were apparently transported by ship and reached all the Danish
islands. The data suggest that there was some movement of people in both directions,
particularly from Sealand to the mouth of the River Oder and then a jump to the southern
Lausatian area. Kristiansen (1998) is the source of this information unless otherwise
specified.

Circa 840 BC - One of the earliest known bog bodies was buried on or about this date
(the timing consistent with the “Cimmerian hypothesis” noted below). All are preserved
due to the chemical composition of the peat in which they and their clothing and


