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THE BRONZE PIN FROM HAAMSTEDE (PROVINCE OF 

ZEELAND, NETHERLANDS) 

(fig. 16) 

The bronze pin illustrated (fig. 16) was found in the sand dune district near Haam

stede, on the island of Schouwen in the provinee of Zeeland. 

It is one of the ve ry few Bronze Age objecto known to 

have been found in this province. * 

The pin, 9.5 cm in length, has a con icai head I cm in 

diameter, and a tapering shaft slightly oval in cross-section 

below the head, becoming somewhat rectangular in cross

section in its lower half. A bulge on one side of the shaft 

contains a horizontal round perforation, approximately 2.5 

mm wide. The shaft is slightly bent below the swelling. 

The pin has a black patina, with a slight encrustation over 

most of the surface, tinged red in places, suggesting that it 

had been lying in sandy peat. The original bronze-coloured 

surfaee shows through in places; no decoration is visible at 

these points. Apart from the surfaee encrustation, the pin 

is in a perfect state of preservation. 

The Haamstede pin is similar in form to the well-known 

example from the Smedrov hoard in Bohemia, l dating from 

the transition from the Early to the Middle Bronze Age 

in that region. The Haamstede pin is smaller than the 

Smedrov specimen, and lacks the incised decoration of the 

latter. Other Central European finds of pins of the Smedrov 

type, with conicai head and perforated eecentric swelling, 
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Fig. 16. Actual size 

* The pin, hitherto unpublished, is in the collection of the Zeeuwsch Genootschap der 
Wetenschappen (Zeeland Society of Sciences) at Middelburg (bequest of J. A. Hubregtse). 
Dr. W. J. de Boone called the pin to the attention of Professor W. Glasbergen, who in turn 
invited the present writer to comment upon it. We are grateful to Mr. P. J. van der Feen J r., 
conservator of the archaeological department of the Middelburg Museum, for permission 
to publish the pin here, and concurrently in Westerheem (publication of the Archaeologische 
Werkgemeenschap voor Westelijk Nederland) VII, 1957, pp. 14 ff. 
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have been listed by Holste. 2 They are comparatively rare - Holste could list only 

six examples in Central Europe. They occur in Hungary, Slovakia, Bavaria and 

Wiirttemberg, in Late Unetice and Tumulus Bronze Age contexts. 

Pins of the Smedrov type were exported to Northern Europe. One is known 

from Poland (Baran6w, pow. kepinski).3 Another was found in a grave of the 

'Sagel' phase (late Montelius I- early II) at Baven, Kr. Celle, in Hanover.4 A pin 

of the same form, but smaller, illustrated by Kersten,5 is from a Montelius III 

grave at Warringholz, Kr. Rendsburg, in Schleswig-Holstein. (Janssen6 quotes 

a list compiled by Kersten of nine other pins with conicai or biconical head and 

sideloop from Denmark and Schleswig-Holstein, all of which were assigned by 

Kersten to Montelius III; it is not stated whether the side-loops of these pins ale 

af the perforated-swelling type). 

It appears that the life-time of the pins of Smedrov-Haamstede type extends 

from the end of the Early Bronze Age (in the Central European sense) throughout 

the Middle Bronze Age, and that the Haamstede pin must be considered as an im

port from Central Europe to Zeeland somewhere within that span of time. Presu

mably it came down the Rhine, as an incident of travel or trade. It is at present the 

anly example of a pin of the Smedrov type known to have been found in Western 

Europe. 

The relationship between the bronze pins of Smed rov type and the bone side

looped pins associated with certain Neolithic cultures in western and Northern 

Europe 7 is problematical. Some authorities have regarded the side-looped bone 

pins in (inter alia) the Rinyo-Clacton culture of Britain and the Boat-axe culture in 

Sweden as copies of the bronze pins, while other authorities hold this to be chro

nologically impossible. For those who incline toward the former view, the Haam

stede pin would seem to suggest a possibie direct metallic source for the Rinyo

Clacton pins without having to postulate contact with the Baltic area. 

It is likewise unclear whether the Haamstede pin should be grouped with the 

Unetice exportation of pins to Western Europe - best documented in the graves 

of the Wessex Culture in South England 8 - or with the Middle Bronze Age wave 

af Tumulus pins which reaclled Atlantic Europe. Bronze pins of Tumulus Bronze 

Age origin are among the most frequent of the bronze objects found in barro'N 

graves in the Netherlands, when such graves are provided with bronze objecls at 

all. Imported bronze pins also appear in several of the more important hoards of 

Late Early or Middle Bronze Age in the Netherlands; as in the hoards from Over-

100n, Limburg, and Lisse, Zuid-Holland (the Veenenburg hoard).9 

The Veenenburg pins appear to come from a Tumulus Bronze Age source 

parallel to that which provides the prototypes for the 'Picardy Pin' group identified 

by Hawkes in Picardy and Southeast England.lo Some of the Picardy Pins have side

Ioops; a feature found also on the disc-headed pins of Marzahne type in East 
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Germany and the identical pins in Britain and Ireland, typified by the example in 

the Glentrool hoard in Scotland,u These, and the distinctively British varieties 

of sidelooped pins discussed by C. M. Piggott,12 though only very indirectly re

lated to the Haamstede pin, serve to illustrate the partial penetration into North
western Europe of the Central European habit of wearing bronze pins as part of the 

costume. 

As an isolated find, the Haamstede pin contributes nothing definite toward esta

blishing the existence of Bronze Age settlement in the Zeeland dune area, between 

the estuaries of the Rhine and the Scheldt. Indeed, the existence of Neolithic set

tlement in this district was discovered only in the spring of 1957;13 and evidence 

of Bronze Age habitation is now known from a number of places along the coastal 

dune belt in the adjacent province of Zuid-Holland. From the dune belt in Zuid
Holland come two of the largest Middle Bronze Age hoards in the Netherlands: 

the Voorhout hoard, consisting mostly of imported British axes, and the Veenen

burg hoard, with mainly Continental types, including pins and sickles. And there 

are now four finds from this dune belt of sherds of urns of the Hilversum and 

Drakenstein types: at the Hague, Langeveld near Noordvvijkerhout and Lisse in 

Zuid-Holland, and Driehuis-Velsen in Noord-HollandP 

The Hilversum and Drakenstein Urn folk are now regarded as settlers or the 

descendants of settlers in the Netherlands from Britain. On the basis of palyno

logical correlations and C14 dates, the earliest of these settlers must have appeared 

on the Continental shores quite early in the Middle Bronze Age. They seem to have 

been in the habit of wearing pins. Bone pins have been found in their urns on both 

sides of the North Sea, and a storage urn found at Ramsgate in Kent, which is 

closely related to the Drakenstein Urns, contained three bronze pins of the Picardy 

type. 

It does not, of course, necessarily follow from this that the Haamstede pin was 

worn by a man or woman of the Hilversum Urn culture; but on present evidence 

one of these folk would be the most likely candidate for the honour of having worn 
a good part of the known Bronze Age of Zeeland on his or her breast. 
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