DACIAN HAND-MADE POTTERY DISCOVERED
IN THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE OF RESCA-ROMULA

Mircea NEGRU*

Abstract: The native pottery in Roman and Former Roman provinces is still a
less studied subject. Even when the fragments of indigenous pottery vessels are
sometimes discovered, they are not so spectacular to be published in time as the other
archaeological artefacts from Roman and Late Roman Period.

This article highlights the existence and relevance of a small lot of Dacian pottery fort
to understanding of late of 3™ century AD and 4™ century AD in Roman and then
former Roman Province of Dacia.
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INTRODUCTION

Pottery of local pre-Roman tradition is a constant presence found in most
European provinces of the Roman Empire. We can mention here the pottery of pre-
Roman tradition discovered in Moesia Inferior!, Moesia Superiorz, Pannonia®,
Noricum®*, Gallia Belgica®, Britannia® and in other Roman provinces.
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In the province of Dacia, hand-made Dacian pottery was discovered in the
fortifications and civil settlements, in rural settlements and necropolises, and less
frequently in Roman cities’. Among the discoveries of this type in the urban
environment of the province of Dacia, we mention those from Ulpia Traiana
Sarmizegetusa, Napoca, Porolissum, Tibiscum and Romula®. Often, however, they
were discovered in contexts archeologically widely dated to the 2"-3" centuries
AD, which include the period after the abandonment of the province of Dacia.

That is why each discovery is worth mentioning in order to have a more
accurate picture of the production and distribution of this local pottery in the
province of Dacia, but also in the period after the middle of the third century AD
and in the 4™ century AD.

**%x

In this article we present a batch of fragments of Dacian ceramic vessels,
modelled by hand, discovered in the archaeological site of Resca-Romula, during
the archaeological campaigns of 2013, 2017, 2019, in the points Central
Fortification and School-Land of Sport (Figure 1).

The Central Fortification is located in the central area of the archaeological
site of Resca-Romula, it being one of the three Roman fortifications identified and
designed by the Austrian captain Fernando de Marsigli between 1689-1691°.
Scientific archaeological research in this area of the archaeological site was
initiated by the engineer Pamfil Polonic in 1900, when a Roman building with
thermae!® was discovered. They were resumed in 1965 under the coordination of
Professor Dumitru Tudor!, and from 1978 to 1992 they were led by Dr. Cristian
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Vladescu®?2. In 2009 a cross-section was initiated within this sector of the
archaeological site. This was continued in 2011, and since 2013, research has
gained momentum, which has led to the collection of new information on this
important area of the archaeological site.*?

In the years 2018-2019, in the School point, in the southwestern part of the
archaeological site, preventive archaeological researches were carried out, on a site
where a Sports Field was to be built.

CATALOGUE OF DISCOVERIES
(FIGS. 2-3)

1. Pot

Typology. Negru 2003, type I1.1, PI. no. 9, 10 / Popilian 1976, type 1, Pl. LXXV:
956 (modelled on the wheel)

Description. Ovoid body. Fragment from the top. The lip is slightly arched on the
outside. There is an alveolar embossed belt above the shoulder. Dimensions:
DVM =102 mm, RH =80 mm, Gr. P, = 7-8 mm.

Coarse paste with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish colour.
Outside blackish colour slip. Blackish secondary burning inside and out.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 2, sqg.
7,2.00-2.40 m. S| 798.

Remarks. In the pit of the brick wall of the fortification.

Chronology. The second half of the third century AD and the first half of the 4"
century AD.

Analogies. Similar vessels were discovered in the Roman camp at Ilisua’®, and in
the civil settlement of the Roman camp at Stolniceni-Buridava®®. They were
dated to Stolniceni-Buridava at the beginning of the 3™ century AD, and to
Ilisua, in the 2"-3" centuries AD. A similar vessel, modelled on the wheel,
was discovered in the necropolis of Locusteni, where it was dated in the
second century and in the first half of the third century AD*®. It was modelled
from coarse grey paste.

12 C. Vladescu 1986, Fortificatiile din Dacia Inferior, 34—40.

13 M. Negru, C. Schuster, Istoricul cercetdrilor arheologice, in M. Negru, C. Schuster (eds.),
Romula. Seria Rapoarte arheologioce. I, Raport privind cercetarile arheologice sistematice din anul 2015,
Targoviste, 2016, p. 11.

14D, Protase, C. Gaiu, G. Marinescu, Castrul roman de la Ilisua, Bistrita, 1997, p. 55, pl. 61:2.

15 D. Tudor, Depozitul de vase dacice si romane de la Stolniceni, SCIVA, 18, 1967, 4, p. 656,
fig. 2:4.

16 Gh. Popilian, Ceramica romand din Oltenia, Craiova, 1976, p. 137, 221, pl. LXXIV:956;
Gh. Popilian, Traditions autochtones dans la céramique provinciale romaine de la Dacie
Méridionale, Thraco-Dacica, I, 1976, p. 285, fig. 2:10; Gh. Popilian, Necropola daco-romana de la
Locusteni, Craiova, 1980, p. 14, pl.2M, 11, 1
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Similar vessels in shape were discovered in archaeological sites from the late Geto-
Dacian La Tene to Ricatiu’, Sfantu Gheorghe'®, Harman'®, Brad-Zargidava®,
Upper Tisza Region?.

In the Upper Tisza area, similar vessels continued to be produced in the 24t
centuries AD?.

2. Pot

Typology. Negru 2003, type VI 3.2. no. 72—73 / Popilian 1976, type 1a, PI.
LXXIV: 945

Description. Ovoid body. Fragment from the top. The lip is arched outwards.
Dimensions: DVM = 140 mm, RH =75 mm, VWT = 7-9 mm.

Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish colour
on the inside, reddish-yellow on the outside. Careless, uneven modelling.
Fingerprints inside. Reddish-yellow slip on the inside and outside. Secondary
burning on the top and mouth of the vessel.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 4, sqg.
21, 0.70-0.75 m. S1 604.

Remarks. The pit is subsequent to the glass processing workshop, respectively to
the building no. 1/2015, which belonged to a level in which a coin was found
from Philip the Arab (248 AD)%.

Chronology. The second half of the third century AD and the first half of the 4%
century AD.

Analogies. Similar vessels were discovered in the Roman camp at Enosesti-
Acidava? and the civil settlement of the Roman camp from Stolniceni-BuridavaZ,
respectively within the rural necropolis of Locusteni?. They were dated to

7'y, Capitanu, Asezarea geto-dacd de la Racatau, Carpica, V111, 1976, p. 63, figs. 14:8; 21:6.

181. H. Crisan, Ceramica daco-geticd. Cu privire speciald la Transilvania, Bucharest, p. 163,
pl. 77:8.

19 Ibidem, p. 111, pl. 32:2.

2V, Capitanu, Asezarea geto-dacd de la Racatau, Carpica, V111, 1976, pl. 51:6.

2L V. Kotigorosko, Tinuturile Tisei superioare in veacurile Ill i.e.n.— IV e.n. (perioada La Tene
si romana), Bucharest, 1995, p. 235, fig. 116:30-31.

22|, Stanciu, Contributii la cunoasterea epocii romane in bazinul mijlociu i inferior al
rdaului Somes, Ephemeris Napocensis, 5, 1995, fig. 37:27; V. Kotigorosko, Tinuturile Tisei superioare
in veacurile Il 1.e.n.— IV e.n. (perioada La Tene si romana), Bucharest, 1995, p. 136, fig. 113:6.

2 M. Negru, L. Amon, P. Gherghe, A. Streinu, M. Streinu, T. Hila, G. Mihai, A. Diaconu,
Raport tehnic privind cercetarile arheologice din anul 2015, in Mircea Negru, Cristian Schuster
(eds.), Romula. Seria Rapoarte arheologioce. 1., Raport privind cercetarile arheologice sistematice
din anul 2015, Targoviste, 2016, p. 17.

2 M. Negru, 1. Ciuca, Ceramica dacicd lucratd cu mdna descoperitd in asezarea civild a
castrului roman de la Enogegti-Acidava, AO, SN, 12, 1997, p. 24, pl. 1:3.

% D. Tudor, op. cit., p. 656, fig. 2:1.

% Gh. Popilian, Ceramica romand din Oltenia, Craiova, 1976, pp. 135-136, 220, tip 1, PL.
LXXI1V:945, 947.
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the beginning of the 3 century AD at Stolniceni-Buridava, in the 2" century
and the first half of the 3" century at Locusteni, respectively in the 23"
centuries AD. within the Roman camp from Enosesti-Acidava.

A similar vessel was discovered at Moigrad-Porolissum, where it was dated to the
1% century BC. — 1% century AD.?".

3. Pot

Typology. Negru 2003, type VII1.1., No. 78 / Popilian 1976, type 1a, Pl. LXIV, 944

Description. Ovoid body. Fragment from the top. The long lip is obliquely turned
outwards. Dimensions: DVM = 152 mm, RH = 60 mm, VWT = 5-7 mm.

Semi-coarse paste with frequently sifted sand and rare mica. Uneven burning.
Blackish colour. Black slip on the outside. Blackish secondary burning on the
outside and inside on the lip.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 12,
sg. 1, 1.30-1.70 m. Sl 6601.

Remarks. The fragment of the vessel was discovered in the dismantling pit of a
Roman wall.

Chronology. The second half of the third century and the first half of the fourth
century AD.

Analogies. A similar vessel was discovered in the Roman camp at Borosneul Mare,
where it was dated in the 2"-3" centuries ADZ,

Similar vessels were discovered in late Geto-Dacian La Tene at the sites of Pecica-
Ziridava®, Martfi® and Racatau®, and in the 2"-3™ centuries AD, in the
area of the Free Dacians from the east of the Carpathians to Ruptura®.

4. Pot

Typology. Negru 2003, type V1.3.3., No. 56, 60 / Popilian 1976, type 1d, PI. LXIV: 947

Description. Ovoid body. Marked neck, long lip is slightly arched on the outside.

Dimensions: DVM = 140 mm, RH =53 mm, VWT = 7-8 mm.

Semi-coarse paste with frequently sifted sand and rare mica. Uneven burning.
Blackish colour. Black slip on the outside. Blackish secondary burning on the
outside and inside on the lip.

Archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 3, sq. 18,
0.80-1.00 m, SI 541.

271. H. Crisan, Ceramica daco-geticd. Cu privire speciali la Transilvania, Bucharest, 1969,
p. 163, pl. 74:4.

28 7. Székely, Les Daces et les Romains aux Ile-1Ve siécles dans le Sud-Est de la Transylvanie,
Actes du I1-e Congres International de Thracologie, Bucharest, 1980, 2, p. 360, fig. 1.

29 1. H. Crisan, Ceramica daco-geticd. Cu privire speciald la Transilvania, Bucharest, 1969,
p. 163, pl. 78:1.

% 7. Visy, Die Daker am Gebiet von Ungarn, A Mora Ferenc Miizeum Evkdnyve, Szeged,
1970, p. 8, pl. 2:6.

8L'V. Capitanu, Asezarea geto-daca de la Racatau, Carpica, VIII, 1976, p. 62, fig. 19:3.

32 Gh. Bichir, Cultura carpica, Bucharest, 1973, p. 67, pl. 47:1.
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Remarks. Material discovered in relation to the adobe dwelling in section S4 /
2013, sg. 1-3, researched in the 2018 campaign (CFC 5/2018).

Chronology. The second half of the third century — the first half of the fourth
century AD.

Analogies. Similar vessels were discovered in the civilian settlement of the
Enosesti-Acidava camp®, the cemetery from Locusteni®*. These vessels have
been dated in 2"-3" centuries AD at Enosesti-Acidava, respectively in the
second century and the beginning of the third century AD at Locusteni.

5. Pot

Typology. Negru 2003, type 1VV.1.1., No. 23-27 / Popilian 1976, type 1c, Pl. LXIV: 946

Description. Bulging body. Fragment from the top. The lip is turned obliquely to
the outside. Under the lip the vessel is decorated with a band of horizontal
lines and one of wavy lines, below it.

Dimensions: DVM = 160 mm, RH =53 mm, VWT = 6-7 mm.

Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish on the
inside, reddish-yellow on the outside. Careless, uneven modelling.
Fingerprints inside. Reddish-yellow slip on the inside and outside. Secondary
burning on the outside on the top.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 3, sg. 18,
0.80-1.00 m, Sl 5328, Material discovered in relation to the adobe dwelling in
the section in 2018, sq. 1-3, researched in the 2018 campaign (CFC 5/2018).

Chronology. The second half of the third century — the first half of the fourth
century AD.

Analogies in the Roman camps from Buciumi®, Ilisua®, Olteni®’, the rural
cemetery from Soporu de Campie®. These vessels were dated to the 23"
centuries AD at Buciumi, Ilisua and the rural cemetery from Soporu de

33 C. Preda, A. Grosu, Cercetarile arheologice din asezarea civild a castrului roman de la
Enosesti-Acidava, AO, SN, 8, 1993, p. 50, pl. 8:1.

34 Gh. Popilian, Ceramica romand din Oltenia, Craiova, 1976, p. 221, pl. 74, nr. 952; Gh. Popilian,
Traditions autochtones dans la céramique provinciale romaine de la Dacie Méridionale, Thraco-Dacica, |,
1976, p. 285, fig. 3:2; Gh. Popilian, Necropola daco-romand de la Locusteni, Craiova, 1980, pp. 19,
20, pl. 8, M 47, 1; p. 42, pl. 28, M 196, 1.

% N. Gudea, Ceramica dacicd din castrul roman de la Buciumi, SCIVA, 21, 1970, 2, p. 305,
fig. 1:2; 5:6; E. Chirila, N. Gudea, V. Lucicel, C. Pop, Das Rémerlager von Buciumi, Cluj, 1972,
p. 54, figs. 47:4 and 48:5.

3% D. Protase, C. Gaiu, G. Marinescu, Castrul roman de la Ilisua, Bistrita, 1997, p. 55, pl. 60:3;
pl. 59:3; D. Protase, G. Marinescu, C. Gaiu, Cercetarile arheologice din castrul roman de la Ilisua
(Judetul Bistrita-Nasaud), Materiale 15, 1981, pp. 290-291, fig. 4; D. Protase, C. Gaiu, G. Marinescu,
Castrul roman de la Ilisua, Bistrita, 1997, p. 55, pl. 60:4.

87 Z. K. Székely, Ceramica dacicd din castrul roman de la Olteni, Cumidava, 15-19, 1990-1994,
p. 19, pl. 1:2.

3 D. Protase, Soporu de Cimpie. Un cimitir dacic din epoca romand, Bucharest, 1976, p. 35,
pls. 20:8; 43:2; 43:3.
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Campie, respectively in the middle of the 3™ century AD in another
archaeological context from Ilisua® and Olteni®.

Similar vessels were discovered at the site of Slimnic in Late La Téne*,
respectively in the I1-111 centuries AD to the Free Dacians from the east of
the Carpathians to Poiana-Dulcesti*?, and in the area of the Upper Tisza in the
2M 4 centuries AD*,

6. Pot.

Typology. Negru 2003, tip VI1.3.4. nr. 65

Description. Dimensions: DVM = 132 mm, RH = 102 mm, VWT = 5-6 mm.
Semi-coarse paste with frequently sifted sand and rare mica. Uneven burning.
Blackish colour. Black slip on the outside.

Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish on the
inside, reddish-yellow on the outside.

Archaeological context. Romula, 2019, School Point — the Field of Sports, S 8, Cx
26, 1.30 m. SI 15691-15694.

Remarks. In combination with a Roman-style bowl of fine grey paste with
blackish paint on the outside and inside and a handle from a Roman-style
mug holder of common reddish-coloured paste.

Chronology. The second half of the third century AD.

Analogies.

A similar vessel was discovered in the Roman necropolis at Locusteni in the 2nd
century AD*. A similar vessel was discovered at Telita-Amza, in Lower
Moesia, where it was dated to the 1st-2nd centuries AD*.

The vessel also has analogies in the late Geto-Dacian La Tene at Ocnita-Buridava®
and Széntendre*’,

% D. Protase, G. Marinescu, C. Gaiu, Cercetarile arheologice din castrul roman de la llisua
(Judetul Bistrita-Nasaud), Materiale 15, 1981, pp. 290-291, fig. 4; D. Protase, C. Gaiu, G. Marinescu,
Castrul roman de la Ilisua, Bistrita, 1997, p. 55, pl. 60:4.

407, K. Székely, Ceramica dacica din castrul roman de la Olteni, Cumidava, 15-19, 19901994,
p. 19, pl. 1:2.

411, H. Crisan, Ceramica daco-geticid. Cu privire speciald la Transilvania, Bucharest, 1969,
p. 163, pl. 72:1.

42 Gh. Bichir, Cultura carpicd, Bucharest, 1973, p. 67, pl. 43:3.

43 V. Kotigorosko, Tinuturile Tisei superioare in veacurile IIl i.e.n.— IV e.n. (perioada La
Tene si romana), Bucharest, 1995, p. 135, fig. 114:10.

44 Gh. Popilian, Necropola daco-romand de la Locusteni, Craiova, 1980, p. 17, pl. 5, M 26, 1.

4V, Baumann, Asezdri rurale antice in zona gurilor Dundrii. Contributii arheologice la
cunoasgterea habitatului rural (sec. I-1V p. Chr.), Tulcea, 1995, p. 95, pl. 54:7.

46 D. Berciu, Buridava dacicd, Bucharest, 1981, fig. 7:3.

477. Visy, Die Daker am Gebiet von Ungarn, A Méra Ferenc Miizeum Evkényve, Szeged,
1970, pl. 5:9.
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7. Pot.

Typology. Negru 2003, type IV.1.1., No. 25-27

Description. Dimensions: DVM = 150 mm, RH = 52 mm, VWT = 8-11 mm.
Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish on
the inside, reddish-yellow on the outside.

Archaeological context. Romula, 2019, School Point — the Field of Sports, S 8,
Cx 26, 1.30 m. Sl 15695.

Remarks. In combination with a Roman-style bowl of fine grey paste with
blackish paint on the outside and inside and a handle from a Roman-style
mug holder of common reddish-coloured paste.

Chronology. The second half of the third century AD.

Analogies.

Similar vessels were discovered in the rural necropolis of Soporu de Campie*,
respectively in the Roman camps at Ilisua*® and Olteni®®. With the exception of
the vessel from Olteni, dated to the middle of the 3™ century AD, all the others
were widely dated to the 2"-3" centuries AD.

Similar vessels were discovered in the middle of the Free Dacians at Poiana-Dulcesti®,
where they were dated in the 2"-3" centuries AD, respectively in the Upper Tisza
region, where they were dated in the 24" centuries AD®2.

In the late Geto-Dacian La téne a similar vessel was discovered in the rural
settlement of Slimnic, where it was given in the 1st century BC — 1 century AD®,

8. The taper cup (Dacian)

Typology. Negru 2003, type XI1.1.2.2., No. 129-137 / Popilian 1976, type 1, PI.
LXIV: 937

Description. Taper conical body with flared upper part. Decorated with notched
belts arranged obliquely on the body of the vessel. Dimensions: DVM = 140
mm, RH =75 mm, VWT =10-12 mm.

Coarse paste with frequent sand and rare mica. Uniform burning. Blackish colour.
Black exterior slip. Blackish secondary burning inside and outside.

Archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 1, sq. 6,
1.30-1.55 m. SI 292

48 D. Protase, Soporu de Cimpie. Un cimitir dacic din epoca romand, Bucharest, 1976, p. 32,
pls. 19:6 and 43:3.

4 D. Protase, G. Marinescu, C. Gaiu, Cercetdirile arheologice din castrul roman de la Ilisua
(Judetul Bistrifa-Nasaud), Materiale 15, 1981, pp. 290-291, fig. 4; D. Protase, C. Gaiu, G. Marinescu,
Castrul roman de la Ilisua, Bistrita, 1997, p. 55, pl. 60:4.

%0 7. K. Székely, Ceramica dacicd din castrul roman de la Olteni, Cumidava, 15-19, 1990-1994,
p. 19, pl. 1:2.

51 Gh. Bichir, Cultura carpicd, Bucharest, 1973, p. 67, pl. 43:3.

52\, Kotigorosko, Tinuturile Tisei superioare in veacurile IIl i.e.n.— IV e.n. (perioada La
Téne si romana), Bucharest, 1995, p. 135, fig. 114:10.

S31. H. Crisan, Ceramica daco-geticd. Cu privire speciald la Transilvania, Bucharest, 1969, p. 163,

pl. 72:1.
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Remarks. In the filling of the pit from which a late novel was dismantled that had
affected murus cespitici from the first phase of the fortification, continuing in
Section S12.

Chronology. The second half of the 3" century — 4™ century AD.

Analogies. Similar vessels were discovered in the Roman camp at Micia®,
Bretcu®, Olteni®®, the civil settlement from Stolniceni-Buridava®, the rural
settlement of Obreja®®, rural necropolis from Locusteni®, the rural cemetery
from Scornicesti®. These cups were dated to the 2nd century and the first half
of the 3 century AD at Locusteni, 2"-3" centuries AD at Micia, Olteni,
Bretcu, Obreja, the end of the 2™ century and the beginning of the 3™ century
AD at Stolniceni-Buridava, the second half of the 2™ century and the first
half of the 3" century AD at Scornicesti.

These similar shapes cups were discovered in contexts from the 23" centuries
AD in Moesia Inferior in the Roman camp from Barbosi®* and in the ceramic
center from Hotnita®, in the middle of the Free Dacians from Muntenia in the
settlement from Bucharest-Militari Campul Boja®, respectively in the
Carpathian one in the settlement from Poiana-Dulcesti® and in the necropolis
from Vileni®.

The taper cups, also called Dacian type, have their origin in the Geto-Dacian La
Tene, being extremely widespread in the late phase of the Geto-Dacian
civilization in the Middle and Lower Danube region®®.
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VESSEL BASES

9. Pot.

Description. Fragment at the bottom, Flat base. DVB =99 mm, RH =89 mm,
VWT =6-7 mm.

Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish on the
inside, reddish-yellow on the outside. Careless, uneven modelling. Fingerprints
inside. Reddish-yellow slip on the inside and outside. Secondary burning inside
and outside of the base and bottom.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2013, Central Fortification. Section S 3, sg.
18, 0.80-1.00 m, Sl 538.

Remarks. Archaeological material discovered in relation to a dwelling identified
in 2018 in section S 4, sq. 1-2°".

Chronology. The second half of the third century — the first half of the fourth
century AD.

10. Pot

Description. Fragment at the bottom, Flat base. DVB = 120 mm, RH = 64 mm,
VWT =6-8 mm.

Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning. Blackish colour
on the inside, reddish-yellow on the outside. Careless, uneven modelling.
Fingerprints inside. Reddish-yellow slip on the inside and outside. Secondary
burning on the outside on the base and bottom.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2017, S14, C5, 1.39-1.49 m, in relation with
the dwelling CFC 6/2018 (?). S1 5454.

Remarks. The filling of the pit includes fragments of Roman bricks and burnt
adobe, specific to a late Roman settlement.

Chronology. The second half of the third century and the first half of the fourth
century AD.

11. Pot

Description. Fragment at the bottom, Flat base. Dimensions. DVB = 112 mm, RH
= 21 mm, VWT = 14-16 mm. Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica.
Uneven burning. Blackish colour on the inside, reddish-yellow on the outside.
Careless, uneven modelling. Fingerprints inside. Reddish-yellow slip on the inside
and outside. Secondary burning inside and outside the base and bottom.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2017, S 14, ¢, B 5, 1.23 m/ 1.38 m, in
relation to the CFC 6/2018 Building (?). SI 7269.

67 M. Negru, C. E. Stefan, C. F. Schuster, F. Munteanu, G. Mihai, S. Popovici, R. Munteanu,
T. Isvoranu, 60. Resca, Dobrosloveni, Jud. Olt. Punct: Romula, in “Cronica Cercetarilor Arheologice
din Roménia, Campania 20187, A LIII-a Sesiune Nationald de Rapoarte Arheologice, Bucharest-
Sibiu, 2019, p. 165.
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Remarks. The filling of the pit includes fragments of burnt Roman and adobe
bricks, specific to a late or post-Roman Roman settlement.

Chronology. The second half of the third century and the first half of the fourth
century AD.

12. The taper cup

Description. Fragment of the bottom of a vessel. Flat base. Dimensions: DVB = 66 mm,
RH = 42 mm, VWT = 14-16 mm. Uneven burning. Blackish colour on the inside,
reddish-yellow on the outside. Reddish-yellow slip on the inside and outside.
Secondary combustion inside.

The archaeological context. Romula, 2013, S 4, sqg. 30, 0,70 m. SI 1095.
Remarks. Probably a taper cup, given its small size and strong blackish burning
inside.

Chronology. The second half of the third century AD and the 4th century AD.

CONCLUSIONS

TYPES OF POTS AND PASTE

The repertoire of Dacian pottery forms presented in this article is poor,
consisting of fragments from the top or bottom of some pots, respectively
fragments from taper cups (Dacian).

The fragments of Dacian ceramic vessels presented can be framed in two
types of paste, depending on its composition, the frequency of added sand and
pebbles.

Type 1. Coarse paste, with frequent sand and rare mica. Uneven burning.
Blackish colour on the inside, reddish-yellow on the outside. Reddish-yellow slip
on the inside and outside. Careless, uneven modelling. Fingerprints can sometimes
be seen inside (SI 5454, 7269, 538, 604, 5328).

Secondary burning on the outside on the base and the lower part (5454) or the
upper part (S1 5328) on the inside and outside the base and the lower part (S 7269,
538), the upper part and the mouth of the vessel (SI 604).

Type 2.1. Coarse paste with frequent sand and rare mica. Uniform burning.
Blackish colour. Black exterior slip (SI 798, 292, 15691-15694). Blackish
secondary burning inside and outside.

Type 2.2. Coarse paste with frequently sifted sand and rare mica. Uniform
burning. Blackish colour. Black slip on the outside. Blackish secondary burning on
the outside and inside on the lip (SI 541, 6601, 15695).
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LOCATION AND CONTEXTS OF DISCOVERIES

Fragments of hand-shaped Dacian ceramic vessels discovered at the Central
Fortification point can be related to the remains of some post-Roman dwellings
identified in sections S 3/2013 (CFC 5/2018), respectively S 14/2017 (CFC
6/2018). Affectation of the site in the modern era, imposes these reservations.
Other ceramic fragments were discovered in a post-Roman level, disturbed in the
modern era, identified in sections S 1/2013 and S 2/2013, respectively in section S
4/2013.

The fragments of Dacian vessels from the School-the Field of Sports point,
discovered in 2019, in a cylindrical pit (Cx 26/2019) add to these discoveries
within the Central Fortification.

CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING THE HISTORICAL CONTEXT
AND THE CHRONOLOGY OF THE DISCOVERIES

In the middle of the 3" century AD, the province of Dacia Malvensis was
repeatedly devastated by the attacks of the Goths and their allies. The abandonment
of the limes transalutanus and the retreat on the limes alutanus, brought Romula
back to the border of the Roman Empire, so exposed to these attacks.

In 248 AD, Emperor Philip the Arab came to this probably devastated city,
which he rebuilt, surrounded by a brick enclosure wall, and named it colonia sua®.
But the attacks of the Goths and their allies on the provinces of Dacia Malvensis
and Lower Moesia continued even after his departure®.

In the conditions of the security crisis, a part of the population of the northern
Danube province preferred to retreat to the south of the Danube. If de jure it is
considered that Dacia was abandoned during the reign of Emperor Aurelian?, de
facto, it was lost earlier, probably during the reign of Emperor Galienus™.
Discussions on this issue are old and still ongoing, with no common ground™.

At Romula, part of the Roman population continued to live after the middle
of the third century AD, as evidenced by two Roman tombs, discovered in the berm

% IDR 11 324 = CIL 111 8031 = ILS 510.
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pp. 235-254.
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of the Wall of Philip the Arab, which can be dated to the second half of the third
century AD™.

The prolonged military crisis irreversibly affected the Roman city. The
production of Roman pottery in the northern quarter ceased in the middle of the
third century AD™, and as a new aspect, it seems, the hand-shaped Dacian pottery
appeared. Ceramic vessels identical in shape and paste were also discovered in
Enosesti-Acidava’, an archaeological site located at approx. 30 km north of Resca-
Romula, which already indicates a similar regional evolution, the revitalization of
indigenous traditions in pottery.

The fragments of ceramic vessels presented belong to a late Roman or
post-Roman horizon, which begins in the middle of the third century AD and
continues in the fourth century AD, constituting a last phase of the presence of
Dacian pottery in this region.

Abbreviations
DVM = diameter of the vessel mouth

DVB = diameter of the vessel base
RH = retained height

VWT = vessel wall thickness

Sl = Site inventory

CFC = Central Fortification Complex
S = section

sq. = square

8 M. Negru, G. Mihai, Raport privind cercetdrile arheologice de la Romula. Campania din
anul 2008, in “Argesis. Studii si comunicéri. Seria Istorie”, XVII, 2008, pp. 43-50.

™ Ibidem, p. 50.

5 M. Negru, L. Ciuca, op. cit., p. 24, pl. 1:3.
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Fig. 2. Fragments of hand-made Dacian ceramic vessels (cat. No. 1-6).
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Fig. 3. Fragments of hand-made Dacian ceramic vessels (cat. No. 7-12).




