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Tipia Onncnişului îs a hil l  with a hcight of 755 ,9m from sca-lcvcl and a relative height 
of almost 200 rn, placcd on the lcft sidc of thc 1ivcr Olt, in its defile through the Perşani 
Mountains, bctwccn thc actual cities Augustin (upper-coursc) and Mateiaş. 

The scttlcrncnts and monuments frorn Tipia Onncnişului took the attention of thc 
antiquity lovers and archeologists sincc thc XVI I l -th century first, during topographic measures 
for realising coITect rnaps of thc whole rcgion and alsa the whole Transsylvania .  The first 
„archcological" diggings werc madc in 1 863 by Wilhelm Hausmann, from Braşov, who made 
thern bc known in the weekly papcr „Kronstădtcr Zeitung" nr. 1 97 from 1 2-th December 1 864. l t  
fol lowed the researches by Orban Balazs who included thcrn in the wel lknown monography of 
the Secui-provincc in Transsylvania (Balazs 1 866, p .  294 and ncxt). 

The rediscovcry of the settlernent took place in the year 1 979 after a strol l  of the author 
together with dr. I .  I .  Pop, followed one year later by an other rcscarch togcther with I .Glodariu. 
Actualy, the archeological rescarch can be considered as being finished cven if it could cxtend 
only on one third of the sit ' s surface in thc uncovcrcd places. The researchs ' results were subject 
of nurnerous studies, m1icles and rcpe11oircs and monography. 

Tipia 01111enişului, a Pecenego-Cumano toponirny, began to be sparsely populated in the 
period of translation to the Bronze-Agc (Coţofcni-culture) . An alsa sparsely population was 
proved in rniddle- and end- Bronze Age (Wietenberg culture, Costea 2007, p. 1 53- 1 54 and PI. 
I I-VII) .  A more intensive population took place in the first lron Agc (Ursuţiu 2007, p .  1 55- 1 60 
and PI .  VI I I-XXXI I I) .  The apology of population and human activity was reached during the 
Dacian Latene. The Dacians settlcmcnt character is at the beginning a civil and strategic one and 
becomes dming Burebista · s mastery a spiritual charactcr without losing thc military-strategic 
atributes (Costea 2007, passim) . 

The first structural trnsfonnation took place during the first phase of Dacian Iiving 
(Costea 2007, p. 1 6 1  and ncxt), in thc first half of the I lnd ccntu1y BC, when the dwell ings, 
datable in the centu1ies V-I I  and those from the first I ran Age, were compromised. lt weren 't 
found fo11ification marks. Instead, in thosc timcs began the first important fitting out of the 
terraccs. In this phase, the total lcngth of thc tcrraccs from the south side of the hil l  was of  
alrnost 800111 and they were I Om large, rnaybe excepting the terrace I which a lways was  bigger 
than the others. 

In the Ist centmy BC, more probably a little bit before ir s middle, on the Tipia 
Onnenişului took place large edilitar works, so that, the hil l  bccomes the look held ti l l  the roman 
conqucst . 

Duc the e tT011s made, the length of the resulted plateau reached 93-94 m and his breadth 
22 rn (in antiquity) and 33 rn. For its obtaining it was dislocated and reused a quantity of 
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approximatcly 2350 m3 stane and cmih. Jn thc platcau '  s insidc wcrc anangcd thrcc platfonns, 
cach for a bui lding and only for build thcm up : onc for thc sanctuary with limcstonc plints (28 x 
1 3  m), thc sccond for the sanctua1y with vulcan o tufa plints (23 x 1 O m) and thc last (but first in 
chronological ordcr) for thc rectangular sanctumy with continuous stane alignmcnt (minimum 
1 1  X 1 0  m). 

Wc have to precise that thc only buildings which wercn 't build up on special platfonns 
are thc „Banack" and thc stane towcr in its ncighbourhood, both having a foundation, 
constructive incorporated into thc pavcmcnt and thc prccincts substructure. 

As wc could sec, from thc dcscription dcprivc rcgarding to thc r01ii lication clemcnts. 
Thc cxplication is thc fact that thcy don 't exist, nor thc tenace walls or thosc which dcl imit and 
sustain thc platcau · s structures having such a role .  Thc dcfcnding or thc wholc bui ldings 
asscmbly from Tipia Onncnişului was assurcd by thc othcr fcl!iifications in thc dc li lcc. More 
than that, during thc state, it wasn 't put thc problem or  an attack against thc rcligious ccntrcs, 
and wc al so couldn 't spcak about a thrcat from thc ins ide. That is why wc think that thc 
simi litude to Sarmizegetusa Regia is not r011uitous. 

Complex circular sanctuary on southern terraces (Fig. 2) 
Al a lrcady known, archcological rcscarch on Tipia Onncnişului rcvcalcd rcligious 

bui ldings as wcll, both circular and rectangular (with alignmcnts) . Thc first catcgory, but thc 
complex typc,  includcs thc sanctuaiy alrcady publishcd and known to bc locatcd on Terrace /II 
(Glodariu, Costea 1 99 1 ,  p .  2 1 -40). Jn thc ycars following its publication, discovcrics wcrc madc 
on the tc1Taces upstream-downstream, which allowcd toning thc cnscmblc · s imagc and its 
conect positioning. 

During campaigns or 2004-2005 , and othcr ycars through frcqucnt cxaminations in 
seasons with no vcgctation, it could bc statcd that thc extra muros sanctuary on Tipia 
Om1cnişului cxpands to Terraces II and V. not only on Terrace III. Howcvcr thc propcr 
construction is not on Tenace IV, but its circular-arccd foundation that cxtcnds rrom the uppcr 
terracc. This foundation is 5 . 5-m high on its diamctcr line, as comparcd to the pavcmcnt or 
Terrace V, and its bui lding mwthod sllictly obscrvcs thc tcchniquc for tcnacing and a1Tanging 
the fortrcss '  prccincts : altcrnating laycrs of stane and carth, but to bc noticed that somc bouldcrs 
are in fact real levclcd blocks with sides cxcccding 50 cm. 

The monument consi sts or thrcc "conccnllic" constructions :  an cxtc1ior onc, apparcntly 
circular, anothcr circular onc insidc it, and an apsc onc insidc thc lattcr dividcd into two rooms. 
In ordcr to follow thc dcscription track casier, thc first onc will bc rcCcncd as exterior 
construction, thc ncxt onc as intcrn1cdiatc construction and thc lattcr as interior construction. 

Today, thc exterior construction, apparcntly circular as already mcntioncd, has 1 9,20-
1 9,30-m diamctcr. A scrics or limestonc and ophiol itc slabs, sl ightly lcvclcd, mark its path . 
Scldom is thc scqucncc doublcd and whcn it is, it is madc or  smallcr slabs. This succesion is not 
followcd in thc castcrn and pa11ially in thc nmihcrn and north - nmth-westcrn arcas. Thc sl abs 
had bccn displaycd dircctly on thc carth-clay mixturc in thc uppcr paii or thc tenace. Thc 
distancc bctwccn this scrics (mcasurcd from its internai cdgc) and the slab externai part in the 
intenncdiatc construction is 0 .80- 1 .20 m. Such a vmiation is duc to part ia I sliding or thc tenace 
1i l ling, which cngagcd thc s labs, and to dcrangcmcnts subscquent to sanctumy dcstruction. 
Carcfully obscrvcd, thc scrics or slabs, rcminds or a polygon whosc sidcs sccm to have bcen 
around 3 .50  m long. Many or thcsc slabs had burning trails on thcir uppcr part - more rarcly 
coal -, this leading to thc conclusion that thcy supportcd a woodcn structurc and wcrc intcnicd to 
intcrpose bctween this structure and the ground. 
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A circle or  levcled whitc tufa blocks, displaycd in circular arc, rnark thc intermediate 
construction, with 1 6 .50- 1 6.60 rn diamctcr. Thc blocks, 1 3- 1 6  cm tal l ,  are carcful ly levclcd on 
thcir internai ,  uppcr and externai sidcs . Thc first and thc latter display a 2 cm promincncc 
towards thc basc and frorn this point down thc lcvcling is not as carc !Ul l .  As a consequcncc, this 
border indicatcs thc stepping levei, doubtlcss fact thanks to thc iloor prcserved within thc space 
strctching to thc exterior construction slab row. Block lcngth and width arc partly di iTcrcnt. 0 .84 
x o .20;  0.90 x 0 .23 ;  0 .64 x 0 .2 1 ;  0 .57 x 0 .2 1 ;  0 .53 x 0.20 (broken on its lcngth); 0 .49 x 0 .2 1 ; 
0.45 X 0.2 J ;  0 .57  X 0.20; 0 .55  X 0.2 J 111 . 

Thcrcforc wc noticc that block hcight is usually 0 .20 x 0 .2 1 m (only onc 0.23 for a 
bordcrcd block) and length is complctcly di ffcrcnt. Such di ffcrcnccs in lcngth havc thcir 
cxplanation in thc cxtrcmcly Criablc whitc tu fa of thc leve ling. A singlc casc rccordcd a lcvcling 
carclcssncss, and othcr two prcscntcd deliberate hamrnc1ing on thc uppcr sidc or thc blocks (5), 
thc last onc during dcstruction o C thc sanctury or subscqucntly 

lt îs di fficult to assumc ir thc tufa circ Ic was brokcn off or not for an cntrancc, duc to its 
incomplete prcscrvation. Ncvcrthclcss this cntrancc was not absolutcly ncccssary givcn thc 
block ' s  sma l l  hcight. Dcfinitcly thcsc fiiable rock blocks did not havc thc strcngth to support 
any woodcn supcrstructurc. 

The interior construction is locatcd oul of centre within thc intcrn1cdiatc onc .  lt includcs 
two roorns, a 7 x 6 .59 m rectangular onc, thc other one with apse; internai gap bctwccn dividing 
wall and apse maximum curving has 2 .30 m.  

Limcstonc and ophiolitc slabs arc a I so at  thc bottom or thc construction walls, but Iargcr 
and more carciul ly carvcd; somc havc cvcn regular shapcs .  Thcy too had bccn dircctly laid on 
the clay layer in thc iloor uppcr part. Carbonizcd rcmaindcrs or two circular polcs wcrc found in 
thc cast and south c0111crs of thc rectangular room; anothcr polc in thc dividing wa ll and othcr 
oncs with 3-4 cm diamctcr wcrc in thc dividing wall clay. Thc lattcr was prcscrvcd with 0 .7  m 
length and 0.20-0.23 m width . 

Thc fact that it had bccn built aut of clay set on a fir-trec pickct structurc is ccrtain. J ts I 
mm smoothing coat was prcscrvcd only on thc sidc vicwing thc rectangular room. 

Interior construction had externai woodcn walls glucd togcthcr with a thick layer or clay. 
Their collapsc to thc ins ide and outsidc or thc construction led to a considcrablc conglomcration 
of burnt sticking paste and coal. Room iloor, prcscrvcd with strong burns on somc arcas, 
consistcd or carciul ly smoothcd clay. 

Thc rectangular room had two cntranccs, both set on thc long sidcs, onc starting from thc 
cast corner, thc othcr one from thc south corner. Thcir width could not bc mcasurcd, but thcy 
wcrc dctcnnincd upon discovc1ing thrcc and two hingcs in this arca , somc or thcm having cvcn 
thc anchoragc nails, as wcl l as a boit. 

Thc dividing wall bctwccn thc rectangular and thc apsc rooms had also an opcning 
markcd with a fir-trec beam thrcshold, prcservcd howcvcrc only on 0.3 1 m, so that width cannot 
bc cstablishcd. In any casc, thc opcning was set iight in thc rniddlc of thc dividing wall .  Lack of 
hingcs, prcscnt in thc othcr two cascs, raiscs thc qucstion if thc opcning had a doar or not. Wc 
tend to bclicve it did not. 

Ncxt to thc middle wall, but insidc thc rectangular room, wcrc discovcrcd rcmains of a 
carbonizcd Cir-trec beam with swan-hcadcd bolts stuck in it .  Wc wi ll get back to thcsc picccs . 

Rcgarding thc apsc-dcsigned room, thc woodcn wall supp011ing itscl r on thc curvcd 
stane basc was vcry likcly simi lar to polygon cdgcs as long as thcrc arc no traces or vertical 
poles found.  

27 

https://biblioteca-digitala.ro



Thc conc lusion that thc building had a roof dc1ivcs frorn thc powcr or  thc lire that had 
burnt the cntirc construction, from signi !icant burnt areas not only insidc thc sanctuary, but 
outsidc it, rrom thc clay-glucd woodcn walls or thc interior construction and from thc clay !loor 
of al l  „rooms". Vcry l ikcly, this covcr must havc bccn shingle madc and protcctcd the wholc 
edi li cc. 

Thc sanctuary invcntory (ccramics, bui lding material and two fragmentary fibulas) 
caractcrizcs late Latene Agc, cspccially I st ccntury AD. Evcn so it does not allow establishing 
the edi fic's  Cunctional duration but throughout I st BC - I st AD ccnturics. Howcvcr, given the 
dcstruction and the lire this cdi !ie had endurcd, thc hammcring or some tufa blocks in the 
intcrn1ediatc construction, as wcll as thc disappcarancc or thc othcr construction in the r011rcss 
and its sunounding arca dming thc fire, thc cnd or thc building may havc come from wars in the 
bcginning or 2nd ccntmy AD. Howevcr wc arc not ablc to scttlc how many ycars ago it was 
built. 

Rcturning to thc cvidcncc its rcscarch offcrcd rcgarding the propose of its component 
construction, wc bclicvc that thc exterior onc was a roo!Cd porch, without full walls .  Horizontal 
bcams had bccn laid on basc stoncs, with vertical polcs stuck in thcm in ordcr to suppm1 roor 
bordcrs and ra llcrs that intcrscctcd on thc roo llop (Glodariu 1 983,  fig. 8/2-5). Thc intcnncdiate 
construction of shapcd tufa blocks could not havc had walls, and tufa bordcr could only work for 
dclimiting thc sacrcd arca, probably forbidding acces or laymcn. Thc only ful I wall construction 
(without cxcluding window o!Tcuts) was thc interior onc. Thc rectangular room was uscd for 
kccping thank-offc1ings hung on bolts or lying on thc !loor in clay pots . Collar pots with thcir 
typical lack of bottom, that no onc found a convincing acccptablc cxplanation for, arc conncctcd 
too with sti l l  unknown 1itual scrviccs. Finally hcrc as in othcr locations, thc apsc, with no 
invcntmy, might havc bccn thc real sacrcd place, set asidc for a much worshipcd unknown 
divinity, without involving an actual statuc rcprcscnting this divinity. 

As Cor thc divinitics worshipcd in thcir special circular sanctuary, and thcir praying 
1itual ,  no ccrtain facts can bc statcd (Costea 2002, p. 35 and ncxt). 

Sanctuary with column foundation of volcano tufa (Fig. 1/2 ;  3-4) 
In spitc or thc archcologi sts cndcavor, matcrial izcd in a lot of tcnains rcscarch and tcsts 

practiccd outsidc thc castlc, its locali sation took place 5 ycars a fter di scovcring thc first plints. 
Thc discovcry took place at thc 1 8-th July 1 989, whcn on thc southcrn tcnaccs bctwcen the 
hi l l  's foot and Pârâul Raci lor (Tipici), point known by thc nativcs from Augustin and Racoş a\so 
undcr thc naming ''La Comoară", wcrc idcnti licd four such picccs . 

Pl inth no. 1 ,  conc frustum-shapcd, with lowcr largc basis: Db=60 cm, Ds=50/54 cm, H=40 
cm; pl inth no. 2, conc frustum-shapcd yct octagonal ,  apparcntly unlinished: Db=58 cm, Ds=54 
cm, H=30 cm, with brcakings on basi s .  Unrottcn lcavcs lay undcr it; plinth no. 3 almost semi 
prcscrvcd: D1i=60 cm, Ds=55 cm, H=48 cm (slightly dctcrioratcd basis); pl int no. 4, almost semi 
prcscrvcd too : Dh=70 cm, Ds=60 cm, H=32 cm (Costea 2006, p .  1 82 ;  Costea 2007, p. 86). 

Subscqucntly on thc north cast h i l l -s lopc dcbris 7 more colurnn bascs wcre found, 
togcther with a plate similar to the prcvious onc, but broken. Unfortunately threc or thcm 
di sappeared dming rescarch campaigns in 200 1 -2002 (Costea 2006, p. 1 82 ;  Costea 2007, p. 86). 

The sanctuary was located only dwing thc 1 994 campaign ( fig. 3/2-3 ; fig. 5- lirst phasc; 
lig. 6-second phasc and A platfonn), whcn rescarch on the precincts north-wcstward end bcgan, 
with a decisive conlinnation in 2003 . In 1 994 scvcn limcstonc and ophiolite c ircles were 
rcvcalcd, with picces or brokcn plint on thcm, di sposed four by four and threc by three on two 
rows, at approximatcly equal distance. ln 2003 , whcn the last three trccs in thc arca went down, 
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a full plint (thc only onc) and half of anothcr onc wcrc found in situ (Costea 2006, p. 1 82 ;  2007, 
p .  87). 

As prcviously mcntioncd, thc sanctuary is locatcd on thc platcau sidc towards Racoş 
(NW), in thc corner bctwccn walls facing Terrace I and north-wcstcm prccipicc. The arca of 
thc luturc edifice was set with considcrablc cff011 that actually involved the wholc prccincts 
arca : lowcr pa11s (southcrn) wcrc crcctcd with local clay-glued stane carried from other 
placcs and not rrom thc arca bctwccn thc sanctuaiy and thc n011h-castcrn precipice since 
othcr constructions could bc found thcre. Matcrials wcre set down dircctly upon one Dacian 
inhabitance levei and thc Hall statt one, as the arca includcd dwcllings from both agcs. 
Rcsulting surfacc was not covcrcd in clay or wooden lloor, both capablc of lcaving 
archcological marks if prcsent, thus raising doubts over man ' s  prescnce in this arca. This 
situation is far from unique as a s11iking analogy is thc rnuch larger sanctuary with 60 column 
bascs on Terrace XI at Sarmizegetusa Regia (Crişan 1 975, p .  3 89 and ncxt). 

Sanctua1y position was wcll bordcrcd from othcr cdificcs in thc prccincts: its arca shapcs a 
rectanglc with stcpping levei lowcr by 1 - 1 .20 m than n011h-wcs1 ncighboming constructions and 
south-wcstward platfonn containing thc sanctuaiy with lirncstonc colurnn bascs, scparated 
through a ''thrcshold" or bouldcrs, as well as limcstonc and ophiolitc slabs, shapcd on thc visiblc  
arca. Actually this thrcshold stands for thc cnd of a platfonn stretching frorn hcre to thc gate 
acccssing thc platcau. Jt lies 24 m away from thc nm1h-westcrn prccincts cxtrcmity, similar 1..o 
sanctuaiy lcngth. 

Rcmnants or brokcn colurnn bascs, including thcir supp011ing circlcs had bccn set in long 
rows parallcl to thc prccincts wall facing thc tcnaccs, and sh011 rows perpendicular to thc 
platcau. Pl int anangcmcnt is  as simple as practicai .  Oncc crcated, thc white lirncstonc and 
ophiolitc pavcment had implantcd stane infrastructures that cndcd on their uppcr part (visiblc 
nowadays but not in thc ancicnt timcs) with thc abovc-mentioncd props madc of natural ly tlat 
stoncs or llattcncd those timcs, lower slanting towards thc ccntcr. Jn thc middlc of thc alveolar 
construction, carth had bccn addcd as to allow perfect upper part evcning, without having thc 
plint in contact with thc stoncs undcmeath. Thc cuncntly visiblc side of thc alvcolus was iising 
l 0- 1 2  cm from thc ground. 

Thc lirst transversal (sh011) row is only 0 .50 rn away frorn thc wall at thc cnd of the fortress, 
whcrcas thc long row is a littlc lurthcr than the wall towards Terrace I (south), almost 1 m 
(Costea 2006, p. 1 83 ;  2007, p. 88) .  

Most cc11ainly all column bascs had bccn constructcd within thc quany and not inside or 
ncar the fortrcss. Howcvcr wc do not know cxactly which of the cxisting quarries is involvcd, 
cithcr frorn thc oncs on thc 1igh1 bank or 1ivcr Olt, or from its Iert bank ( one ncar Mateiaş town, 
active ti ll modem timcs, which is thc most likely possibi l ity). 

When publishing this sanctuary in Gennan (Costea, Bălos, Scurtu 2004, p. 3 2 1  and next) 
wc did not find uscful catcgorizing thc pl inths according to dimcnsions and we did not sustain 
thc possibi lity of two or more sanctuaiies. Mcanwhilc, afl.cr discovc1ing anothcr pl inth with a 70 
cm largc basis wc dccided to take this possibi l ity into account. Also more nume1ic facts 
undcrwcnt changcs :  a maximum 70 cm basis diamctcr is  no longcr unique (one itcm is even 80 
cm long), measurcd on two picccs with hcight variation addcd up bctween 22 and 48 cm, unlike 
the prcviously mcasurcd 28 and 42 cm. Uppcr diamcter varics somcwhere betwcen 52 and 60 
cm. Ir hcight is not a conclusive issuc when stating whcther plinths miginate from two 
sanctuarics, duc to thc abovc-mcntioncd thickcr or thinner slab adjustmcnts, diametcr variation 
sccms likc a strong line of rcasoning. Nothing lcavcs oul the possibil ity that thc edifice might 
havc cxpcricnccd two bui lding stagcs and, implicitly, two functioning stages, but with no 
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cvidcncc cxplaining thc rcason and moment whcn thc lirst construction had bccn dcstroycd and 
rc-built (anyway, somctimc bctwccn Burcbista ' s  rcign and thc Roman conqucst) . Evcn i r  on thc 
wholc, plint dimcnsion vmiation stays within rcasonablc limits, it stands as scrious indication 
that a sanctuary full or vulcanic tufa plints cxistcd, with its two runctioning stagcs. ln this casc, 
pl inths with 70 cm bascs or largcr bclong to thc sccond phasc, having thc sarnc diamctcr as thc 
one ' s  found on thc spot in 2003 .  Actually it is a mattcr or "laycring", with thc srnaller 
supporting circles bclonging to thc old monument. 

P lint discovered in situ providcd lirsthand dctai ls on pl inth in frastructurc. Clearing a 2 x 2 
m arca rcvealed undcmeath a compact stane and clay foundation (not laycrcd) with a trough on 
its uppcr side similar to its prcccding oncs, madc or limcstonc and ophiolitc slabs. The circular 
upper part or thcsc slabs surpasscd pavcmcnt levei with an avcragc of I O cm. Plints wcrc la id 
insidc thc alveolus, on an cm1h layer, a ftcr having had its lowcr pa11 (thc cdgc) chippcd o ff in 
ordcr to lit into the cavity. 

A ftcr rcvealing thc wholc cnsemble, spaccs or 1 O brokcn plinths rcmaincd pcrlcctly 
pcrccptiblc, as wcll as onc ful l  plint and onc half. This imagc guidcs us to conc luding that wc 
arc talking about an edi fice with thrcc plinths on its transversal row, whcrcas thc long row could 
havc lit I O plinths, givcn thc 1 . 80 intcrspacc. lt is vcry likcly that thc long alignmcnt may havc 
had only 6 column bascs sincc thc construction rcscmblcs thc "srnall sanctuary'' on Terrace XI 
at Grădiştea Muncelului, with thc only di tkrcncc that thc latter is  madc or limcstonc (Fcrcnczi 
1 973,  p. 63-65 ; Iaroslavschi 1 985-986, p. 453 ; Daicoviciu 1 972, p. 209; C1işan 1 975, p. 209; 
Moga 1 98 1 ,  p .  1 09;  2004, p. 79-8 1 ;  Antonescu 1 984, p. 5 1 ;  Gostar 1 969, p .  33 ;  1 97 1 ,  p. 4 1 8) .  
Under this situation, i t  could havc bccn 1 0 . 80- 1 1 m long and a t  least 6 m widc. 

Wc nccd to mcntion that thc abovc arc dimcnsions in thc last lunctioning stage. As statcd 
in thc bcginning or our prcscntation or thc monument, whcn unvciling thc tirst supporting 
circlcs with rcmaindcrs of brokcn plint on thcm, four such similar "constructions " existed (o .u .)  
on the short row. Wc consider this dctail crucial for sustaining thc idea that in phasc I thc 
sanctuary had .four long rows with 1 O plinths cach : two in thc 6 m spacc bctwccn lull plint and 
foundation or thc ncighboming circular foundation, onc with rull plints, and thc fou11h spacing 
out towards thc tc1i-accs, along thc line or thc ncarby supp011ing circlc, in thc samc image. Thus 
the platfom1 's 24 m lcngth that thc sanctuaiy I ies on linds its rcason and logica! usc (Costea 
2004, p. 1 1 6 ;  Bcrciu 1 969, p. 5 1 ;  Moga 1 98 1 , p. 1 09), givcn that sanctuary in phasc I has 1 O x 4 
plinths and dimcnsions or  1 7 .50- 1 8  rn x 8 . 50-9 m, and sanctuary in phasc l i  6 x 3 plinths 
(Costea 2004, p .  1 1 6) . Dircction or sanctumy's  long frontage is NW-SE, more prcciscly 320". 

Mobile invcntory within thc sanctumy is cxtrcmcly poor, and thc cxi sting itcms arc in no 
way conncctcd to a civilian or ritual daily activity on that place. It may suggcst that a ritually 
uscd invcntmy no longcr cxi stcd in thc last momcnts or anncd light, but it could havc bccn 
rcgaincd and hiddcn hoping to re-usc it a llcr victory (or simply in ordcr not to fal l  into thc 
cncrny' s  hands which, according to Dac ian bclicrs, concspondcd to thcir dc!Cat and humiliation 
or thc protccting dcity). Ir thc invcntory did exist, it would havc bccn prcscrvcd in full shapc 
sincc covcrcd by thc ncighbouring construction wal ls  (or at !cast in thc arca whcrc thc two 
plinths werc found in 2003). Sirnilarly a wooden or clay tloor should have bccn prcscrvcd, 
espccially archcological traccs or a sunounding construction or or thc crcction or thc sanctuaiy 
itsclf. None or the abovc was visible in any construction arca (Crişan 1 986, p. 1 86) . 

Thc lcw col lcctcd i tcms wcrc Dacian ceramic Cragrncnts coming from hand or whccl-madc 
pots (in the last catcgory onc "gradcd" lip from a rcd cwcr), Hal lstatt oncs, both canied along 
with thc carth brought for lcvcling thc last lirncstonc layer (to bc noticcd that all rnatc1ials 
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invcntoricd as originating rrom Swfacer!oo3 come from fil l ing carth, with thc abovc-mcntioned 
items on thc pavemcnt) . 

Metal itcms arc just as scarcc: onc iron clip (possibly dcriving rrom a prc-cxisting housc), 
one lead cast itcm (o. u.) that wc could nat relate to any of thc Dacian arti facts or ingots, 
probably mcant for a foturc alloy for anothcr usc, and onc fragmentat)' bronzc fibula. Only thc 
l ast itcm is relevant to dating thc construction. I t  is about the sp1ing of a scaly ilattcncd fibula, 
with longitudinal channcling in thc middlc, found on thc pavement right ncar thc lui \  pl inth . 
This fibula bclongs to Aurel Rustoiu ' s  l)pe 4 (Orlea-Maglavit) and it scts a perfect analogy at 
Kostolac.  This typc is datcd particularly in thc first half of the 1 st ccntury B .D„ in a relative 
chronology as "thc link bctwccn B2-C Latene-typc items and rhombic-shicldcd libulas". 
F011unatcly thc li bula on Tipia Onncnişului al lows dating back to thc bcginning or thc sanctuary 
somctimc during Burcbista ' s  mastcry. lts ccasing to lunction is tightly conncctcd to thc Romans 
conquc1ing Dacia, following its ÎITcparablc dcstruction in thc sixth and scvcnth dccadcs or thc 
20111 ccntu1y. 

The sanctuary with limestone columns basement ( Fig. 1 /3 ;  5-6) 
This sanctuary was built up betwccn thc castlc 's  gatc and thc sanctuat)' with vulcano tu fa 

plints, a place which occupics 28 m from thc platcau's lcngth (fig. 1 /3 ;  lig .  5-sccond phasc ; lig .  
6-last phasc and B platfonn) . 

Intcrcsting was thc pl ints an-angcmcnt, opcration which adoptcd solutions duc thc 
conditions offcrcd by thc infrastructurc. So, for thc pl int supcrposcd thc burncd dwclling in 
Sv1oo4 , was made an alveolar foundation or big limcstone block bound togcthcr with clay, with a 
brcadth (hcight) or 35  cm and a diamctcr or 1 ,25 m.  

Thc foundation has  an alveolar shapc alsa on thc uppcr sidc, thc slopc to its ccntcr bcing 
crcatcd by in anglc scttling thc limcstonc slabs. Thcir unbuticd cnds constituting thcmsclvcs a 
"pl int ' ,  a few cm highcr than thc sutrnunding pavcmcnt. Jn thc uppcr alveola was again pul cm1h 
in which thc plint was ' 'thrust". This tcrn1 is complctcly justi licd bccausc, such as in casc or tufa 
plints, thc limestonc plints had thc inferior cdgc proccsscd in such way in an anglc that assurcs 
thc asscmbly with thc suppm1. Identica[ shapc and dimensions had thc ncighbourcd plint ' s  
foundation, situatcd to thc tcITacc alsa in thc pc1imctcr of thc dwclling, but i t  i s  a littlc bit highcr 
(40 cm) . 

This alveolar stane foundations arc characte1istic only for thc sanctuarics from Tipia 
Onncnişului, substructions madc or stane and carth, inclusive (but occuracc) with thcir brcadth, 
wcrc long tirnc aga known in more placcs, oilcn rctaining thc sirnil itude with thc sanctuary V 
frorn Grădiştea Muncelului (Crişan 1 986, p. 1 89). Instcad, on thc pl ints plantcd in placcs in 
which thc organizing of thc platfonn was madc by ovcrcovcring lays or stane and clay, thc 
alveolar substructurc bccomcs usclcss, from its anatomy rcmaining only thc concavity in which 
thc -plint was scttlcd (ring bascmcnt) . 

Thc fi.rst aITangcmcnt with pl ints and plint suppm1s is situatcd 20 m from thc nm1h-wcstcrn 
wal\ of thc baITack and 9 m (in thc samc dircction) from thc gale. 

In this casc, tha sanctuary occupicd only thc part of thc platcau l i llcd with local stane and 
cm1h . Jn thc samc timc thc surfacc madc of lcvclcd stane was dcstincd to thc communication 
bctwccn thc Jang cxtrcmitics of thc prccincts. So wc havc a first plan with 6 X 4 plints, with thc 
long front on dircction NE-SW (50°) aITangcd bctwccn thc prccincts wall on thc south sidc and 
thc row of g1intstonc slabs found in more scctions, a1Tangcd alsa on dircction NW-SE.  

This vcrsion, cvcn if  i t  i s  nat tota lly sustaincd with construction clcmcnts, can nat bc  takcn 
oul of discussion . Considcring it as a only limcstonc sanctua1y wil l  bc in contradiction with at 
lcast threc rcalitics ovcr which wc can 't trcspass: thc stane box and plint suppm1s from Sm1199'h 
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thc "unlincd-up" supports rrom S1 1 1 _\' I IFrno 1 and the prescnce of doublc circle-supports, from 
which onc or thcm (thc oldcr oncs) penetrate bclow the split plints which naturally bclong to a 
recent phasc; in this way is cxplaincd thc distance of 2,40 m bctwecn two pl ints. In this situation 
, thc sanctuary, in thc first phasc rcconstructiblc as a plan, with a distancc of 2 ,40 m betwcen 
pl ints on thc shot1 row and 1 ,90 m on the long row, micntated NE-SW, had approximate thc 
dimcnsion or 1 3  x 9 m. Aftcrwards thc platfonn was brightencd with almost 3 m and prolongcd 
to NW with 1 O m, to pcnnit the augmcntcd construction ' s an-angcment, which this time has thc 
long front on dircction NW-SE 320°), with 1 O x 6 plints, with analogy in thc andesit sanctuary 
on thc Tenace X from Grădiştea Muncelului (Teodorescu 1 929, p. 28 1 ;  Daicoviciu 1 972, p.  
206,  21  O; C1işan 1 986, p .  1 88) .  

Its dimensions of approxirnate 22 x 1 1 ,50- 1 2 rn are hannonious pul into the platfom1 of 28 
x 1 3  rn bctwccn thc gale and the sanctuary with tufa plints, betwccn Terrace I and the oftcn 
mcntioncd gritstonc slabs row.  V CI)' irnp011ant is the fact that the first row or six plints to SE 
(gale) in  o ld shapc rcmaincd on place, in  both phascs; thc ncw long rows (sccond phase) starting 
from hcrc to NW till thc vulcano tufa sanctuary, "framing" thc stane box, prove in this scnse 
bcing thc plint suppot1s in its proxirnity. In this phasc, the distance betwcen thc plints on thc 
long row cxtcndcd to 2,70 m. Thc spacc betwecn thc new sanctuary and the basalt plints in 
proximity of thc precipicc hcld its dcstination had during thc sanctuat)' with 6 x 4 plints, namcly 
thc communication bctwccn thc sarnc cxtrcrnitics of the platcau. The distancc bctwccn the plints 
on thc shot1 row rcmains thc sarnc as in thc first phasc. 

So as just a rti1111ed, thc only pl int row which rcmaincd on place in both vcrsions is  the one 
from SE (gale) with six picccs . So it can bc affinncd that in thc first rcconstructiblc phase, the 
sanctuai)' had 7 x 6 or 6 x 6 pl ints on row similar to thc alignrncnts J l l  and IV frorn Costeşti 
(Daicoviciu 1 972, apud Teodorescu, loc . cit). This version is rcally luring and must not bc Jet 
appart, cvcn if it can not bc sustaincd by indoubtablc argumcnts. Wc precise that in that case a 
nurnbcr or pl int supports ( livc or six on a surfacc of 1 50 1112) rcrnain outsidc thc sanctua1)' ' s  
plans. l t  's  possiblc that, thc circ Ic suppm1s bclow thc actual pl ints bclong to  this, situation in 
which thc row on dircction NE-SW moves 5-7° to N. So we can spcak about at !cast three 
phascs of thc sanctum)' with limcstonc al ignarncnts. Thc oldcst can be irnpossiblc reconstructed, 
situation in which rcconstructiblc bccornc thosc frorn phasc II and I I I . 

An unusual prcscncc in thc sanctua1)''s  architecturc in thc last phasc is thc stane box at thc 
north-wcst cnd, situatcd at hal r distancc or thc cdifics brcadth. Situatcd at a distancc of 3 ,85 m to 
thc platfonns cdgc, thc "cist" is rnadc or limcstonc slabs with edgcs smallcr than 40 cm. 
Probably rectangular in antiquity, thc box has now the shape of lcttcr "U", with opcning to the 
tcnaccs . lt was bui ld simultancously with the platfonn's  pavcment anangcmcnt, thc s labs being 
23 cm implantcd in this ( dcpth mcasurcd in its interior). Thc supc1ior quotc of thc kcrbs is  1 3-
1 5  cm highcr than the pavcmcnt. l t  has dimcnsions: 1 ,  1 5  x 0,85 m .  

In  thc givcn situation wc  arc inclincd to belicve that this stane box can bc  considercd a 
sanctum)''s  piccc and, probably, thc "storchousc" of thc oiTerings brought to the belovcd God. 

lmprobablc is thc using of thc box as a support or "storagc" of thc "carved face" of the 
protector God, literat)' unattestcd practice. This practice wasn 't cvcn archeological attested in 
thc Dacian-Gctics sanctmics, in contrat)' to thc situation from Celtic and Gennanic world 
(Pârvan 1 926, p. 722 ; Eliadc 1 980, p. 3 1 -80; 1 986, p. 1 36 ;  Berciu 1 970, p. 1 89). 

Thc ncarcst anallogy, inclusiv the rituals, wc sec in thc "stane mass" with dimcnsions 2, 1 5  
x 1 ,  1 5  m from thc ccntcr of thc Dacian circular sanctuary from Feţele Albe, cven if  Hadrian 
Daicoviciu didn 't proposc any utility of this .  A rcmcmbcring of the image from thcrc, doublcd 
by thc cardul reading or  thc affim1ation : "cxccption makes only a limcstonc slab, settled in 
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stripc, 5 1  cm long and 7 cm thick, which closcs to WNW the stonc surfacc .Thc conncct betwcen 
this slab and thc stonc mass is not singular becausc thcy arc dcpartcd by an empty spacc of 
approxirnatc 40 cm" (Daicoviciu l 972a, p .  69; Daicoviciu, Glodariu 1 969, p .  1 65 ;  Glodariu 
1 995, p. 1 1 9- 1 34). 

lt is to prcsumc that in both phascs thc sanctuaiy was dcdicated to thc samc God, whosc 
namc wc don 't know but who dcmands sacri ticcs. This aftinnation can be argued by the iron 
hooks discovcrcd on thc pavcmcnt in thc scctions from thc year 2003, pieces which have 
analogics also in othcr cult houscs (Daicoviciu 1 954, pi. X/5 ,  1 7 ; Glodariu, I aroslavschi 1 979). 

Surprising, as in thc case or thc vulcano tufa sanctuary, is  the absence of any archcological 
marks, which could sustain thc cxistcnce of a pcrimctcr building or belonging the edifice itself, 
with or without roof. 

lnstcad, anothcr archcological rcality is considcrcd rare: during the dai ly uscd hand madc 
vcsscls ,  only a fcw and bclonging to thc older living levei, split on place or gained to piles 
bcforc an-angcmcnt of thc prccincts arc found only bclow thc last stane layer of thc pavcment, 
cxactly on thc surfacc or thc sanctuaiy from thc last phasc, wcrc thousands or fragments or  
whccl madc vcsscls, rrom thcir rcpc11oirc practicai not missing any, in  houschold used, vessel or 
luxury pot. Thc unusual appcars in, at !cast two dctai ls, both with same importancc: "their 
sccding" cxclusivcly insidc thc sanctuarics pcrimctcr and their total framing into thc household 
invcntory, but not in thc 1itual onc. Wc think that wc havc to do with a iitual buming and 
spl itting by thc Dacians, action known and practiccd also by the Celts .  A convincing cxample is 
o ffcrcd, to givc only onc cxamplc, by thc sanctuaiy from Lcbcnice, in Central Moravia (Rybova, 
Bohumi l 1 962, cr. Bcrciu 1 970, p. 205; W. Krămcr 1 966, p. 1 1 1  ). Thc affi liation of the vessels 
to thc catcgory cxcludcs thc possibi lity that in them wcrc burncd offcrings . Plausiblc scems to 
bc alsa thcir bringing in thc sanctuary with that thc picces wi l l  be protcctcd by the same Gods. 
But -this action is cxcludcd by thc rcality : cvc1ywhcrc thc Dacians cmpticd thc sanctuarics of any 
invcntory which could foi i  in thc cncmics hands and also thc fact that thc vcsscls wcre brought 
split, situation in which wc can not spcak about thcir physical saving. Ali thc ceramic types can 
bc inc ludcd in thc cl ass or  "luxu1y vcsscl s", which surcly bclong to thc local magnatcs, pricsts 
or laymcn. Thc act itscl L thc 1itual or splitting, burning and sprcading (or dcposition) of thc 
vcsscls is  not uniquc in preroman Dacia, similar cascs wcrc known at Conteşti , Cetăţeni and 
Cârlomăncşti, prccising that thcrc to thc God wcrc brought alsa othcr o i'fcrings (tools, jcwclery 
a .s .o . )  which don 't rcach in sanctuaiics but in sacrcd placcs. Sometimcs this function was 
rul li l lcd by thc stakc (in Cetăţeni whcrc the vcsscls rcmaincd on place) (Vulpe, Popescu 1 976, p. 
2 1 7-226; Babeş 1 988 ,  p .  3-32; 1 977, p .  34 1 ;  Ctişan 1 986, p. 285) .  Also thc including of the 
offcring vcsscls in thc "luxu1y" class has analogy at Ciolăneştii din Dea l, whcrc they are 
dcpositcd in a wcll (Petrescu-Dâmboviţa 1 974, p. 285-299). 

Thc rcscarching or thc sanctua1ics with plints madc or vulcano tufa or limes tone lead us to 
thc conclusion that al! wcrc lunctioning at thc samc timc in the grcatest part of this period. Wc 
can not estimate thc antc1iority of onc or thcm. Thc conclusions dctachcd from thc rcsearch 
workings from Grădiştea Muncelului , in scnsc that the sanctuaiics with limcstone plints 
prcccdcd thosc with plints madc or vulcano tu fa, wc don' t  think to bc obligatmy valuable also 
for Tipia Om1cnişului . Contra1y, thc raising or thc prccincts with over I m, dming thc building 
or thc limcslonc sanctuaiy, comparative to thc quotc or thc neighbouring pavcmcnt of the 
sanctuaiy with vulcano tufa plints, makcs plausiblc thc postc1iority of thc iirst. An explication 
can bc thc fact that, unlikc thc Orăştie mountains and nat only, tufa was for the Racoş Dacians a 
local material ,  common and pcm1ancntly rcachablc. From hcre it was sprcad to thc most places 
of Dacia, iirst for thc manufacturing or g1indcrs unfailing in Dacian houscholding. 
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Unlikc thc situation in othcr Dacian scttlcmcnts, thc bcginning of both thc sanctuarics from 
Tipia Onncnişului, can bc rclativcly datcd with thc help or thc discovcrcd broachcs, 
charactcristic for thc middlc of thc I -st ccntury bcforc Ch1ist, or, largcr, during Bure bi sta ' s  
mastcry. Thcir cnd occmTcd simultaneous and in  thc samc way as thc othcr edi iics, during thc 
roman conqucst, cvcn i r thcy kncw more phascs. 

Whcn thcy wcrc rcmade and what wcrc thc rcasons for thcir dcstrnction during or onc and a 
half century, wc don 't know, though we can not takc oul of discussion thc "scccssion" or  Dacia 
aftcr Burcbista' s  dcath or thc town work during thc mastcry of Dcccbal-Diurpaneus. Vcry 
plausiblc is al so thc "dcmand" or this place from thc position or a fonncr „rcligious rcsidcncc" 
of a forcrunncr of thc unifying king. But, after al l ,  thc rcmaking or repairing of this kind of 
cdiiics must not  bc di ffcrcntiatc from othcrs and without foi i conditioncd by historical cvcnts or 
pcrsonalities, mast of thcm "natural ly"dcgradcd in timc, so as thc civi l .  Onc and thc othcr could 
havc known more bui lding phascs (Gloda1iu 1 996, p .  226-227;  Crişan 1 975, p .  347; 1 986, p. 
1 88) .  hnp011ant and dclining for thc general attributc of Tipia rcmain thcir functionality through 
1 50 ycars, includcd in thc uni lat)' state or in onc or thc pre - or postburcbista "kingdoms" and 
that rrom topographic point or vicw thcy arc situatcd intra muros, so as thc "Alignmcnt I I I "  from 
Costeşti which is intra vallum (Daicoviciu 1 972, p. 205). In casc of Tipia Onncnişului wc havc 
not a singular sancluat)' but a rcal ly sacrcd zone, spccially anangcd and which occupics thc 
grcatcst part of thc prccincts, aspect about which wc will rcturn. Ti ll thcn wc advancc thc idea 
that in casc or Tipia Om1cnişului, rrom a ccrtain date, thc tcm1 or a sacrcd prccincts must not bc 
rcsllictcd to thc platcau, but to thc wholc hil l .  

Other buildings with religious f unction situated in the precincts 
On the upper platcau arc other buildings with big dimcnsions which bclong to the class or  

rcligious bui ldings. Thc bui ldings arc alsa situatcd a l  thc n011h-wcstcm cnd or  thc platcau 
bctwccn thc vulcano tufa sanctuary and the prccipiccs from NW and NE. Thcy wcrc not 
idcntiiicd in scction 1 1 1 1 1 981 bccausc this passcd thc pai1 from which werc prclcvatcd matcrials for 
thc "topographical points" mcasured by thc arn1y in thc sixtics and scvcntics or thc XX-th 
century. 

Important spcci fications wcrc madc alsa in thc year 2003, spcci lications which refer to thc 
buildings plan and oricntation and on othcr sidc thcir dimcnsions and succcssion. 

Concluding wc can say that in the 9 ycars or rcscarching (it ' s  truc with intcnuptions) wcrc 
gaincd cnough in fonnation bascd on which wc can sustain that the bui ldings function wasn 't  a 
lay onc. 

The complex circular sanctuary from the precincts 
Thc bcst hcld part or this building was uncovcrcd in thc zone ncar thc vulcano tufa 

sanctuary, zone which, grosso modo, rcpresents approximatcly halr or its plan (Fig. 1 /5). Sarnc 
as in casc of thc sanctuary frorn thc tenaccs, wc spcak about thrcc "concentric" bui ldings alsa 
conceivcd in dcsccnding stcps from thc ccnter to thc cdgc. Thc idcnti lication of thc monument 
and thc establishing or its dimcnsions wcrc madc bascd on thc cnvironing platfonn-pavcmcnt, 
on thc foundation or thc intenncdiary building and on thc ruins or thc "central" building. 

a, Thc exterior "building". Wc speak about a surfacc with thc sizc of an arc, pavcd with 
local limcstone stoncs with smallcr dimcnsion than thc rest or thc prccincts, pavcmcnt from 
which bctter hcld arc two surfaccs to thc tenace (S) .  With a lowcr quotc, with 20-25 cm, than 
the slabs from thc circular foundation. Thc pavcmcnt has now a brcadth bctwcen 1 ,25 and 1 ,50 
m duc to the dcvastations. Natural should be that it has  an exterior kcrb, which wasn ' t  obscrvcd, 
thc stoncs situatcd on an adcquate distancc to bc considcrcd a kcrb bcing not conclusive. 
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Wc can not exclude a kcrb madc of wood planks, such a building, wcl l conscrvcd bcing 
situatcd at thc foot of thc stane tower ncar thc batTack. The two surfaccs could bc discusscd as 
acccss places, unsustaincd assumption by a convincing argument, but which also can not bc 
apri01i refuscd. 

Without introducing in our calculation thc possiblc kerb, thc cxte1ior diamctcr or this 
pavcmcnt, which in fact rcprcscnts thc maximum built diamcter, is of 1 4- 1 4,50 m, with almost 5 
m smaller than thc onc of thc sanctua1y from thc ten-ace. I t ' s  ve1y possible that is was covcrcd 
by an cave, simi lar with that from Dolincan (Smirnova 1 976, p. 309-3 1 6) or othcr placcs. 

b .  The intermediai)' building. Rctrcat to the enscmble ccntcr at a distance cqual with thc 
breadth or thc cnvironing pavcmcnt ( 1 ,25- 1 ,50 m), the intcnnediary bui lding is rcprcscntcd by a 
segment of a "circular" stane foundation. "Circular" is a generic cxprcssion, thc evident 
movcmcnt of somc stoncs not pcrn1itting spcci fications about a configuration which wc sec 
more than a polygonal onc, first, bccausc or thc unusual dimcnsions or thc bui lding, but also 
through thc analogy with thc exterior building or thc sanctumy from TctTacc IV. Thc foundation 
is madc or white l imcstonc slabs whosc sidcs rarcly cxcccd 50 cm, mTangcd thc most part or thc 
routc on onc row, a doubling bcing obscrvcd only on thc south-cast sidc, without finding a 
plausiblc cxplanation. Thc slabs are pul on an cmth layer with a thickncss rcquircd by thc native 
rock lcvcl, thc only points in which thcy havc as supp01t othcr stoncs bcing thc placcs in which 
thc cnds or thc walls or thc rectangular building is covcrcd. The foundation î s  kcpt on a lcngth 
or  1 8 ,50 m, to thc sanctuary with vulcano tufa plints. Thc sparcly prcscncc or  cole and soldc1ing 
or burncd wall makcs a rull wall lcss probablc, plausiblc sccms to bc a row or vc1tical pil lars 
madc or wood planks pul on slabs. lt is to admit thc missing of columns (pi l lars for a common 
"cupola") complctcly covcrcd bcing only thc central bui lding, on thc slabs bcing instal lcd a 
circular or modular rai ling, a tlcr thc model proposcd by D.  Antonescu ( 1 984, p. 54); an 
argument in this scnsc can bc thc abscncc or nails and spikcs. In both cascs thc light for thc 
central bui lding was assurcd. 

Thc diamctcr or this segment or thc circular foundation, dcfonncd in timc by thc moving or 
thc Stones, is or approximatcly 1 3  m.  

C .  Central building. In thc interior or this circular plan arc found rcsts or  a stonc platfonn 
highcr with 20-25 cm than thc pavcmcnt or  thc intcnncdiary bui lding (C1işan 1 978, p. 38) .  
Bccausc or  thc dismantl ing or a good part or i t ,  in antiquity or recent, i t  can not bc spcciiicd i f  
wc havc to do with it ' s  aJTangcmcnt in thc asscmbly ' s  ccntcr, positioning which i s  not cvcn 
cstablishcd at thc sanctumy from thc tcJTace or at thc Great Sanctumy from Grădiştea 
Muncelului, dctail which sccms not to bc lcss important, now bcing known thrcc cdi Cics with 
such an "architectural vice" . On this platfonn and anound it was found an important quantity or 
wal l  soldc1ing rcddcn by fire, unlikc thc rest or thc surlacc, ti l l  thc circular foundation, whcrc 
thc soldcring, so as sa id, appcar as a pigmcntation . 

From hcrc was concludcd that in thc central pmt or this "complex" cxistcd a room with 
trel ls work clcvation with a substructurc which dctachcd it, through its hcight, from thc 
sunounding pavcrnent. Unhappyly, thc NE sidc or the pavcmcnt docsn 't exist anyrnorc. 

Wc can apprcciatc that thc room's  sidcs, li·om thc platfonn, had a lcngth or approximatc ly 
6,50-7 m .  Wc think that thc building's plan is rectangular, cvcn i r thc kcrb ' s  cdgc, detc1ioratcd 
in timc, suggcst a circular plan. Wc usc as sustaining point somc scgmcnts or foundation -
alignmcnts, from which two wcrc obscrvcd dming thc 2003 campaign. 

From thc horizontal bcams, mTanged on this, riscd thc wood walls stickcd togcthcr with 
clay sustaining thc roor  madc probably or shinglc. 
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So as prcciscd, through S1 1 996 was cstablishcd that approximatcly in thc ccntcr of the 
csscmbly cxi stcd a !irc instal lation vcry cicar outlincd at only 30 cm bclow thc actual walking 
levcl. All arround was found soldcring of burncd wall with a brcadth of 35 cm in thc middlc, 
sprcad oul on a ray ovcr 1 ,25 m.  Rcpcatcangly claycd (painted) at thc upper sidc, the hcarth was 
ananged on a pcdcstal basc rnadc or limcstonc in the room's  !loor, highcr than this also with 
20-25 cm. lt ' s  markcd by a kcrb madc or limcstonc and rivcr stones, thc last or them rare on the 
Tipic, not biggcr than 1 5  cm, organizcd in a rectangular bordcr with thc sidcs of 1 ,30 x 1 ,50 m 
(almost identica) with that from the big circular sanctuary from Grădiştea Muncelului which has 
1 ,35-1 ,50 m (Daicoviciu 1 972, p. 240). 

Not far from thc hcmth, mixcd with thc wall bum, werc found two clamps madc of iron, too 
small to bc uscd for thc wood joining, instcad good as rut and l imitator for the bolt. Their 
discovcring place docsn 't  rcprcscnt a sign or the cntrance placcmcnt (but confinn the door' s 
prcscncc), which wc arc inclincd to place on thc wall-line to thc prccincts. 

A rcconstruction try leads to thc imagc or a room with entrance from the prccincts (south­
cast), built on a platfonn which dominate through i ts height thc rest or the asscmbly, with long 
walls oricntatcd NW-SE.  Thc light problem (so as that or the smoke evacuation) surcly cnjoyed 
a di ffcrcnt solution than thc usual dwcl lings, windows couldn ' t  dcptivc. Constructive, thc 
tcrracc sanctuary is csscntially not di ffcrcnt from thc now discusscd edific, the di ffcrcnce bcing 
thc material of which thc intcnncdiary bui lding is realized (white, smooth, vulcano tufa) and the 
care with which it was !inishcd. Actual ly, thc most agrccd cxprcssion for thcir similitude or the 
two monumcnts should bc thcir assignmcnt to the same architcct. 

A special attcntion dcscrvcs thc hcarth from thc central room which through its 
incorporation in thc !loor, plan, bui lding material and ovcnising of thc kcrbs in compatison with 
thc material richncss to othcr dwclling hcmts, cspccially vcsscls ,  boncs or other household rests .  

As long as thc cxistcncc or an absid - or an othcr hcarth i s  not provcd, wc consider that it 
can rcprcscnt thc altar on which wcrc madc thc titual acts. This casc i s  far to bc singular, the 
samc role bcing att1ibutcd to thc hca1th and special stane buildings rccordcd till now in 
sanctuarics, somc or thcm mcntioncd in thc antc1ior pages. Thc corrcct naming wc think to be 
hcmth-altar, similar with thosc from Sarmisegetuza Regia and Pecica. 

Looking to thc runction or cach compartmcnt or thc bui lding, thc di ffcrencc to the sanctuary 
from thc tctTaccs is thc prcscncc or thc hcarth-altar in thc edi fic from thc plateau, what can mcan 
that thcrc took place o ffcrings which wc don ' t  know but rrom whosc rows wc can not el iminate 
thc puti fication. lt is possiblc that hcrc wcrc burned offcrings which a ftcrwards were deposed in 
othcr sacrcd bui ldings on thc hi l l .  

Relevant for thc including in thc catcgot)' or rcligious edi fies scem us from bcginning and 
in !irst row thc povcrty or thc invcntory from almost thc wholc interior surfacc, cvacuatcd 
bcforc thc roman attack. 

Thc povcrty or almost total abscncc or domestic vcstigcs docsn 't constitutc the only 
argument, dctcnnining thc bui lding including in the row of sanctuaiies. lt must be rctaincd only 
as a supplemcntary proving founding. Decisive are thc common points which thc recent 
discovct)' has with thc till known monumcnts. That ' s  why, to sustain our affirn1ation wc appcal 
to thc architectural vocahulm)' general common for all sanctuarics and, bccause we think it i s  
decisive, to  that or thc complex circular sanctuarics, lcaving outsidc our discussion thc buildings 
from Feţele Albe, Rudele, Pustiosu and Mclcia (Glodariu 1 976, p .  249), about which doesn ' t  
exist any conscnsc but which wc consider to  bc also sacrcd cdi !ics, cvcn i f  thcir plans are not 
integral coincident, not bcing madc " a ftcr good cstablishcd canons (Horedt 1 973,  p .  303; Babeş 
1 974, p. 23; Antonescu 1 977, p .  90; 1 978,  p. 53 ;  1 984, p. 80; Vulpe 1 976, p .  1 0 1  and ncxt) . This 
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prcci sing limits thc numbcr or analogics to two sanctuarics, thc only known. Thc Great Circular 
Sanctua1y Crom Sarmizegetusa Regia (Teodorescu 1 930- 1 93 1 ,  p. 60-62; Daicoviciu 1 95 1 ,  p .  
1 1 3 - 1 1 7 ; 1 952, p. 283-287;  1 960, p. 234-252;  1 972, p .  234; Crişan 1 986, p. 200) and thc oftcn 
mcntioncd sanctuary from thc tcnaccs on Tipia Onncnişului (Glodariu, Costea 1 99 1 ,  p. 2 1 -40). 
How both arc wcl lknown, wc rcmcmbcr only thc plan di ffcrcnce of thc central buildings and thc 
unsurc cxistcncc of an absid in the casc of thc now discussed edi fic, evcn i f  it had not to be 
cxcludcd. 

Thc oricntation is in all thrcc cascs almost thc samc; NNW-SSE. Practicai identica! are thc 
stonc hcarths, claycd on their surlacc, inclusive, but fortuitous, as substructure and dirnensions 
vc1y ncar ( 1 ,35  x 1 ,50 m at Grădiştea Muncelului 1 ,30 x 1 ,50 m at Tipic). An othcr common 
clement, this timc for al l  thrcc, is thc incxistcncc, or at !cast thc unobligativity of thc existencc 
of rull walls at thc cxtc1ior buildings, valuablc linding also for somc simple circular sanctuarics 
(Daicoviciu, Apulum, 9, p. 259). Decisive arc othcr clcmcnts, thc plan ' s  morphology, oricntation 
or thc central buildings and abscncc of specific lay invcntmy. To this wc without fail must make 
thc spcci lication that it is  hard to admit that two cdi lics, practicai identica!, situatcd in the sarne 
scttlemcnt, onc to havc rcl igious and thc othcr lay functions .  Thc fact that onc is extra muros and 
thc othcr in thc prccincts (which in fact is a platcau) docsn ' t  rcprcscnt an cxclusivity ,  the casc 
bcing not singular and dclining a ccrtain qual ity of thc hi l i .  A ITinning in an othcr time that we 
can not spcak about a rcligious edific but about thc dwcl ling or a local magnate, maybc even a 
pricst ( so as wc ourscl r a lfo1ncd bcforc linishing thc rcscarchcs (Costea 2002 , p. 1 96 ;  2004, p .  
1 1 6) wc now make thc duc rccti lication, possible at thc cnd of thc rcscarchcs) . 

Thc mcntioncd simi litudcs, but spccially thc fact that now in Dacia are known three 
complex circular buildings (two or thcm on Tipia Onncnişului), rcprcscnts anothcr argument for 
inc luding thcm to thc sanctuaiics. Also, in thc givcn situation is also suggcstcd thc dircction of 
scnding thc plan which isn ' t  anymorc cc11ain to havc is lirst typc at Grădiştea Muncelului. The 
situation is pcrfcctly includcd in thc c1itcrion J cstablishcd by Carstcns Colpc for sanctuary ' s  
considcring, thc rcpctition catcgory (rcpcatcd typcs of sanctuarics) (Colpc 1 970, p . 1 8- 1 9, apud 
Conovici, Trohani, 1 988 ,  p. 205 and note 3),  so as in thosc which usc as critcria thc placemcnt, 
oricntation, association with othcr buildings or clcmcnts cult boundcd (includcd in a sacrcd 
prccincts ) .  

Thc critc1ia, ccrtain for Tipia Onncnişului, wc think that they can bc applicd also to the 
bui ldings from Feţele Albe, Rudele, Mclcia, Pustiosu. 

A tcnn dating or thc building is not possiblc, not bcni lying or a help - inventory in this 
scnsc (brochcs, coins, a .s .o .) cxccpting ccramics. On this basc, discovcrcd in the uppcr part or  
thc carth ti l ling and bctwccn thc stoncs uscd for tcITacing, and also through thc "storehouse" for 
vcsscls antc1ior mcntioncd, wc can say that its building beginning in the lirst dccadcs of the 1 -st 
ccntury BC. Js thc most plausiblc, cvcn ir somc ceramic types from the "storchouse" are 
cc11ainly oldcr, considered as "Hallstatt tradition" and could lowcr the moment to thc end of thc 
prcvious ccntu1y, as in Pecica (Crişan 1 986, p .  1 06). It is  possible to have suffcred repeated 
rcmakings, thc burnt one during the roman conqucst being the last. 

Othcr two problems sccm to us to bc imp011ant bound to this edi fic: thc placcmcnt ncxt to 
thc quadrilatcr sanctuary madc of vulcano tufa (approximatcly 4 m) and its dcstroying in a 
moment which was nat tao far bcforc thc roman conqucst, so as it results from thc fact that the 
rest or thc burning wcrc nat rcmovcd or covcrcd with pavcrncnt, so as it was procceded when 
thc bui lding now in discussion supcrposcd thc rectangular one . The lirst aspect plcads for the 
parallel functioning of two cdi lics dcdicated to thc sarnc numbcr of Gods with di 1Tcrcnt 
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attributions. Afl.cr all ,  thc situation is not di lTercnt to that from Sarmizegetusa Regia, spcci lying 
that thcir distanccs betwecn sanctuarics or di ffcrcnt typcs arc biggcr. 

We think alsa to anothcr cxplanation of its Cunctioning parallcl with thc othcr sanctuarics: 
usc as stakc place, o lTcrings a . s.o .  for thc othcr cdi fics, situation in which thc discusscd 
sanctuary could bc considcred as their "anncx", thc examplc bcing not singular but illustratcd in 
other cascs through modest buildings, charactcristic for thc lay oncs. 

Rectangular-designed edifice on the plateau 
As noticcd whcn dcsc1ibing thc excavations rclatcd to many scctions from various ycars, 

there wcrc discovcred onc foii  "te1Tacc wal l" and thc southcrn segment of thc circular arc shapcd 
basis belonging to thc prcvious sanctuary. Thc first clement was approximatcly I 111 away from 
thc central construction and thc archcd basis 3 m away from thc southcrn wall of thc samc 
structurc. Thc wall is 1 1  111 long with cstimatcd dircction NNW-SSE (320") similar to the long 
vulcanic tuff pl int row in thc nearby sanctuary. Wali basis facing thc prccincts sta11s north­
westwards from its south-castcrn end, in an angle Iargcr than 90'' today, probably duc to 
compaction throughout the ycars . It is cuncntly oricntcd NE-SW (50''), it maintains its 
cornpactncss for a 6 rn 1ength, bcginning from thc corner and continuing "thinncr" for anothcr 4 
m .  Wc do not know ir it  cxtcndcd to thc prccipicc in thc ancicnt tirncs or it stoppcd at its 1 O 111 , 
sincc thc tlattencd rock rnadc any basis pointlcss. Disparate slabs found bctwccn this wall and 
the NW precipicc cannot bc assirnilatcd to any plan with four wcl l-dcfincd walls . In this casc, 
a lthough thc edi fice was cc11ainly large sizcd, wc nccd to bcar in mind only thc fact that two or  
its sidcs wcrc minimum 1 1  rn, and 1 O m  long, mast Iikcly just likc thcir "pair". 

Both wall bascs arc fonncd or whitc limcstonc slabs "scalcd" with ophiolitc, with thc usc or  
Dacian vulcanic tuff grindcr in  thc 1 1 -m onc. Thc whole I 0-m segment is madc or a singlc 
course set on a clay bcd, whilc "the tenace wall" prcscrvcs from 1 to 5 slab laycrs. Thcir 
numbcr is gradually incrcasing from thc insidc to thc platcau cdgc whcrc thc lirst coursc is 
buricd into thc pavcmcnt rclating to thc tuff sanctuary. 

Elevation and rooftop had woodcn framcwork. Wali braiding had bccn clay stu lTcd as 
provcn by thc burnt gluing mixturc preservcd undcr the circular construction pavcmcnt. 

This construction (probably in thc middlc, but di nicult to know for sure with two walls 
rnissing) had a larger hcarth than thc onc in thc ncw phasc, rcddcncd on a 12 cm thickncss; its 
finishing coat was rclatively widcly sprcad, evident in pro li lc Sn999 for almost 3 m long. l t  too 
had bcen set on a ring of local stane, again 20-25 cm up from thc tloor. Givcn thc fact that 
scparation is unidircctional, it is di rticult to estimate i r  thc hcarth was rectangular too or it had 
othcr shapc. l ts dimcnsions arc vct)' largc, ncvcr sccn on any or thc structurcs in thc scttlemcnt 
or othcr sitcs, cxcept for thc bale lircs. This indication is rclatcd to its sh1inc-hcai1h Cunction (or 
bale fire), simi lar to thc casc or  thc circular constrnction on thc samc location . 

State or  invcntory discovcrcd undcrncath thc tloor rcminds or the circular construction : 
domestic pots, although frcqucnt in dwcl lings, arc Ccw and only a pai1 of thcm completable, 
brought by too whcn cvening oul thc arca. Worship and valuablc itcms arc missing. Hcrc too 
ccramics arc thc only gcncrous dating c1itcrion (as in Pecica or othcr placcs ), vcry likcly in thc 
tirst half or thc 2nd century BC. Chronologically and stratigraphically spcaking, this is thc lirst 
rcligious construction in thc n011h-wcstcrn pai1 or  the prccincts that may havc undcrgonc rcpairs 
or rcstorations likc any othcr building. Thc complex circular sanctuat)' had bccn latcr on crcctcd 
on thc samc site . 

From thc vcry bcginning, including thc construction into thc sacrcd edi iicc catcgory 
appearcd to bc di fiicult, cvcn though cvidcncc is not lacking. Thc mast imp011ant picce or 
cvidencc is locating it  on thc samc sidc or thc platcau togcthcr with two more al ignmcnt 
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sanctuarics and onc complex circular. Given their vicinity (a sacred environmcnt) it is very 
doubtCul that two constructions had bccn set up for di ffcrcnt purposcs, civilian or military, but 
their position had becn diffcrcnt and clcarly defincd. 

Rc lcrring to thc two constructions, a similar situation is idcnti ficd in preroman Dacia, as to 
both design and thcir mutual conclation, and thcir cstabli shmcnt within thc prccincts, i .c .  in 
dava at Brad (Ursachi 1 995, p. 62 and pi . 35 1 -352) .  Just likc there, thcy arc positioned in thc 
n011h-westem cnd or  thc platcau. When portraying thc round sanctuary, thc author of  the 
research and monograph asse11s that it mccts severa! phascs. Thc first phasc is thc compresscd 
ycllow soii platfonn, with 1 4  x 8 m sidcs, SSE-WNW dircctcd, likc thc rectangular construction 
on Tipia. Ovcr thc samc clay platfonn, right above it, thc apsc edifice raiscs up in sccond phasc. 
Both structurcs acquirc thc appreciation as "the iirst stage in thc cvolution of Dacian sanctuarics 
rrom thc levei of dava dwcl lings" (Ursachi 1 995, p. 62 and pi. 35 1 -352). Thc third halidom in 
Brad is thc simple sanctuary with an outcr diamctcr of 1 6  m (Ursachi 1 995, p. 62 and pi .  35 1 -
352) .  Thc construction is subscquent to thc others. Thc context, comparablc to the circumstanccs 
on Tipia Onncnişului, iniCrs two rcmarks, both of thcm archcologically (stratigraphical ly) 
substantiatcd: rectangular construc-tions' pri01ity, and mainly thcir progrcssion on thc samc site. 

Thc abovc statement is just as convincing al Brad and Augustin, as thc picturcs indicate no 
architectural or usc iul spaccs betwccn extrcmities of thc two typcs of constructions, not cvcn for 
pcdcshian passagcs. Succcssion of constructions, 1 rithout changing their location, concsponds 
to ack1101dedging this arca insidc thc fortrcss, and all inhabitants in this arca and othcrs would 
consider and respect it as sacrcd throughout its cxistcncc. 

Thc rectangular sanctuary with volcanic tuff column bascs had bccn built bcsidc thcm latcr 
on . 

Conlusions 
To sum up b1icily thc profilc of rcligious cdi ficcs on Tipia Onncnişului, wc come to thc 

conclusion that both catcgorics common in archcological litcraturc and charactcristic to Gcto­
Dacian world mcet herc: circular sanctuaries and alignmenf sanctuaries, thc lattcr with two 
typcs. Thc first typc incorporatcs only thc va1iant of thc complex circular sanctuarics (3 
"concentric" constructions) , displaycd on Traian ' s  Colurnn (scene LXI I) whi lc thc al ignment 
typc rcgistcrs two variants: with column bascs alignmcnts (with volcanic tuff or whitc limcstonc 
pl inths), cxhibitcd too on Traian ' s  Column (sccncs CI J  and CXIII) ,  or with linear foundations 
and continuous walls. Two arc thc complex circular sanctuaries : onc on southcrn tcrraccs, thc 
othcr onc in the precincts . Column bases alignment sanctuaries arc within thc prccincts, and 
cach edi fice (tufa or limcstonc) rccords al !cast two phascs. This fact raiscs thcir numbcr to 
minimum faur, taking into account composition altcration ( for both cascs) and rcdirccting the 
long frontagc (in thc limcstonc casc) . Thc al ignmcnt typc, but with continuous wall basis 
(probably apsc too ) ,  knows only onc piccc, undcr thc complex circular sanctua1y in thc 
precincts. Circular sanctuarics had not pcrccivably undcrgonc rcpairs or rcstorations, although 
likcly and probably numcrous in both cascs. 

Thcrc forc at !cast four stane plint al ignmcnt sanctuarics had bccn built throughout thc ycars 
on Tipia Onncnişului, onc with continuous limcstonc and ophiol itc wall bascs, as wcll as two 
circular sanctua1ies, giving thc lowcst total of scven pieccs .  It may bc wrong to bcl icve thcy 
illnctioncd simultancously ovcr such a long pc1iod of timc. An archcologically cc11i fiablc 
synchronism involvcs only thc la st ph ase of thc stane plint sanctuarics and thc complex circular 
oncs (Costea 2007, p .  1 1 1 , note 1 85), conlirn1ing oncc more Geto-Dacian pcoplc 's  polythcist 
rcligion, con fim1cd for long timc now (Russu 1 944- 1 948 ;  Daicoviciu 1 943- 1 945,  p. 90-94 ; 
Crişan 1 986, p. 356-4 1 2) .  Amang thcsc cdi liccs, only onc is locatcd extra muros, thus lcading to 
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thc conclusion that wc arc witncssing a truc sacred enc/osure on the platcau, cngaging about 
two thirds of its lcngth, and thc cntirc arca to thc lcft sidc of thc cntrancc, on thc oppositc side of  
thc baITacks. 

A singlc comunity, as largc and organizcd as it may havc bccn would not bc ablc to provide 
thc rcquircd Coree for thcsc works, simultancous to biggcr oncs on te1Taccs, but only state power. 
Building achicvcmcnts rccordcd so far in all  Dacia rcprcscnt thc material rcilection of royal 
initiativc togcthcr with thc highcr pricsts, as Strabo mcntions (Strabon, VI I ,  3 ,  5), to 
institutionalizc and secure a state of facts that had happcned bcforchand, in thc 2"d century BC 
Coopcration betwccn Burcbista and Dcccncu rcquircd "de jure acknow-lcdgcment of older de 
facto rcalitics from central rcligious authority" (Vulpe, Popescu 1 972, p .  90; Sîrbu 1 993, p. 1 27;  
1 985 ,  p .  89 and ncxt; Sîrbu, Rustoiu 2002, p .  42 and ncxt; Babeş 1 988 ,  p .  3-32 ;  Costea 2002, p.  
26) . l t  should bc pointcd oul that spiritual transfonnations in thc Dacian socicty, concsponding 
to rcligious ccntcrs, covc1ing largc arcas in Dacia, arc almost perfect match to other two 
archcologically cc1ti iicd historical phcnomcna: Cclts ccasc to exist in Transilvania, and "thc 
bcginning of internai economic development quickly and on a largc scale. Historical evcnts in 
thc first half of thc ncxt ccntury arc nccessari ly attached to this development that involvcs the 
economic support of thc ccntralizcd Dacian state, structurcd undcr Burcbista 's rulc" (Daicoviciu 
1 972, p .  1 8 ; Babeş 1 988 ;  Sîrbu 2006, p .  1 9 1 - 204; Costea, Crişan 2006, p. 5 1 -75 ). 

As alrcady statcd previously, no supcrstrncturc elemcnts or areal constructions havc bcen 
rcfcncd to for any of thc tulT or limcstonc alignmcnt sanctuary. Without further dctails, we 
strongly bclicvc that hal idoms on Tipia Onncnişului arc not too di iTcrcnt than thc imagcs 
architcct Dinu Antonescu suggcsts for each typc under invcstigation, considcring on thc one 
hand domestic architectural vision, and on thc othcr hand cl imatic conditions in Mount Pcrşani ,  
in no way mildcr than in Mount Orăştie (Costea 2006, passim; 2007, p .  57 ,  cf. and Antonescu 
1 984, p. 5 1 -89) . Thcsc vc1y climatic conditions compcl us to rctum bricfly to thc issuc of  
rooiing or open air iUnctioning in  thc casc of alib111mcnt sanctuarics. 

Both of thc abovc-mcntioncd sanctuarics typc prcscrvcd only thcir substructure and pl inths 
to support woodcn co lumns that, in thcir turn, wcrc pa11 of an cnscmblc sustaining rooftop. This 
situation contradicts ful l  wal l  constrnctions, in this case banacks and circular sanctuarics, whcre 
thcsc wall burnt down and col lapscd on thc spot. This situation in no way infcrs al l  year round 
functioning for circular sanctuarics, and for thc al ignmcnt oncs only surnrncr service. Both types 
had clcvation and rooftop, yct varying in construction proccss. This di !Tcrcncc ("column forest" 
for al ignmcnt catcgory, ful l  wall for the othcr) made the iirst oncs easy to dismantle and the 
othcr oncs impossiblc to undcrgo thc samc opcration. Bcaring in mind that war with Traian was 
far from unprcdictablc, Dacians had thc timc to savc rcligious itcms iirst, valuablc objects in 
sanctuaiics (with thc uniquc cxccption of thc gold ring at Pecica that may have bcen "!ost") , and 
in thc small round sanctuaiy at Sarmizegetusa Regia (that may have had laic role judging from 
thc invcntmy found on thc iloor) . Aftcrwards they procccded to dismantling al ignmcnt 
sanctuaiics ' clcvation and burning thc othcrs, with an ovcrall intcntion to save thcm from 
destruction and dcsccration concsponding to scrious prcjudice to thc protective dcity. 
Accordingly wc sec this typc of sanctua1y to havc had clcvation and neccssarily a rooftop, yet 
Daciam· destroyed these constructions before initial wmfare with the Romans for all thc above 
rcasons, as dramatically cngravcd on thc Column on its final pa1ts appointcd to thc sicge of 
Sarmizegetusa (Costea 2007, note 5 1 ;  Glodaiiu, Moga 1 989, p .  56) .  l t  may bc a direct 
conscqucncc of thc trcaty in I 02, forcing thc Dacians, among othcr things, to destroy their 
fortrcsscs, and wc havc thosc sccncs showing Dacians burning thcir interior monuments. 
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No woodcn or stonc lloor has bccn archcologically dctcctcd in any or  the sanctuaries, 
iITcspcctivc or typc; thcir rcplaccmcnt was battercd ca11h with its uppcr lcvcl somewhere up 
along the plinths ' hcight, covcring supporting alveoli in the case or rectangular rooms and stone 
bascs in thc casc or thc others. Such a lloor ncccssmily dcmandcd a roottop as wcl l .  

Wc do not think that a comparison between religious monuments on Tipia Onnenişului and 
the oncs at Grădiştea Muncelului is  stiictly necessary, but it can be useful as long as more and 
more facts substantiatc the existence of scvcral l!oly Mountains and several unknown so far 
centers focusing political and spiritual authority (supra, note 49). CoITect understanding of thc 
significance of monumcnts on Tipia Orn1cnişului, and possible unveil ing more structures in the 
luturc, just as impressive, may lcad to more insightiul knowlcdge of pre-Roman Dacia, without 
dimini shing in any way Sarmizegetusa Regia' s  rank of politica I and spiritual metropolis. 

As far as the Dacian capital is  concemcd, the above statement is true only through state age, 
whereas Tipia Onnenişului cxpcricnccs a longer religious phenomcnon, with an older starting 
point. Jn Augustin-Tipia Onncnişului, a pan-Dacian religious center is bom over a century 
bcfore thc "rel igious reforn1ation" during Burcbista and Deccncu (Russu, op. cit; Daicoviciu 
1 972, p. 204 and next; Crişan 1 975, p .  4 1 6; 1 986,  p. 345 ; Lica 1 980, p .  1 77- 1 82;  Gostar, Lica 
1 984; Babeş 1 988,  loc . cit; Sîrbu 1 993 , passim; Costea 2002, p .  2 1 -46; Vulpe, Popescu 1 970, p. 
90) , wherc royalty, with thc supreme priest ' s  guidancc and acccptance, merely penalizes an 
already sprcad phcnomenon that both institutions havc to accept, but at thc same time they are 
intercsted in it and "make it legal" in order to catch followcrs ' support. Just likc Grădiştea 
Muncelului, on Tipia Onncnişului wc arc facing a focused multitude of sanctuarics, with large 
institutionally structured p1icsthood. As in Sarmizegetusa Regia, or at Rudele and Meleia, The 
l!oly Mountain stands on considcrablc heights, a\though not nccessari ly in order to define it as 
holy. General rescmblancc bctween edi liccs, all lacking figure rcpresentations, treasures or 
offcrings, al low us to unconditionally include Tipia Orn1enişului into the catcgory of  the 
recently mcntioned pan-Dacian religious centers (Sîrbu 2006, p. 27). As compared to the 
othcrs, it is  the resuit of gcncrally spread rituals, acqui1ing rccognition from an extcnded area, 
unlikc thc othcr known "monuments" (prccincts, sacrcd arca, wish wclls etc . )  dcdicated to some 
rcstrictcd tcITitorics, somctimes cvcn just local communitics (Cârlomăncşti, Ciolăneştii din Deal 
etc .) .  Also wc can come across such rcligious centers in thc sheepfolds at Melcia and Rude le, in 
thc permanent d1 1·elfings (o .u .)  on Pustiosu and al Feţele Albe, simi lar in the most plan details 
(plus special conccntration) to complex circular sanctuarics on Tipia Onncnişului (detail that 
raiscs the problem or thcir plan dispcrsion dircction), as wcll as in thc prccincts and halidoms at 
Măgura Moigradului (Macrea, Rusu 1 970, p .  20 1 -229; Matei, Pop 200 1 ,  p .  235-277), 
Pietroasele-Gruiu Dârii (Dupoi, Sîrbu, 200 1 ;  Sîrbu, Matei, Dupoi 2005), Sighişoara-Wietenberg 
(Horcdt, Scraphim 1 97 1 ;  Sîrbu 1 993, p. 98-99) and Sf. Gheorghc-Bedehaza (Horcdt 1 95 1 ,  p. 7-
39; Sîrbu 1 993 , p. 98) etc . ,  dcspitc the fact that thc last two arc diffcrent in bui lding structure, 
composition and signi licancc, likc thc onc in Ori ea (Vulpe 1 976, p. I O  1 - 1 1 1 ; Comşa 1 972, p.  
65-78;  Sîrbu 1 993 , p .  97-98; Conovici, Trohani 1 988 ,  p .  205-2 1 7 ; Sîrbu 1 995,  p .  3 1 3-330) .  I t  
was mandatory for a l l  or  thc above to work according to rigorous hicrarchy, structurcd by 
priesthood and acknowlcdged by royalty, abiding Geto-Dacian polytheistic religion (Sîrbu 2004, 
p .  87). Among their gods, apparcntly Mars and God of Sun must have been primari ly 
worshipped (Costea 2002, p. 26 and next; 2002a, p. 26-4 1 ) .  

As to all thc abovc-mcntioncd centcrs, the pan-Dacian religious center at Augustin-Tipia 
Onncnişului singularizcs by shcltc1ing a considerable amount or religious edifi.ces (seven), with 
only one o r  thcm outside thc platcau, but within thc arca of thc Ho(v Mountain. As appearing 
today, it is a crcation bctwcen rules or Burcbista and Diurpancus-Decebal, with the first 
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changing radically and iITcvcrsibly thc fatc or  this imp011ant strategic and militat)' scttlemcnt 
whcrc a sanctuary location lived for about onc hundrcd ycars, in a centcr of pricsts and mil itarics 
ofiicially and cxclusivcly holding the prerogativcs dcriving from thcir position, proving to havc 
bccn thc foundation or the state institution. 

A first phasc in which wc can spcak about thc cxistencc or rcligious cdi fies on thc acropole 
i s  reprcscnted, vcry probable, by a woodcn bui lding, di flicult to rcbuild know only bascd on two 
pale ditchcs .  lt was fol lowcd by thc rectangular bui lding with continous walls (mayby cvcn with 
absid), both p laced at thc NW cnd of thc mcmmon and bui ld  up bcfore Burcbista ' s  mastcI)', in 
the first half o f the l11d century BC or )atest in thc middlc of it. 

In thc sccond phasc, bcginning with thc first ycars or Burcbista ' s mastc1y, was bui Id up thc 
initial shape, of 1 O x 4 rows of thc sanctuary with al ignamcnt madc or vulcano tufa plints and 
onc o f  thc, in prcscnt, not rcconstructable or thc sanctuary with limcstonc plints. I t ' s  possiblc 
that thcy were preccedcd, not knowing with how many tirnc, by thc circular sanctuary li·om thc 
prccincts, overponcd of thc rectangular bui lding with continous walls. A Iso from thcn, wc think, 
is datcd thc „baITack" standing (may bc with somc rcparcs) ti ll thc Roman conqucst. 

In the timc bctwccn thc mastcrics of Burcbista and Decebal, in which thc zone bclongcdfor 
sure to one of the faur or fivc „kingdoms" postburebista, wc think that it was built thc sccond 
phasc of the sanctumy with 6 x 4 rows of limcstonc plints and thc complex sanctum)' from the 
teITaccs, rcmained alsa in lunction till thc Roman conqucst. 

A last phasc or edi l itar cxpriming of  thc Dacians in thc Olt de fi le  from Racoşul de Jos can 
be rcprcscntcd by the sanctuary with 6 x 3 rows of vulcano tufa plints and by thc fonal phasc o f  
8 x 6 rows, the onc with limcstonc plints. Contcmporar with thcm arc, for sure, thc two big 
cdifics from TeITacc I and, so as mcntioncd, thc complex circulcr sanctuary from thc southcrn 
lcITaccs and thc „baITack". All togcthcr rcprcscnts indubitablc argumcnts about thc cxistcncc on 
Tipic, in thc last ycars or thc Dacia, or a strong and numcrous privi l igcd catcgory, tops or thc 
sacerdotal and militai)' world, rcprcscnting thc state ' s powcr, powcr thcn sinonym with thc 
Kingdom Dacia .  Thc clitcs occpicd alsa thc two big bui ldingrrom Terace I, whosc invcntory 
provcd first o f  all thc quality waniors of thc native . Thcir placcmcnt ncxt to sacrcd prccincts and 
of thc „baITack" insidc thc prccincts, undcrlinc thc natural rclation bctwccn thc waITior and 
sacerdotal elitcs and thc „military sanctuarics", respective with thc „rectangular with column 
alignmcnts" sanctuarics, which „suggcst thc cxistcncc or speci fic mil itmy bclicvcs and 1ituals". 

Ccrtainly, thc abovc-mcntioncd rcligious ccntcrs considcrcd that pan-Dacian cannot bc thc 
only ccntcrs in thc Geto-Dacian tcrritorics .  New rcscarch, mainly c01Tcct and llcxible 
interprctations, unbound to archcological routinc long aga uscd in othcr countrics, can providc 
worthy contribution to knowing thc rcligion of our "domestic" anccstors . For now, thc cxistcncc 
of thc pan-Dacian religious center în Augustin-Tipia Onncnişului should bc kcpt in mind, 
whosc spiritual inilucncc might havc cxtcndcd ovcr south-castcrn Transi lvania and, maybc, ovcr 
a tcnitory cast from thc Oriental Carpathians. Bcginning approximatcly in thc first hal f of thc 
2nd ccnlUI)' BC, for about 1 50 ycars it playcd a direct role in consolidating and obscrving thc 
official rcligion in thc Dacian kingdom that completely absorbcd its institution, aftcr timcs of  
autonomous development. 

Anothcr discussion is nccd for thc „baITack" discovcrcd on Tipia Onncnişului . Wc 
speakabout a bui lding absolutcly idcntical in plan with thosc from Luncani-Piatra Roşie but 8 m 
sh011cr. Thc fact that in wholc preroman Dacia arc known only two buildings or  this type, 
considcrcd „baITacks", but which arc absent from much biggcr f011ifications, justi fics thc 
qucstion it their Cunction c01Tcsponds truly to thc naming given by Constantin Daicoviciu. The 
remark of thc same scientist : „Thc two rooms from the middlc arc not dcprivcd from a little 
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confort and trimming . . .  " is equl with the unprobability that they were destined to the soldiers, 
more natural being their living by the military heads and sacerdots. May be not fortuitous, ib the 
two edifies, at the time of Roman conquest, were the only important houses of food reserves and 
water, noticed in the archeologicak diggings. 

Just like the state, this religious center ceased to exist in 1 06 AD, as all the religious edifices 
here and within it or outside the borders of the future Roman Dacia; this phenomenon resembles 
Gallia and other provinces of the Roman Empire. 
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� O\ LEGENDA 

Tipia Ormenlşului • plan de situaţie 

Limita abrupta · prăpastie 

Conturul teraselor 

1 .  Sanctuarul circular oomplex extramuros 
::-,..: 2. Sanctuarul cu baze da ooloane din tuf vulcanic 
l\"1 3. Sanctuarul cu baze de ooloane din cak:ar 

4. Sanctuarul circular complex din incintă 
5. Edificiul cu plan rectangular 
6. Cazarma 
7. Vetre 
8. Turn 
9. Zid de incinta 

10. Poartă 
1 1 .  Scară 
12. Plattonnă de amenajare a sanctuarului de calcar 
13. Casata de piatră 
14. Plattonne (existente -); (cruţate în stâncă ·--); (posibile - - -). 
15. Locuinl& 
16. Zid de susţinere a terasei 
17. Pavaj de piatră o 18. Lespezi 

Fig. 1 .  Terraces organisation, the upper p lateau and monument's p lacement 
(topographical l ifting by Dan Ştefan, Magdalena Duţescu, Călin Constantin and Mihai Florea) . 
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Fig. 2 .  The complex circular sanctuary from the southem terraces 
(after I. Glodariu, Fl. Costea). 
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Fig. 3. Sanctuary with alignment of column base made of vulcano tufa, stage I 
( 1 0  x 4 plint rows, after Fl. Costea 2007). 
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Fig. 4. Sanctuary with alignment of column base made of vulcano tufa, stage II 
(6 x 3 plint rows, after FI .  Costea 2007). 
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Fig. 5 .  Sanctuary with alignment of column base made of limestone, stage II 
(6 x 4 plint rows, after Fl. Costea 2007). 
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Fig. 6. Sanctuary with alignment of column base made of limestone, last stage 
(8 x 6 plint rows, after Fl. Costea 2007). 
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Fig. 7 .  „The Barrack" (after FI .  Costea 2006, 2007). 
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