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Abstract: Membra disiecta (part II) continues the analysis of lithic material incorporated in medieval monuments of 
Haţeg Land (Ţara Haţegului). The subject of this research is a unique, exceptional monument, the precinct enclosure 
of the medieval church in Ostrov, made mostly of fragments of funerary or commemorative monuments of 
architectural character taken from the necropolis of the capital of Roman Dacia, lJ!pia Traiana Sarmizegetusa. Following 
a brief account ofboth the phenomenon of migration of lithic material in Transylvania and the dramatic present state 
of epigraphic monuments originating in the enclosure and previously published, the study presents the inventory, the 
exhaustive survey, the catalogue and the analysis of the fragments. These steps inform reconstructions of varied 
types of funerary monuments, expressing top features of Imperial Roman art . .\1oreover, based on metrologica! 
analysis and on principles of tracing, the study shows that the precinct has been designed and traced on the ground 
simultaneously with the tracing of the first phase of the medieval church. 

Cuvinte cheie: Ţara Haţegului, Ostrov, arhitectură funerară romană, arhitectură medievală, împrejmuire, spolii, 
migrare a materialului litic roman. 
Rezumat: Membra disiecta (part li) continuă analiza materialului litic roman încorporat în monumente medievale 
din zona Haţegului. Este studiat un monument unicat, excepţional, împrejmuirea bisericii medievale din Ostrov, 
formată preponderent din fragmente de monumente funerare sau comemorative cu caracter arhitectural extrase 
din necropola capitalei Daciei Romane, Clpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa. După o prezentare succintă a fenomenului 
migrării materialului litic roman din Transilvania şi a situaţiei actuale dramatice a monumentelor epigrafice 
provenite din împrejmuire şi publicate anterior, este prezentat rezultatul inventarierii, relevării cu caracter exhaustiv, 
catalogării şi analizei fragmentelor. Pe baza acestora s-au realizat reconstituirea unor diverse tipuri de monumente 
funerare, exprimând caracteristici de vârf ale artei imperiale romane. În plus, s-a arătat - pe baza studiului 
metrologic şi a principiilor de trasare pe teren - că împrejmuirea a fost gândită şi trasată pe teren simultan cu 
trasarea primei faze a bisericii medievale. 

Ostrov (Municipality of Râu de �fori). Thc cnclosurc of thc Church of thc Dcsccnt of the Holy Spirit 

1 .  The resuit of onc of the most spectacular fonns of migration of Roman lithic material in the vicinity of 
Ulpia Traiana Sam1izegctusa2 is, undoubtedly, the precinct of the church in Ostrov. This encloses the 

1 The first part of this work has been presented in Dacia :!:\S, 48-49, 2004-2005,  p. 1 73-248 (further referred to 
as Membra disiecta I ) .  Translation from Romanian of the present paper by Ştefan Bâlici. We wish to express our 
thanks to Cristina Georgescu, for drawing plates nos. I-XI; XIII-XX. 

2 As wc noted in the first part of this study as well, the migration of lithic material in the surroundings of 
lilpia T raiana Sannizegetusa can be traced back to the l 6th century, mostly due to the interes! raised by epigraphs. 
Over the centuries, collectors, antiquarians and epigraphists, wandering the area in search of epigraphic material, 
have transmitted precious infonnation on the peculiarities of this phenomenon - the migration of Roman antiques -
in Tara Haţegului (Haţeg Land) . .\1ainly the inscription-bearing blocks were transported from the place of their 
discovery to the noblemen' s  courts - from the Princes' Palace in Alba Iulia, to the manors spread in many villages 
of the arca (Bretea Română, fărcădin, Densuş, .\1intia, >iălaţvad, Ostrov, Săntămărie-Orlea, Zam), or to other 
private collections (in Deva or Breazova). The breadth of this phenomenon is suggestively deseribed by 
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1 750 sqm surface of thc ccmetcry, with the worship edifice in its centre. One might say that thc cnclosurc 
delimitates „thc nuclcus of sacrcd radiance" of the church, within the scttlcmcnt which it scrves, just as 
the precinct of a temenos uscd to delimitate, undcr diffcrcnt auspiccs and in a much farthcr tcmporary 
sequencc, the sacred arca belonging to a temple.3 Through the surprisingly dignificd appearance of its 
concrete presence, thc precinct from Ostrov has drawn - voluntarily or not - with an unequivocal clarity, 
a firm and original line of caesura betwcen thc profane spacc of the village and the sacrcd space of the 
church and its necropolis. 

Thc destiny of thc precinct is tied - naturally - to that of thc church. But how old the edifice is 
rcmains, however, a problem far from being cntircly clarified and it is not the purpose of the prcsenl 
analysis to tacklc this subjcct. ::\everthcless, the history of this important medieval monument4 makes the 
background for the projcction of its complcmentary monument, „thc Cyclopean fence"5 conceivcd as a 
truly monumental stonc barricr. This cnclosurc, macle by a clustcring of Roman stoncs, is exceptional not 
just bccause of thc great number of monumcnts it compriscs and their quality as expressions of Roman 
imperial history or art, but rather duc to its originality as an outcome - under continuous claboration until 
reccntly - of historics and mentalitics of utrnost intercst, but the details of which still rcmain, 
unfortunatcly, mostly obscure. 

Thc cnclosure on the whole - although an exccptional monument, that still awes today - has ncver 
bccn thc obj cct of applicd rcsearch. Beyond bricf accounts that bring out its original prescnce or simply 

M. J. Ackncr, who offcrs valuable information in a time whcn, drivcn by romanticism, the interest for antiqucs is 
rcstorcd to cxceptional vigour. In his report rcgarding thc cpigraphic periegesis of 1 84 7,  Ack.ner notes that with time 
"many pieces !ie hidden, reburied purposely by the inhabitants - se1fs - of the premises, in order nat to he forced to 
transport them 011 sleds or wagons either to the manors of the feudal noblemen from the neighbouring villages, or to 
the ri1•er Mureş in 1'iew of their shipping to Vienna ar the imperial court" (translatcd from Romanian). M. J. Ack.ner, 
Die rămischen Altertiimer und deutschen Burgen in Siebenhiirgen, 1 856, p. 8 (apud IDR I II, 2, p. 1 8) .  On thc 
phenomenon of migration of such picces, in general, sec thc historical account of epigraphic discoveries and 
research, presented by I. I. Russu in IDR III , 2, p. 1 0-24. 

3 Wc do not refer hcrc to thc Greck or Roman temenos or peribolon alonc, but to the enclosures of Dacian 
worship edifices as well .  The rows of stone posts - currently namcd "pillars" - which surround both thc so-called 
rectangular sanctuaries and thc circular ones raised in thc great Dacian sanctuary of Sarmizegetusa Regia must 
have stood for sacrcd enclosures of temenos (defining the sacred area proper to each temple). 

4 The most important attestation of the village of Ostrov (Oztro) goes back to the sccond half of the 1 4th 
ccntury (in the year 1 360, whcn thc prescncc of thc clcrgyman who scrved as archpricst of Haţeg Land is 
mcntioncd) ;  latcr it is refcrrcd to undcr the name Ostro (attcsted in 1 723)  or Nagy-Osztro (in 1 873) .  The dating of 
thc church founding rclics both on thc document of 1 360 and on another one which attests the existence in Ostrov, 
in ycar 1 402, of one of thc principalities of Ha\eg Land - the principality of Dionisius of Oztro (Daneş of Ostrov). 
R. Popa, !'ara Hafegului, Bucureşti, 1 988,  p. 1 08 ,  p. 24 1 -243; F. Marsili, Danubius Pannonico-Mysicus, ohsen,ationibus 
geographicis, astronomicis, physicis perlustratus ab Aloysio Ferd. cam. Marsili. Ifagac-Amstclodami, I, 1 726; 
(apud IDR III , 2 ,  p. 1 77) ;  Th. Mommscn, CIL, I I I ,  Berlin, 1 873- 1 902 (apud !DR III , 2 ,  p. 235) .  On dating 
possibilities, espccially based on the murals (sec thc dedica tory icon, dcpicting the Virgin Mary with Jesus Child, set 
in the nichc of the wcst towcr, addcd up later) , in chronologic sequcnccs set bctwccn mid 1 4111 century and mid 1 5'r, .  
cf. V. Vătăşianu, Istoria artei feudale 1Î1 f(lrile Române, I ,  1 959, p. 402-403; V. Drăguţ, Pictura muralei din 
Transilvania, Bucureşti, 1 970, p. 47-48 ;  I .  D.  Ştefănescu, La peinture religieuse en Valachie el en Transylanie 
depuis Ies origines jusqu 'au >..1X siecle, Paris, 1 932 ,  p. 259;  M .  Porumb, Pier ura româneascâ din Transilmnia fsec. 
XIV - XVII), vo i. I, Cluj-::\apoca, 1 98 1 ,  p. 1 5 : idem , Diqionar de picturâ 1•eche româneascâ din Transil1'(/nia. 
Bucureşti, 1 998, p. 278 .  Sec also Yl. Păcurariu, Biserica din Ostrovul Mare, Mitropolia Ardealului, IV, 1 -2 ,  1 959, 
p. 1 23- 1 24 .  Wc rcmind here that thc first attcmpt or an exhaustive description or the church is duc to pricst Ştefan 
Moldovan ( in thc 1 9'" century) who dates the church between the 9111 and the 14'" ccnturics (A. A Rusu, Ctitori şi 
hiserici din !'ara lfafegului pânâ la 1 700, Satu \fare, 1 997, p. 237) .  More recent rcsearch hasn' t  brought anything 
new. The equivocality of interpretations is very wcl l  evidenced by thc way A. A Rusu argues his dating of the 
church: "E\'('/1 wirhout some conclusive elemenls provided hr rhe archaeological research, a .few clarifications 011 
chronology arc possible. Based on t/7<' informarion arresring Pe1ru of Ostro1', archpriest o(Romanians of Hafeg, \ l 'C 
111 11st alreadv imagine the presence of thc ch11rch . " '  Or: " Witho111 hm·ing the 111e<111s or the subjectii ·itv of arr 
historians, it seems to me f/l{lf the dating of the mural.\· might better fit the 1 51" cenrurv. "  (translated [rom Roman ian). 

5 As I. I .  Russu calls it (IDR III. 2, no. 473. p. 403). 
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Fig. 1 .  a The Church in Ostrov; b :  detail with the enclosure - b lock no. inv. 27 (photograph taken in 
1 933 ,  The Archives of The National Institute of Historic Monuments, File DMI); c: The p lan of the 
cburch and of the enc losure cf. A. A. Rusu, Ctitori şi biserici din Ţara Haţegului până la 1 700, 

Satu Mare, 1 997, fig. 32 ,  34, p. 238 ,  240). 
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place it among examples - more or less worthy of scicntific interest6 - of migration of Roman 
archaeological lithic material, the monument has ncver been (and it is not) even protected. Along mast of 
its contour, the cnclosure - which one might qualify as "Roman-Medievar' - is invadcd by wccds, by 
vegetal leftovers from funerals that took place in the ccmctcry, and the lithic material is continuously 
dcgrading undcr the action of exterior agcnts. Thc mouldings arc, in mast of thc cascs, crodcd beyond 
rccognition and numerous blocks havc become almost infom1. Thc monuments that bear inscriptions did 
not have a bettcr fortunc themsclves. Oncc thc intcrest for thc cpigraphic mcssage of some of the altars or 
pedestals includcd in the cnclosure cxhausted with publishing and then with the removing of some to the 
custody of muscums, the monuments fell into ncglcct and now only a few can be rccovercd. The 
cnclosure of Ostrov bas bcen a truc treasure of antiqucs, out of which some pieces havc becn probably 
rcmovcd, with t imc, by collcctors - with or without thc accept of local pcoplc. For such changcs of 
dcstination bcars witncss thc story of thc dramatic dcstiny of thc six blocks removed by Ariosti from 
Ostrov in 1 723 ,  with the intcntion of transporting thcm to Vienna7. The only pieccs that have bccn 
invcstigatcd, thanks to thc same exclusively cpigraphic intcrcst, make a group of 20 monuments with 
inscriptions, studied and republishcd by I. I. Russu (sec Anncxcs I ,  2) .  The source of only scven itcms 
among thcsc is recorded as bcing thc cnclosure of thc cemctcry. Howcvcr, in the autumn of 2005 we 
could only retracc within thc cnclosurc two of thcsc blocks (inv.no . l 08 and inv.no. 1 68) .8 Somc of the 
others, unidentified in situ at prescnt, are probably still part of the cnclosure but deterioratcd to such an 
cxtent that thcy !ost any trace of epigraph and, in some cases, they are probably broken and scattered, 
unrecognizable today. (see Annexes 1 -3 )  

Bascd on cpigraphic grounds, I .  I .  Russu considcrcd a s  one of  the sources for the monumcnts bcaring 
inscriptions (funerary monumcnts) thc eastcm necropolis of Clpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa.9 Indccd, the largc 
majority of Jithic fragnients in thc enclosure may rcprcsent funerary architccturc in a highly varicd rangc of 
architectural suggcstions, as wc will try to convey with our rcconstruction sketches of thc types which can bc 
takcn into consideration, due to the nature of the fragmcnts analyscd at Ostrov. An1ong thcse there are 
monuments with prcstigc and architectural authority. Of course, thc 01igin of funcrary monuments, and mainly 
of thc monumental oncs, in the necropolis of Clpia Traiana may be hardly doubtcd. lf this so clearly 
circumscribcd source place can be valid for most of thc monuments of funerary character, we might as well 
cxpect other typcs of blocks from thc cnclosure to come, at !cast in part 1 0, from the samc treasurc of ruins that 
was for ccnturies the capital of Roman Dacia, Clpia Traiana Sannizegetusa. 

The purposc of this analysis is to prcsenl an exhaustive aecount of the "Roman-Medieval" 
enclosurc, in its plan and clevation, togcther with the detailed recording of thc blocks - those stil! bearing 
traccs of mouldings or those that, despite the poor state of preservation, stil! show their original function. 
The rest of thc blocks, making the largc majority, will be presented in their broad outlines. Wc'll offcr 
thus not only an invcntory of Roman l ithic pieces that make the enclosurc in Ostrov, but alsa some 
suggcstion rcgarding the monumcnts that somc of these come from, with the hopc that this original 
monument, reprcsented by the enclosure, will not be condemncd to disappear1 1 . lf al! the blocks !ost their 

6 I. I. Russu considcrcd thc cnclosurc a mere improvisation (IDR III, 2, p. 395-396) . 
7 Thc Italian Joscphus Ariosti, prcscnt in Alba Julia on the occasion of the edification of thc fortrcss on thc 

ruins of ancicnt Apulum, gathcrcd epigraphic monumcnts from Abrud, Zlatna, Turda and thc ncighbourhood of 
Clpia Traiana. On transporting thcm on a ship on rivcrs .\1 urcş, Tisa and thcn Danubc, a group of picccs havc bccn 
!ost in a shipwrcck, al Szegcd. The picccs which rcachcd thcir dcstination have becn laid in thc walls of the festive 
hali of the Nationalhibliothek in Vicnna (IDR III, 2,  p. 1 5 ) .  Although thc village of Ostrov is attcstcd as sourcc place 
for somc blocks, whcrc cxactly werc thcy rcmovcd from rcmains unclear. It is howevcr supposable that at !cast some 
of them had belonged to the cnclosure. (Sec Anncx I ) . 

8 With much rescrvc, we refer to one more block (inv. no. 1 64), which wc could not propcrly survey (thus wc are 
not sure it bore no inscription) ; wc could only estimate two of its dimensions, as it lays tipped ovcr, bchind an outhousc. 

9 IDR III, 2, no. 374, p .  3 1 4-3 1 5 .  Thc author considcrcd that thesc might have been brought to Ostrov during 
the 1 5111- 1 6111 ccnturies. 

10  Theoretically one cannot exclude, for somc fragmcnts, a different source, given the short distance to yct 
other ancient settlemcnts. (Sec a Iso Membra disiecta I, p. 1 75 , espccially footnotes 22, 24 ). 

1 1  Wc havc markcd thc invcntory numbcr on cach pi cec of the cnclosurc, with thc hope that no uncontrolled 
removal of any fragment out of it should happen again and also for a better control of the position of each and evcry 
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individual cxprcssivity bccausc of crosion and cxfoliation - which is alrcady the case with most of thcm - the 
wealth of infonnation waiting to be uncovcrcd would bc !ost. Cnf01tunatcly, despite the intentions, this 
invcntory cam10t bc exhaustive. Du1ing thc recording and drawing up of surveys we came to find that besides 
thc blocks visiblc today 1 2  therc are others which arc now out of rcach, completely buried, out of various 
rcasons. Wc ca1mot cvcn estimate thc numbcr of thcsc. Many blocks are only partly buried. This situation is 
largely the resuit of !he raising with time of thc ground levei all around the necropolis, but also of an 
uncontrollcd raising in the arca inm1cdiatcly adjacent to thc cnclosurc. 1 3  Retrieving its complete imagc and 
bringing to light the rclation bctwccn the enclosurc and the construction strata of the church should involvc 
specific archacological excavations and rescarch, an undcrtaking which went wcll beyond our possibilities1 4 . 

Wc rccordcd 1 8 8 blocks that belong to thc cnclosurc1 5 • On approx. 2 1  % among them the mounting 
traccs or mouldings could still be percei ved. 1 6 We added 7 more blocks to the serics of  recorded itcms -
one used as a tombstonc, one laid loose in thc cemctcry, thc others incorporated in the actual sidewalk of 
the church - bccause of their presumablc bclonging, at some point, to the enclosure. 1 7  

itcm. This action will not havc thc cxpectcd conscqucnccs unlcss it raises an  "official" interest, and the index 
numbcrs do not fade in timc. 

Wc mcntion berc thc participation of .\1r. Ionuţ Oprea, architccture student at the time, who marked thc fragmcnts 
as wcl l  as that of .\1iss Claudia .\1uştcr (Apostol), architccturc student hcrsclf at the time, who took part in the 
surveying of thc blocks. 

1 2 The enclosurc is bcttcr preservcd in thc more "visiblc" scction, toward the street (to south and cast). Along 
the rest of its contour it is invadcd by wceds, some blocks tippcd ovcr, fragments of extreme value hardly accessiblc 
bccause of improviscd constructions which 11ank thcm (an outhousc, a wooden shed, a recent concrete and wirc 
mcsh fenec - which ovcrlaps thc outline of the ancient stone enclosure) . 

13 Solving this archacological problem might providc prccious hints on the history of the enclosure and its 
dcvcloping. Duc to thcir specific structurc, somc blocks must havc bccn "embedded" into the ground at the moment 
of thcir adding to thc cnclosurc. Wc must note, howevcr, that in some cases the embedment was the result of modem 
indiffcrencc. Such is thc case of the transformations operated on the premises of a building (the school) located in 
closc vicinity to thc cnclosurc (wcst of the main gatc of the church precinct), which did not taken into consideration 
thc monument and a significant part of it cndcd up suffocatcd with earth, or dcbris. It is here the place to note that 
thc street levei, adjacent to thc precinct along its south and cast sectors, is approx. 60 cm lower than thc 
corrcsponding leve! in the ccmctcry, as shown in plates XVI-XVII .  

1 4  Wc rcmind hcrc that we havc set to record and survey thc Roman picces on the occasion of the architccture 
rescarch we havc conductcd at thc church in Dcnsuş (not far away from Ostrov). The inventory and the survey of the 
cnclosure from Ostrov arc - just as it happcned with the monumcnts presented in the first part of this study - the 
exclusive outcomc of our own initiative. (see Membra disiecta I) . 

It is thc place to mcntion thc special support wc havc rcceived during this undertaking - both while marking 
thc index numbcrs on thc picces of the enclosurc, and during surveying thc items and the ensemble - from the parish 
priest, .\1r. Ovidiu Bora. 

15 A A Rusu ' s tcstimony rcgarding the number of picces that used to be found in the enclosure is of importance. 
Beforc 1 997 A. A Rusu has had thc chancc to count 208 blocks, just as many as Şt. .\1oldovan had counted in 1 855 !  

A A Rusu, Ctitori ş i  biserici din Ţara Haţegului, pânâ la 1700 Satu Mare, 1 997, p. 244; Şt. Moldovan, 
Jnformaţiune de.1pre statul parohiilor, numârul locuitorilor, starea preoţilor, porţiunilor canonice, a bisericilor, 
cimitirelor şi a şcolilor din vicariatul Haţegului, carele sunt de a dreptul îngrijirii vicariatului ocârmuitoare 
încredinţate dupâ cum se află acelea în 6118 a lunii noiembrie din anul 1855, manuscript from 1 855 published by 
Gh . .'.\aghi in Un manuscris inedit a lui Ştefan Moldovan privitor la Ţara Haţegului la mijlocul secolului al XIX-iea, 
Sargctia, XX, 1 986- 1 987, p. 306-326 (refercnce to thc numbcr of pieces at p. 323) .  

Hencc a problem wc cannot solve: what caused the disappcarancc of the 20 blocks we couldn' t  track in 2004 
- 2005? Did they vanish bcing removed from thc enclosurc in unknown circumstances, because of being buried as a 
resuit of thc rising of ground leve!, or their "missing" must be cxplaincd otherwisc? 

Whatcvcr thc answcr to this qucstion, it is cicar that the monument demands prompt protcction. 
16 Traccs of mouldings or mounting groovcs may still subsist on other rccorded blocks as well, but concealed 

on surfaccs out of rcach now. 
17 Thc Roman fragmcnts abundantly used in the walls of thc church are not the object of the present analysis. 

It is regrcttable that thc opportunity to analyse the Roman lithic material incorporated in the walls, offered by thc 
last rcstoration of thc church, has not been takcn. Thc blocks from the soclc or the corner rcinforcements, left 
unplastcrcd, arc thc only .\palia to be scen today. The blocks embedded in the sidewalks adjoining the church (inv. 
no. 60 , 1 9 1 - 1 93 , J 95- 1 96) havc not stirrcd any attcntion cither and are but partly accessible now. If thcy are part of 
thc group of "stoncs· · ktchcd in one of the construction phascs of the church, to be used in the walls, or thcy 
bclongcd to thc cnclosurc and havc bccn rcmovcd from it at a latcr time, one cannot know. 
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The composition of the cnclosurc is not homogcncous. This aspect is not entircly the conscqucncc 
of variation of fonn among thc multitude of blocks making it, but is rather the resuit of varied dcnsity of 
agglomerates of lithic fragments a long the cnclosure line. The highest density in thc clustering of thc 
blocks can bc rccordcd on the southcrn and south-eastem parts of thc contour, adjoining the strcct 
(bctwcen acccss gates A and B of thc ccmctery) . High dcnsity distinguishcs a short tract of the south-wcst 
section, too (wcst of main gatc A), as well as anothcr strctch, north of gale B (plate XXV). The rest of thc 
track is !css tightly set. The causc of this apparcntly uncven layout may of coursc bc the "quarrying" of  
blocks 1 8, in modem timcs, out of  thc backyard tract, bchind thc church - where, in the north-eastem 
sector, a short stretch is lcft without blocks - maybe by locals thcmselves (giving them various uses 1\ 
but rathcr by collcctors. One might cxpect the outline to have shown a !css agglomerate and more orderly 
layout, given the type of "laid" disposition of numerous oblong blocks, as it can bc seen up to this day, 
espccially on thc north-wcstcm and northem tracts and herc and there in other scctors. 

Ali in all ,  a generally lowcr dcnsity along thc cntirc enclosure line in the early years of its existencc 
is plausiblc. Considering thc present distribution of fragmcnts, it appears that the predilect locations for 
adding new elements,  in time - aftcr the cntrancc o[ thc church was movcd to its south side, consecutive 
to its rcbuilding on a largcr layout - might have becn, probably, those with greatcr "visibility" toward thc 
acccss areas to thc cemctcry and thc church, namcly thc southem and south-castem tracts. 

Thc cnclosure bcing complcmentary to thc church, its moment of birth cam1ot be determined but by 
circumstantial arguments, associatcd to thc worship cdificc.20 If secn as an independent monument, 
drawing plausible "chronologic" hypothescs for thc birth of the enclosurc dcpcnds on the possibility to fix 
the moment of the fost massivc migrations of Roman blocks to bc incorporatcd in the walls of medieval 
churches of Haţeg. for now, an argument of cxccptional value in search of a terminus ante quem for the 
dating of thc enclosure is owed to Ferdinand .\1arsigli ,  who madc a drawing of a block with inscription, 
incorporated in the enclosure (an altar) in ycar 1 690.2 1 Rcgardlcss of its starting point, the enclosurc of 
Ostrov was supposcdly programmed to bc composcd, as a whole, with ancicnt stones, probably grantcd 
by the villagers and the local nobleman with thc s ignificancc of authority and piety, as wcll .22 It is also 
probablc that, over timc - cspecially in momcnts of rcvival of antiques migration - ncw fragmcnts wcrc 
brought in, to add, maybe, to the more loosc sections23, but at the samc time, as previously shown, some 
picces were removed from the enclosure and transportcd to private collections. Given the lack of direct 
documcntary or archacological cvidcnce, one must consider two hypotheses: eithcr the prccinct was 
"programmed" simultaneously to the first phase of the worship edifice, or it was the exclusive outcome of 
the phenomenon of antiques migration.24 Following the first conjecturc, at the origins of this monument 
must have been more than just a mentality acquired by transfer of influence.25 

1 8  Thcrc are hints that somc fragmcnts did no! maintain their original location in the cnclosure. It is a question 
of small, easy to move fragmcnts. Somc havc bccn purposcly broken; others havc been deterioratcd with time. This 
explains why we found fragmcnts bclonging to the samc monument, scattcred around. 

19 sec Membra Disiecta I, passim. 
20 In fact thcre was no qucstion of a systematic approach to the subjcct. Thc asscmblage of Roman stoncs 

along thc pcrimctcr of the cemctcry is somctimcs uscd to strcss the considcrablc agc of thc church, sometimcs, on 
thc contrary, thc old agc of thc church servcs as an argument for dating the cnclosure (sec �- Porumb, Pictura 
românească din Transilmnia, I, (.1·ec. XIV-XVI), Cluj->:apoca, 1 98 1 ,  p. 1 5) .  

2 1  IDR III, 2 , no . 428, p . 363, fig. 340. Roman cpigraphic fragmcnts arc attcstcd in Ostrov starting with 1 553, 
whcn A. Vcrantius copies for the first timc thc text of an cpigraph. Whcrc cxactly had he sccn thc block, rcmains, 
unfortunatcly, unknown. Ibidem, no. 272, p. 238. 

22 According to tradition (?) , thc pcasants of Ostrov st i l l  bclicvc that thc church togcthcr with thc surrounding 
ccmctcry arc locatcd in a place with ancicnt sacrcd significancc. constitutcd in Dacian timcs. Thc blocks which 
make thc cnclosurc of thc ccmctcry arc rcferrcd to as "the Dacian and Roman stones". (In the samc way onc 
rcgards, aftcr all , thc Roman spolia built in thc walls of thc church in Dcnsuş). Even though, special rcscarch 
missing, thc hcuristic valuc of this oral tradition is for now doubtful, it is howcvcr wonh mcntioning it. 

23 Thcrc are at !cast two rccords of picccs transportcd form l.ilpia Traiana to Ostrov, of which onc rcfcrs 
dircctly to a piccc from the cnclosurc. In qucstion arc thc two altars with inscriptions studied by Marsigli at Ostrov 
in 1 690, prcviously rccordcd, bctwccn 1 560- 1 570, in Upia Traiana. (IDR III , 2, nr. 202, p. 1 77) . 

24 A. A. Rusu opincs thal thc cnclosurc docs not reprcsent just "a simple piting, on .fi111ctional purpose, but a 
deliherate co//ection" gathcrcd by thc local noblcman, out of "cultural appetite". (A. A. Rusu, op. cil. , p. 244). 

25 Thc resuit of which might havc bcen thc "culwral appetite" o[ thc noblcman, as wc l i  (Ibidem, loc.cit. ) .  
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As wc shall illustrate further, it is not far-fctched to consider the idea to delimitate the sacred arca of the 
worship edifice by mcans of suggestion conveycd by the stones - "signs" for the authority of the past - an idea 
not unfamiliar to those who would havc directed the construction of thc church contemporancously with its 
enclosure. 

2. The 0111/ine of the precinct dependent 011 the .first phase of the churclz (PI . XXV, XXIX). An clement 
intrinsic to thc monument, namcly its detailcd plan, advocates the hypothcsis of a unitary conccption of 
thc cnscmble church - cnclosurc. Thc fact that its outline has bccn conceived with a regular, circular, 
configuration shows that thc enclosure has bccn planned and put up as such from the very beginning and 
it is not rcsulted out of a random lining up in time of Roman stones, nor is it put up exclusively as a 
"collcction" of antiques26. Moreovcr, thc congruity of thc centre of the circle that defines the outline of 
the enclosure with the centre of thc naos of the oldcr church can hardly be interpreted as a simple 
coincidence (PI .  XXIX). The geometric centre of rhe plan of the naos represents an essential point for the 
tracing of the whole plan on the ground, bcing at thc intersection of the diagonals of the rectanglc fonned 
by thc walls of the naos . Thus the diagonals involved in the tracing on the ground of the plan of the 
church arc at the same time, implicitly, thc guidclincs of the circular plan of the cnclosure: thc outline of 
the cnclosurc follows a circumfcrcncc thc centre of which !ies at thc intcrscction of these diagonals, its 
radius 23.694111 long. Sununing up, thc fcaturcs of the general plan suggest that the enclosure and the 
church, in its first phase, have been planncd and traced on the ground at once, as a unitary ensemble. 

On looking to the plan of the enscmblc and to its appearance in elevation (PI. XXV; XXVI­
XXVIII) , one may find a few faults from the circular tracing (bctween blocks nos.  1 63 - 1 7 1  to west, 
betwccn blocks nos. 1 05-1 1 8  to north-cast and bctwecn blocks 7-35 to south and south-west) .  The cause 
of this "inconsistency" may be found by following the distribution of the blocks in the respective areas. 
This is mostly determincd by the sliding (not always casual27) of blocks out of their place (situation bctter 
cvidcnced between blocks nos. 1 05- 1 1 8) or by the construction of some shacks (in the cascs of blocks 
nos . 1 33 - 1 36  and of nos. 1 63 - 1 7 1 ,  unfortunate enough to be in the way of building an outhouse) . In the 
casc of thc sector placed along both sides of the access gate - recently put up - comprising blocks 4 to 7 
and 1 35 ,  the causes of the displacements are obvious, as well. Part of the blocks were moved because of 
the implantation of the gate (undoubtedly those directly adjacent to cast and blocks 4-7 to west); othcrs, 
sliding, ti lting or even tipping over from their previous positions28, were either reset behind the 
neighbouring parts of the enclosure, or simply "pushed" inwards and, where needed, propped with large 
cobblcstones or even larger stoncs, laid strcct side. This is how the image of random pile, on some tracts 
of the outline, took shape (for instance the "heap" made by blocks no. 66, 68,  69, 70, 7 1 ) . Then, behind 
thc blocks of this sector there are some other fragments, scattered rather that laid, which have resulted 
from thc crumblcd blocks or h?ve been brought in this position rather reccntly. The absence of blocks 
along a strctch of the south-west tract, between blocks no. 1 89 and no. 1 87 or between no. 1 83 and no. 
1 82 is duc, at !cast partly, to their bcing completely covered with earth29 and, on the other hand, to their 
removal from the enclosurc on the occasion of transformations of the adjoining arca. 

In spite of all these faults or abscnces, the circular outline of the enclosure has been traced and 
obcycd to with a surprising prccision, givcn the fact that this outline was not to guide the building of a 
propcr wall, but of an incvitably inhomogcncous cluster, made of lithic fragments with diverse structures. 

Thc hypothesis of thc correlation of the plan of the church and the circle of the enclosure is further 
supported by a very particular metrologica! relation betwecn the tracing radius of the enclosure 
(R=23 .694m) and the (semi-)diagonal of thc naos30(r=3 .38 l m) .  The diagonal of the naos rectangle is 

16 Thc local noblcman (cneaz) must havc had a decisive role in bringing the pieces together (A. A Rusu, 
op.cit. , loc.cit.) and in thc conccption that gcneratcd the whole cnsemblc of thc cnclosure, as well. 

27 Thc construction of thc ncw fcnce, with concrete posts and wire mcsh, impacted thc medieval enclosurc in 
various points along its contour. 

28 One of thc rcasons might bc cvcn thc overcrowding of tombs, which wcakencd the tcrrain adjaccnt to thc 
cnclosurc. (sce thc arca bctween no. 24 and 47) (pl. XXV). 

29 In this arca we could noticc thc prcscnce of blocks completely buried in the ground. 
·10 Wc note the semi-diagonal of thc naos "r", as it can be expressed geometrically as radius of the circle 

circumscribcd to thc rectanglc of the naos. 
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compriscd 1 4  times in thc diamctcr of thc cnclosure circle (or, the radius of the enclosure equals 7 timcs 
thc semi-diagonal of thc naos) : 23 .694 m/3 .3 8 1  m=7.008 ! (Fig. XXIX). 

I. FL1\ERARY ALTARS A�D PEDESTALS FOR COMMEMORATIVE MO'NUMEl\TS (?) 

Ali altars still idcntifiablc arc of rectangular monolith type, with or without capital and basc. By 
shape and dimcnsions thcy arc analogous cithcr to colunm or pilastcr soclcs, or to pcdestals for 
comrncmorativc or worship monumcnts. Thc element which rcndcrs thcm distinct from thesc latter 
architectural elements is, first of all, thc trcatmcnt of thc uppcr surfacc. In thc case of soclcs or pcdcstals, 
thc uppcr surfacc is a bcdding surfacc, provided - in ordcr to support colunms or statues - with specific 
mounting groovcs. In thc other cases thc uppcr surfacc, bccomc plateaufor tize o..ffering table of thc altars, 
is  gencrally recognizable by thc prcscnce of a concavity (focus), usually seconded by a canal (trough) for 
rcmoving the leftovers (ashes etc . )  from pcrfom1ing thc ritual. 

1 .1 .  Altar (Inv. no. 1 00 a, b) (Fig. 2, PI. I) 
Location: included in the east tract of the cnclosure (adjacent to gate B) ; 
Material: limestone; 
Dimensions3 1 : Lap=80.5 cm; Lc=66.5 cm; w°'P=-64 cm; wc=5 1 .4 cm; H > 1 05 cm; Hc>75 cm; Hcap=-26 cm; h > 70 cm; 

Rectangular altar, with capital and (probably) base, prcserved in two fragmcnts resulted from the 
cleavage of one picce ( 1  OOb) from the fac;ade. The basc and part of the shaft are buri ed into the ground. 
The capital projects out above the shaft with a sequcncc of mouldings, comprising a cavetto, a cyma 
reversa and a round listei, with thc platcau of thc altar table rising abovc them. The central panel of the 
shaft is delimited by a f1at framc, bordcrcd inwards by a moulding resembling an overtumcd talon. Thc 
cyma reversa moulding fits in a rectangle with the ratio ls/hs=0.66 .  The talon(?) of the central frame fits 
in a rectangle with the ratio lt/ht=0 .303 . The hollowing of thc altar table follows a rectangular perimetcr 
and reachcs a dcpth of 4 cm in its central arca. The bordcr is largcly dctcriorated and no trace of thc 
trough can be perccived. Remarkablc thc incisive carving of dctails, with firm shadows, generated by thc 
presence of notches (minute slant planes) along the moulding cdgcs. 

The back surface of the altar was not meant to be visible. It is  roughly treated, indicating its 
disposition relatively adjacent to the surface of anothcr monument. 

The sacrcd character of thc monument îs cxpresscd by thc geometric support underlying its dcsig11. 
The sacred number 1 O is included in the distribution of compositional clcments32, allowing, 
simultancously, the internai cohcsion with thc unit of mcasurcmcnt. Thus, thc circle with I O digits radius 
gcnerates, by a scquence of polygons (squarc - pentagon) thc rectangle of the altar table sur face and, by 
doublc succcssion ad quadratum and octagon dircctly dctcm1incs thc lcngth of the capital . ln this manner, 
thc corrclation to the width of the hollowcd arca is securcd, set by thc edgc of the hexagon inscribcd in 
thc circle drawn around the plan. (Fig. 2) 

31 Abbrcviations: length ofcapital=Lcap; height of capital=Hca;i : lcngth of base=Lb; length of shaft=Lc; width of 
capital=wcap; dcpth of base=db; depth of shaft=dc; total height=H: hcight of shaft=Hc; height of capital=Hc,r; height 
of central panel=h; lcngth of central paneI -�Ir ; length of the rcctanglc comprising the cyma revers a= I,; hcight of thc 
rcctanglc comprising thc cyma reversa=h,; lcngth of the rcctanglc comprising thc talon=l1; hcight of thc rcctangle 
comprising the talon=h1; * = preserved dimension; 0 = rcconstructed dimension. 

32 "\"umbcr 1 O was considcrcd perfect by Grceks and Romans alike. For Pythagorcans it reprcscntcd the divine 
force that gavc cohcsion to cosmos, symbol of knowlcdge and faith, its prcscnce in nature gencral ised and noi 
dependent on man 's will. (Fr. Lasscrrc, The Birth of Mathematics, London, 1 964, p. 52 sqq. ; \1-W. Jones, Principles 
of Roman Architecture, "\"cw York, 2004: D. \1. Pippidi, Filosofoia greacâ pinii la Platon, II, 2, Bucureşti, 1 984, p. 
77, 1 23- 1 24. For examplcs in Grcck and Roman architecturc cf. Ci . Gruben, Griechische Tempel und Heiligtiimer, 
Miinchen, 200 1 ,  p. 350-3 5 1 ,  p. 4 1 9: \1 .  \1ărgincanu Cârstoiu, Architecture grecque et romaine. Membra disiecta, 
Histria XII, Bucarest, 2006, p. 20-23 and 386, fig. 1 06 ;  idem, În legâturâ cu tezaurul siphnienilor din /Jelphi. 
Geometrie şi metrologie, RMI), 1 -2 ,  2000, p. 1 66- 1 88 (passim) ;  idem .. 'f11e Evolution of fonic Capital ji-0111 the 
Hellenistic Age to the Roman Age. A Standstill in Geome11y. ?,  Dacia, �S, 46-47, 2002-2003, p. 53- 1 1 2  (passim). 
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Fig. 2 . a Altar I . I .  (inv. no. l OOa, b) ;  b geometric support. 
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Table 1 :  Unit ofmeasurement and geometric support (Fig. 2b) 
l d= l  F/ 1 6=29 .66cm/ l 6= l . 853cm; L *=diameter of the circle resulted through the succession square-square-octagon 
(from the circle with R= lOd); l *=diameter of the circle of the plan (resulted through the succession square-pentagon 
from the circle with R=l Od) 

Dimensions cm Dimensions 1 dl Control cm 
Correlations 

Lcap 80 .5 43 .5 80.60 
L* 80.22 

Le 66 .5 36  66 .70 
lcap -64 34.5 63 .92 

I* 64 .7 
Ic 5 1 .4 28 5 1 . 88 
Hcan 26  1 4  25 .94 

1.2. Altar (inv. no. 1 1 ) (Fig. 3, Pl. II) 
Location: included in the enclosure of the cemetcry, in the south sector, clase to gate A; 
Material :  limestone; 

Diff. cm 

0. 1 0  
0 .27 
0.20 
0.08 
0 .7 
0 .48 
0 .06 

Dimensions: Lcap=86 cm; Lc=70 cm; lcap=65 cm; lc=47.5 cm; H>l 1 7cm; Hc>75 cm; Hcap=28.5 cm; h>70cm; lp=-49 cm 

Rectangular altar with capital (and base). The base and part of the shaft are buried in the ground. 
The plateau of the votive table is surrounded by a "banier" (rim) l 2- l 3cm wide, l 5cm high, interrupted 
in the median axis of the facyade by a trough 1 7cm long, not as decp as the offering table. The inner faces 
of the rim are slant. The mouldings of the facyades are completely eroded and cannot be read but on one 
face: it shows a cyma reversa (with the convex part much diminished) - with a ratio ls/hs=0 .472 -
followed by a round listel and, at the lower part, by a cavetto (the aspect of the other mouldings, 
reconstructed in Pl. II, is  unsure) . The,opposite face is completely destroyed. 

Table 2 :  Unit of measurement and geometric support (Fig. 3c) 
l d= l f/ J  6=29.66cm/ l 6=1 .853cm; 1 C= l  .5F=44 .49cm 

Dimensions cm Dimensions l d/  Control cm Difference cm 
correlations 

Lcap 86 46 .5 86 . 1 6  0. 1 6  
2 Lco 1 86 .5 0 .5 

Le 70 38/ 70.4 1 0.4 1 
Ip -49 26.5 49 . 1  0. 1 

Lc/.,/2. 49 .5 0.5 
lcan 65 35 64.85 -0. 1 5  
le 47.5 25.5 47.25 - 0.25 
Hu 28 .5 1 5 .5 28 .72 0.22 

Le ( .,/2.-1 )=L8 28 .98 0.48 

The plan of the plateau of thc offering table is govemed by the decagon inscribed in the circle 
compri sing its fundamental rectangle; the length of the shaft is correlated, by the pentagon, to thc length 
of the central panel, etc. 

I.3. Altar-shaped fimera1y monument with inscription (Inv. no. 1 08), with 11aces of secondary use (Fig. 4, Pl. III) 
IDR, III, 2, pp. 297-298 ;  described by Şt. Moldovan in 1 853; it contained a text, par1ly hanm1cred (damnatio memoriae)33 

33 Inscription text: 
[ - - - - - - -]Aug (usto sive ae } 
[prosalute et] incol(umitate) 
[imp(eratoris) caes(aris) M(arci) A]urel(ii) 
[ [  Antonini Commodi?]] 

5. [Pii fel(icis) Aug(usti)? ] 
[- - - - - -]co(n)s(uli) [VI] 
[- - - trib. Pot.] XV (sive XV[I]) 
- - - - - - - - - A - - - -
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b .  

a .  c .  
Fig. 3 .  a Altar I.2. ( inv. no. 1 1  ) ; b: cavity detail c: geometric support. 
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Location: includcd in the north-east sector of the cnclosure, adjacent to gate B 
Material :  marble; 

1 2  

Dimensions: Leap• = 78.9; Leap0 = 87.3cm; Le = 7 1 .2cm; lcap = 27.5cm; lp=51 .3;  H > 1 1 2cm; He > 82cm: Hca;: = 29.6cm; 

A block reprcscnting an altar or a commcmorativc monument, with capital. Thc lowcr part of thc 
shaft and thc basc arc buricd in thc ground. Thc bcdding surfacc is badly damagcd, prcvcnting any rcmark 
on thc nature of the long, Oat clamp-shapcd groovc. Thus, it is not possiblc to decide whcthcr this groovc 
is thc resuit of a sccondary usc of an altar, or it has bccn dcstincd to fastcn a commcmorativc or votive 
sculpturc. Thc cdges of thc uppcr pa1t of thc capital arc obliqucly cut, giving thc suggcstion of a flattcd 
l!uncatcd pyramid, with thc regular Oat rcgistcr unfolding bcncath. Thc moulding, coming from a cyma 
reversa (ls/hs=0.604), undcrwcnt o fom1al dcviation through thc hypc11rophying of thc concave part; an 
obliquc ( 45°) l istei and a small cavetto conncct it to thc shaft .  Thc central panel is Oanked by a talon 
( lt/ht=0.396), followcd by thc usual Oat "ribbon". The side face (right) is brokcn. Thc block bcars traccs 
of sccondary usc. Bcfore its adding to thc cnclosurc, it had bcen cut off aftcr a plane parallcl to thc fa<;adc. 
This action may bc thc resuit of a sccondary usc·14 . ::\cvcrthelcss, the hypothcsis of its scctioning by those 
who brought thc block to the cnclosure cannot bc excludcd. 

Table 3 :  Unit of measurement and geometric support (Fig. 4c) 
l d= lF/1 6=29.44cm/16= 1 .84cm; a ! O=apothem of the decagon insc1ibcd in thc circlc o[ thc lcngth of thc reconst:mctcd 
capital; a6=apothem of the hexagon inscribed in the circlc of the unit o[ measurement 

Dimcnsions cm Dimensions 1 dl Control cm Differencc cm 
correlations 

Lcan• 87.8 47 86.48 0 . 1 2  
Le 7 1 .2 38 .5  70.84 0.36 

2a l 0  7 1 .03 1 0 . 1 6  
leao o 27.5 1 5  27.6 O . I  
Ip 5 1 .3 28 5 1 .52 0.23 

2a6 5 1 .37  0.07 
Heap 29.6 1 6  29 .44 0 .06 

l F  

Thc height of the capital is set by the unit of mcasurcment; the circlc of thc w1it of mcasurement 
(r=29 .66cm) generates, through the inscribed hexagon, thc length of the central panel; this is correlatcd to 
the length of the capital by the succcssion square-pcntagon; the length of the capital is c01Tclated to the 
length of the shaft by thc decagon. 

1.4. Funermy altar with inscription (lnv. no . l 68)(Fig. 5, PI. IV) 
IDR, III, 2, no. 459, pp. 395-396 (seen by Hochenhausen in the prccinct of the church, in thc l 8'h ccntury)35 
Location: included in the west sector of thc enclosure, clase to gate C; 
Material: travertine 
Dimensions36: L = 88cm; 1 = 73cm; 11 = 57.2; 151ce pancl = 43.3 ;  H=- 1 5 1 .7cm; H, = ! 20.7cm; 

34 It might have becn used as a thrcshold (thc face with inseription down), as the traccs of erosion - concave -
on the cutting surfacc may suggcst. 

35 Inscription text: 
D(is) M(anibus) 
C(aius) Venetius 
Privatus 

Aug(ustalis) col(oniae) 
5. Sanniz[ cgetusae] 

Me[t]ropo­
Lisvixit a-
�nis L Upia 
Patricia 

1 0 .  coniux 
16 further notations: 11�lcngth of inscription panel ;  h,=height of inscription panel. 
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Rectangular altar without capital. A small fraction o f  its lower part i s  bwied i n  the ground. The 
votive table is strongly carved out, to a maximum depth of 1 6cm; the perimetric frame - partly broken -
provided for an opening (trough), approx. 27cm long, opening anto the rear face. On the faces of the shaft 
the central pancls arc conserved, surrounded by an overtumed talon and a flat "ribbon" along the edges. 
The curving of the talon is distinct from all others found at monuments of this type in Ostrov 
(lt/ht=0.871  ). The sidc faces have thcir pcrimeter frame, in their lower third, approx. 57cm in height, 
hewn and unfinished. Thc rear face is treated in a rougher manner, proving that this face was not meant to 
be scen. Thc mouldings, unfinished on thc sidcs, suggest the possiblc existence of access steps to a 
"platform" adjacent to the rear side. The altar table - becausc of its height from the base - would havc 
been inaccessiblc for the pcrforming of rituals in absence of these steps. According to this conj ecture, the 
height of the rear plat fom1 - i .e .  of the altar in its functional area - is 94cm. 

This monument gi ves very important evidence to the history of thc enclosure. This was already put 
up in the l 8 1h century, when it was scen by :'Jajor Hochcnhausen who, given his interest in epigraphic 
picces, copicd its inscription.17 On the other hand, duc to the interest arisen by the inscription, this 
monument became a witness to thc vclocity of thc dramatic wearing out of the fragments that make up 
this highly original cnscmblc: during thc interval between I. I. Russu' s  documentary trips of 1 967, 1 972 
and 1 977 and the moment of our field research, in 2004 - 2005, the erosion of the inscription was so 
intense as to efface part of the letters so clearly visible in the photograph published in IDR. 

Table 4: Unit of measurement and geometric support (Fig. Se) 
l d= l F/ 1 6=29.66cm/l 6= 1 .853cm; 1 C= l  .5F=44.49cm 

Dimensions cm Dimensions I d/  
correlations 

L 88 47.5 
H 1 5 1 .7 82 
I 73 39 .5 
li 57.2 3 1  
10 43.3 23 .5 
Hi 1 20.7 65 
Eu 1 3  7 

Control cm Difference cm 

88 .0 1 O.O l 
1 5 1 .946 0. 1 4  
73 . 1 9  0. 1 9  
57 .53 0.33 
43.54 0.24 
1 20 .44 0.26 
1 2 .97 -0.03 

The plan of the altar table plateau is gencratcd by thc decagon inscribcd in the comprising circle (Fig. 5c). Thc unit 
of measuremcnt is inscribed in the interior of the stellar pentagon; the panel is correlated by square with this 
rectangle of the plan. 

I.5. Altar-shaped rectangular monument, without capital (lnv. no. 1 4) (Fig. 6, PI. V) 
Location: included in the enclosure of the cemetery, in its south sector, close to gate A; tipped over, facing the street; 
Yiaterial: limestone 
Dimensions: (the block considercd upright) : length L=76.7cm; 1=52cm; total height H= l 32cm; hp=93cm; lp= l 7 .2 

The sidc faccs (possibly thc bcdding and rcsting surfaces in the original position) are inaccessible. 
On the visiblc surface, exposcd to the street, there are traces of extremely eroded mouldings, i llegible 
now. The opposite face is largely buried in the ground, the visible part completely eroded. The side face 
(become upper surfacc, in the actual position) is hammcred and shows two grooves for n-shaped clamps. 
One is better preservcd, laici perpendicularly to the fa<;:ade line; the other one is destroyed, laid 
perpendicularly to thc oppositc, short line. Lcngth of groove=l 0.5cm; width of rod=2cm; depth of 
rod=3cm; height of leg=6cm. 

The impossibility to observe the entirc block makes it difficult to identify the original function. One 
first hypothesis would suggest that the clamp grooves are the resuit of secondary usc. Given the fact that 
the moulding of thc panel frame has becn evidently bcgun but ncvcr finished, one might believe that the 
block was initially conccivcd as an altar (or pedestal) but abandoned during execution and used as a 
corner block in a wall, as the position of the clamps would indicate. 

37 IDR III ,  2, p. 395-396; see also annex 2, 459, in this paper. 
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The fact that thcre is a geometric and compositional cohcsion bctwccn thc clcmcnts of thc 
monument seems to support this hypothcsis .  (Table 5, Fig. 6-7) 

Tabel 5 :  Unit of measurement and geometric support (Fig. 6b) 
l d= l f/ 1 6=29 .66cm/ 1 6= 1 .853cm; 1 C= l .5F=44 .49cm; d=fa<;ade diagonal= l 52 .7 cm; 16=d/2=76.35cm 

Dimensions cm I Dimcnsions l d/ Control cm Difference cm I conelations 
L 76.7 4 1 .5 76 .89 0 . 1 9  

L6 76.35 0 .35 
I 52 28 5 1 .88  0. 1 2  

Ip� 52.6 0.6 
H 1 32 7 1  1 3 1 .56 0.44 
h 93 50 92.65 0 .35 

H� 93.35 0 .35 
Ip 37.2 20 37.06 0 . 1 4  

Thc rectanglc initially supposcd to  make a fa<;:ade of the monument i s  composed with its short sidc equal 
to the side of the hexagon inscribed in the comprising circle; between the depth of the bloek and the width 
of thc panel thcre is a rclation based on a succession ad quadratum (in an aritlm1ctie expression 
approximated with whole numbers 28d/20d or 1 4/1 0 or 7/5) .  

1.6. Pedestal (for column or conm1C1norative monument) (Inv. no. 27)  (Fig. 1 ,  Pl .  VI, XXVIII) 
Location: included in the south sector of the enclosure, clase to gate A; 
Material :  porous limestone; 
Dimensions: Lcap=72.8cm; Lc=49.2cm; lcap=52.5 cm; lc=47.5cm; 1=36.8cm; H>l 25cm; H/= 1 07.3 cm; Hcap=25 .5  cm; 
h = 85 .4 cm; 

Thc basc and part of the shaft arc buried in the ground. Thc rear face is treated as an adjoining 
surface. The side faces preserve thc traces of adjoining parapets, approx. 30cm wide; along their height 
the parapets preserved the division in the main registers : capital, shaft and, probably, base. The capital is 
made of a plateau, l 2 .2cm high, followed by a cyma reversa (ls/hs=0.549) and a cavetto, separated by a 
flat liste!. The fa<;:ade is treatcd in a regular fashion, with a frame made of a talon (lt/ht=0.4 1 7) bordcred 
outwards by a flat ribbon. Thc registcrs and mouldings of thc fa<;:ade extend approx. l 2cm from thc fa<;:ade 
into the side faces, stopping in line with thc adjoining surfaccs of thc parapcts. Thc rear face, as wcll as 
the block on the whole, is highly eroded, making the reading of any working detail impossiblc. On thc 
bcdding surface, in its centre, there is a dowel groove (6.5cm decp), with a trough ("V" shaped, approx. 
l cm deep). 

1.7. Pedestal (for colunm or commemorativc monument) (Inv. no . 1 32) (Fig. 7; Pl. VII) 
Location: included in the north sector of the enclosure; 
Material: marble 
Dimensions: Lcop =6 1 .  l cm; Lcngth of upper platcau=56.3cm; Lc=46.3cm; lca/=44cm; lc*=39cm; H> I 05cm; 
Hc>76cm; Heap- plaiou=29cm; Hc•p=24.3 

Thc basc is inaccessiblc. The capital is basket-shaped, with cyma reversa (ls/hs=0.44), a „collar" in 
cavetto at thc lowcr part and a straight „abacus". Abovc it grows an additional, straight register, 7.6cm 
high and 2 .4cm insct from the sides of thc abacus. On its bcdding surface there is a dowel groove with 
trough. Thc rear face (?) is flat, unfinished, with hammcring traees; thc opposite face (the main fa<;:adc) is 
largely dcstroyed, prcserving traces of mouldings (thc framc of the shaft) in its lower part. 

1.8. Pedestal (Inv. no. 44) (Fig. 8; Pl .  VIII) 
Location: included in the south sector of thc cnclosurc, midway between gates A and B;  
Material: limestone; 
Dimcnsions: Lc,.p=9 1 .5cm; Lc=72.5cm; lcap = 75.2cm; lc=58cm; I =min. 5 1 .5 cm; H> l 60cm; Hc= l 2 1  cm; Heap = 29.7 
cm; h = 94 cm; 
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Fig. 6-7. Altar I.5. (inv. no . 14) ;  geometric support. 
Pedestal (funerary monument) I .7. (inv. no. 1 32) .  

b .  
Fig. 8 .  a :  Pcdestal (funcrary monument) 1 .8 .  ( inv.no. 44); b:  geometric support. 
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The base buried in thc ground. The capital is comprised of a flat plateau, 9.6cm high and a round listei 
followed by a cyma reversa with !css decided outlines (ratio ls/hs=0.725); thc shaft is swrnundcd by an 
ovcrturned talon (lt/ht=0.472). The rear face is unfinished, indicating the position of the pedcstal against a wall. 

It represents either a monumental architectural pedcstal or an altar. 

Tabel 6: Unit of measurement and geometric support (Fig. 8b) 
1 d= 1 F/ l 6=29.66cm/l 6= l . 853cm 

Dimcnsions cm Dimcnsions 1 dl 
correlations 

Lcan 9 1 . 5 49.5 
Le 72.5 39 
lcan 75 .2 40.5 
Ic 58 I 

1"512 
1 5 1 .5 28 
Hcan 29.7 14 . 5  
h 94 5 1  

Control cm 

9 1 .72 
72.26 
75.04 

58 . 1 35 
5 1 . 88  
26.86 
94. 5 

Diffcrence cm 

0.22 
0.24 
0 . 1 6  

0 . 1 3  
0 .38 
0 .36 
O. 5 

Between the lcngth of thc capital, the width of thc central panel and the width of the shaft - considercd without 
the flat border - the dimensional cohesion is ensurcd through a succession govemed by pentagon and square. 

II. FUNERARY MO�LJMENTS 

11.1. Pediment of funerary monument (Inv. no. 2) (Fig. 9, PI. IX) 
Location: in the south sector, clase to gate A, to the west; 
Material: marble; 
Dimensions: L > 1 54 .4cm; I =  35 .3cm; H :o:;80cm; H0 = 1 1 8 .7 cm; L0 =min 434.7 cm 

Fragment from the pcdimcnt of a funcral)' monument, decoratcd with kantharos and grapevines. 
Covercd in great extent with earth and vegetal dcbris. Thc kantharos is decorated with seven vertical flutcs, 
with roundcd ends and two ropc-like strings at thc rim. The panel is delimitcd along its lower edge by a flat 
border, 8 .7cm wide. A fragment of thc lower sidc of the pcdiment triangle and a short tract of a raking 
crowning (left) are conscrved, as well as the cxtremity of a vine with an incomplete grape leaf and the traces 
of two more leavcs toward the tip of thc vine; a bunch of gJ·apes, with vei)' large, elongated berries, with 
pointcd tips. The ornament is carved in flat relief, vei)' accurately, with incisive, firm outlines. 

It represents the pcdiment of a temple-shapcd funcral)' monument (Fig. 9c; PI .  XXIII) 

11.2. Funerwy stele (Inv. no. 1 3  a, b, c; 1 6) .  (Fig. I O; PI. X) 
Location: in the south sector, in proximity of the alley which lcads from gate (A) to the churctr; the fragmcnts are 
dismembered38; 
Material: sandstone; 
Dimensions: L= 92.5cm; I =  1 5cm; H > 1 02cm; 

Fragment, recomposed aut of faur picces. In thc axis of thc panel, sculpted in bas-relief, there is the 
imagc of a standing male figurc, with a toga drapcd down his left shoulder (?); the contours of thc right 
ann and hand are vaguely visible. The Iigurc is flankcd by two small colurnns, with ribbons (?) wound 
around them in opposite directions. Thc colurrms arc rcndercd in an architectural manner, with capital and 
basc. In spite of thc dctails being mostly destroycd, onc can stil! perceive that the typc of capital secms to 
follow the outlines of a pseudo-Corinthian capital, with the leaves disposed along the diagonals39 and with 

·18 We found the fragments dispersed (their invenlory numbers reflect this situation). 
39 This type of capital is widely spread in the Pontic and South-Danubian space. It is known at Ulpia Traiana 

as well (see, for instance, I. Mladenova, Izkustvo, 29, 1 979, p. 45-4 7 ; A. Buiskih, Arhitektura spadscina Ucraini, 2,  
1 995, p .  1 1 -20 ; E. Bota, Capitele corintice din Dacia intracwpatică, Ph.O. thcsis, Universitatea Babeş-Bolyai, 
Cluj-:\'apoca, 2004; M. Mărgineanu Cârstoiu, Dacia, :\"S, 32, 1 -2, 1 988 ,  p. 37-52; idem, Architecture grecque et 
romaine. Membra disiecta, Histria XII, Bucarcst, 2006, p.253, fig. 88 ;  pi. LXVI, LXVII, LXVII I, CI; for 
representations on 2"d - 3'd century funerary monumcnts sec M.  Alexandrescu Vianu, Dacia l\S, 29, 1 985, p. 60, 64, 
figs. 1/2 and 9/30 ; Al. Suceveanu et al. , Halmyris, I, Cluj :\'apoca, p. 1 22,  fig. 55 .  
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Fig. 1 0. Funerary stele I I.2. (inv. no. 13 a, b, c). 
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Fig. 1 1 .  a Funerary stele with medallion ll.3.  (inv. no. 1 5 1  ) ; b geometric support. 
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a massive abacus. One of the colunms (left) conserves traces of the base, sketched as a rectangular plinth. 
The horizontal limits are not prcscrved, but thcir existcnce and nature are pointed oul by the base of the 
lcft column and by the capital of thc other. Thc pcdimcnt (or arch?) which concluded the niche above the 
colunms îs not preserved. 

11.3. Funerary stele ivith meda Ilion (Inv. no. 1 5 1 )  (Fig. 1 1 , PI .  XI) 
Location: included in the north-east sector of the cnclosure; 
Ylaterial: sandstone; 
Dimensions: L(rec.l = 84.2cm; L *=70.5cm; 1 = l 9cm; H 2:: 1 08cm; Hrcconstructed= � 4 1  cm; H* = 1 08cm; 
Hupper rcg15tcr=32cm; Rmedal11011 = 29.7cm; 

Thc lower part buricd în the ground. Advanced state of decay. The panel, rectangular, îs divided in 
thrcc scctions, separated by horizontal listels(?), highly eroded. The median section is taken by a 
medallion, encirclcd by a crown (its outer radius of 29. 7cm), doubled outwards by a talon moulding. The 
crown cncloses a concave disk, with the bust of the dedicant carved inside it (imago clipeala). The details 
of the crown are !ost, but two thin ribbons and a fcw vcry ample, sharp-tippcd leaves can be perceived. 
The bust is carvcd in underplayed relief. Thc trace of a toga (?), draped down the left shoulder is 
prescrved. The high section unfolding above thc mcdallion bears the traccs of an ornament (probably with 
garlands) of unclear decorative content. 

The geometric setup o.f the design (Fig. 1 1  b ): In spite of its poor state of preservation, one might 
suppose a very neat work:manship. Thc clarity of thc geometric setup which inforn1ed the design supports 
this hypothcsis. Thus, onc could !cam how, in a monument of l imited breadth, the internai cohesion of thc 
ornamental components was achicvcd: the circlc of the unity of measurement sets the circumference of 
the crown and detennincs, by ad quadratum succcssion, the diameter of the concave inner disk; the 
circumscribed pentagon determincs the outer boundary of the medallion and, respectively, the outer 
pcrimetcr of the talon moulding. Thc total hcight of thc panel must have been considerable. A stele with 
mcdallion of similar dimensions, from Clpia Traiana, was 390cm high. 40 

11.4. Funerary monument with medal/ion (?) (Inv. no . 1 1 5)  (PI. XIIb) 
Location: south-east sector of the enclosure; 
Material: l imestone; 
Dimensions: L=54 cm; H*= 1 25 cm; H* medallion=- 42cm 

Advanced state of deterioration; thc fa<;ade is  complctcly broken; the traces of a ditch (secondary 
usc) running along thc pedcstal and up thc lower third of  the medallion (?) arc clcarly visible. Anothcr 
rectangular cutout (from a secondary intervention as well) has been cut into one of the side faces (right) .  
The rear face is evcn, cut along a slant plane, to allow for a larger support surface at the base. A small 
trace is prcserved of what can bc intcrpretcd as the lower part of the concavity of the inner disk of thc 
mcdallion, along with a fragment (illegible) from the interior figure. The shape of the upper volume, 
erodcd as it is, suggcsts thc flanking of the mcdall ion by decorative elements. On a side face (right), 
vague outlines can be seen from the moulding of the pedestal capital (a cavetto at the lower !imit) 

It bclonged to a monument high enough to necessitate a fairly large supporting surface. It is 
probably a fragment of  a monument with bust portrait encirclcd by a medallion (Fig. 1 2b ) ,  incorporated in 
the enclosure - more or !css monumental - of a funerary sector belonging to a family, set around a stele, 
an altar or an acdicule.4 1  

11.5. Pedestal .for a votive monument or  jimermy stele (?) (Inv. no. 1 2) (PI. XIII) 
Location: south sector, close to gate A; 
Ylaterial: marble; 
Dimensions: L *= l l 6.5cm; l0=57.5cm; H=3 l .5cm; inner width42=52cm; 

40 IDR III, 2 ,  nr. 407, p. 346. 
4 1  Sec II. von Hesberg, Rămische Grabbauten, Darmstadt, 1 992, p. 65-67, fig. 22; p. 203, fig. 1 34 .  
42 Corresponding to the width of the slab that was to be inserted in the ho le. 
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"C"-shapcd block, preserved fragmcntari ly; mostly buricd in thc ground. Thc width, rcconstructcd 
through symmetry, reachcs approx. 1 4 1  cm. 

II.6. Pedestal for a stele (lnv. no . 29a, b) (Fig. 1 3 ; Pl. XIII) 
Location: south sector, east of gale A; 
Material: sandstone; 
Dimensions: L(rec ) = 96cm; 1 > 37cm; H = 27cm; 

Fragment reconstructed out of two picces. The same type as II.4. from which it differs in size and 
material. It is superficially buricd în the ground, insidc the prccinct, wherc the soi! lcvcl is higher. The 
edges are rounded with erosion. 

II. 7. Base for a stele (?) (lnv. no . 92) (Pl. XIII) 
Location: east sector, clase to gate B; 

Material: travertine; 
Dimensions: L*=78cm; I* = 68cm; H = 55 .7cm; 

Stele pedestal with 1 1  cm wide bordcr. 

II.8. Base for a stele (?) (lnv. no . 93) (Pl. XIII) 
Location: east sector, clase to gate B ;  
\1aterial :  travertine; 
Dimensions: L* = 76cm; I* = 36.2cm; H = 55 .7cm; 

Stele pedestal with l l cm widc border. Analogous with II.7. They may have bclongcd to the same 
monument. 

II.9. Pedestal for a funerary stele (lnv. no . 1 89) (Fig. 1 4; Pl. XX) 
Location: south-west sector 
\1aterial: limestone; 
Dimensions: L=l 44 cm; 1*=46 cm; H*=22 cm, Lcngth of stele groovc=50 cm; 

Mostly buried. 

III. FRAGME:'.\TS OF PEDESTALS (WALL SOCLES OR ISOLATED MO?<UME:'.\TS) 

III.I .  Socle block (lnv. no. 20) (Pl. XIV) 
Location: south sector, east of gale A; 

\1aterial: marble; 
Dimensions43: L *= l 26cm; 1=42 cm; H=25.2 cm; lp=-28 cm; 

Partly buricd in thc ground. It reprcscnts a socle of a simple typc, with obliquc projcction - with thc 
pcculiarity of not intersccting thc uppcr rcgistcr along a sharp cdge, but rather along a curved conncction. 
We arc not sure to what cxtcnt this·dctail could bc thc result of crosion. Thc bedding surfacc conservcs a 
dowel groove. Sporadic traces of fine pick. 

IIl.2. Corner block (lnv. no. 1 52) (Fig. 1 5 ; Pl. XIV) 
Location: north-west sector; 
:yiaterial: marble; 
Dimensions: L= -84 cm; 1*=1 00 cm; H=29.7 cm; 

Analoguc typc to IIl. 1 .  On thc bcdding surfacc it conscrvcs the trace of a clamp groove. On the 
resting surfacc it has anathyrosis with a l 0- 1 2  cm widc framc. 

43 ?\otations: L=length; l=width (depth); H>height; lp=depth of resting surface. 
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0 I 

Fig. 1 2 .  Altar or Socle (inv.no. 1 22 )  (see table 9) .  

Fig. 1 3 .  S tele pedestal (?) 1 1 .6. (inv. no. 29a,  b) .  
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Fig. 1 4. Stele pedestal 11 .9.  (inv. no. 1 89). 

Fig. 1 5 . Corner block IIl.2. (inv. no. 1 52) .  Fig. 1 6 . Moulded base III.4. ·(inv. no. 1 49). 
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III.3. Corner hlock (Inv. ?\o. 1 1 2) (Fig. 4;  Pl .  XIV) 
Location: north-east sector 
Material : marble; 
Dimensions: L= l 1 2 .5 ;  1=76 cm; H.=29 .6 cm; 

7 1  

It bclonged to the same pedestal with fragment III.2. Onc o f  the side faces preserves traces of 
anathyrosis with 1 0- 1 2 cm wide frame. 

111.4. Moulded basc (or comice?)44 (Inv. no. 1 49) (Fig. 1 6 ; Pl.  XIII) 
Location: north-wcst sector; 
Material: travertine; 
Dimcnsions: L*=95; H=28.9 ;  1*=6 1 ;  

Thc moulding i s  dcrivcd from a doucinc, with very pronounced curves, and a cavetto . The profile is 
s imi lar to an overtumed comice (type JV.5.) .  

IV. TIORIZO:\'T AL COR?\ICES (socle crownings?) 

The mouldings of some eomices can be analogous to thosc of socle blocks. The main argument for 
their diff crcntiation is thc presence of clamp grooves, which can only indicate bedding surfaces. 

IV. 1 .  Horizontal cornice (lnv. no. 42) (Pl. XV) 
Location: south-cast sector; 
Material: marblc; 
Dimcnsions: L *=75.6cm; l*= 93cm; H= (28) 28. l cm; 

The uppcr profilc i s  destroyed. The moulding is comprised of a cyma reversa with pronounced 
curvcs (l s/hs = 0 .62), set abovc a flat liste!, tilted at -45° and a cavetto. All these are separated by straight, 
narrow listcls. It still shows traccs of fine pick. 

JV.2. Corner horizontal cornice (lnv. no. 65) (Pl. XVI) 
Location: south-cast sector; 
Material: travcrtinc; 
Dimensions: L *=88.8 cm; Lp*=79 cm; 1*>80 m; lp=64 cm; H=38 .6 cm; Hco:o11ce=22.3cm; 

Thc piece rcpresents a corner block. Its moulding is analogous to that of fragment IV.1 .  with the 
diff crcncc of thc abscncc of the intermediate l i stcl separat ing thc sima and the vertical flat registcr of the 
cornice. Thc sidc, joint faces arc broken. Cndcr the sima (in cyma reversa with a ratio ls/hs=l ), obliqucly 
cut (undcr a 45° anglc) , follows a concave moulding. Abovc thc comice propcr, the volume rccedes 
approx. 27 .9cm; thc hcight of this scction is approx. 1 2 .5cm. Such types of comiccs are adequatc as 

crownings of funerary altars45 (Pl. XXIJb) or mausolca46 (Pl .  XXIla). 

Table 7: Unit of measurement 
1 d= 1  F.' 1 6, 29 .66cmi l 6=1 .853cm; 1 C= l .5F=44.49cm L_ 

_
_ _J Dimcnsions cm 

I I I  i 38 .6 --l Hco,.,,icc 1 22.3 
I 

Dimcnsions 1 dl 
corrclations 
2 1  

I 1 2  
J Cubitus/2 

Control cm Diffcrence cm 

38 . 9 1  0.3 1 1 22.236 0.06 

·'� Thc proponions of thc doucinc make i ts  idcntification as basc possible. (see. Annex 1 ) .  
" 5  Somctimcs thc  plate that hcightcns the crowning is cut scparately; in this case it is cut into the same block 

as thc cornice. Of course_ onc cannot exclude thc possibility for this typc of comice to belong to thc crowning of a 
monumental gale. 

"<' Sec 'i'. Gros, L 'Architecure romai11t' I I ,  Paris, 200 1 ,  p. 393, fig. 449; p. 394, fig_ 452; H. von Hesbcrg, 
op.cit„ p. 1 72 sqq . ,  p. 1 80- 1 8 1 ,  figs. 1 1 2- 1 1 4 ( including thc altar - cenotaph from Adamclisi). 
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IV.3. Horizontal cornice (Inv. no. 66) (Pl. XVI; XXVIII) 
Location: included in the south-east sector of the enclosure; 
Material: travertine; 
Dimensions: L*=59.5cm; 1*=87cm; lp::::73cm; H=38 .6cm; Hcomice=22.3cm ; 

26 

Part of the same comice as  IV.2. The side faces are broken, the mouldings eroded. The rear face -
„L"-shaped in section - preserves a small part of the rest place of a beam, or of an adjoining with another 
block (PI. XXII) . 

IV.4. Corner cornice (Inv. no. 68) (Pl. XV) 
Location: south-east sector of the enclosure; 
Material: travertine; 
Dimensions: L*=63cm; Lp > 46cm; 1*=52.5cm; lp>35.7cm; H=40.5cm; Hcomice=27 .5 cm; Hforhead = 1 2.5 cm; 

Analogous in type with IV.2-3. The only differencc is the proportion of the cyma reversa 
(ls/hs=0.707), close to that of piece IV.I .  

IV.5. Horizontal cornice (Inv. no . 76)  (Fig. 1 7, P l .  XVI) 
Location: east sector of the enclosure; 
Material: marble; 
Dimensions: L*=64; l*=-55 cm; lp=57.2; H=44 cm; 

One of the side faces is preserved. The moulding is compriscd of cyma reversa and a cavetto 
separatcd by a narrow, flat liste!; the vertical upper register is very pronounced, taking approx. 2/3 of the 
height of the cyma. 

IV.6. Horizontal cornice (Inv. no. 76a) (Pl. XV) 
Location: east sector of the enclosure; 
Material: marble; 
Dimensions: L*=7 1 cm; lp*=48.5 ;  H= 33.5cm; 

The same type with IV.5., from which the height of the upper register and, vaguely, the proportions 
of the cyma reversa (ls/hs=0.744) diffcr. One of the side faccs relatively intact. The bedding surface 
conserves the groove of a clamp. 

IV.7. Cornice (Inv. no. 1 42) (Pl. XVII) 
Location: north-west sector of the enclosure; 
.\1aterial: marble; 
Dimensions: L*=7 1 cm; lp=4 1 cm; H=26.2 cm; 

One of the side faces is visible. The moulding is analogous to those of previous comices, with the 
diffcrcnce of the special succession of two obliquc (45° anglc) listels. The proportion of the cyma reversa 
according to the ratio ls/hs=0.757. Thc bcdding surface prcscrves a clamp groove. 

Table 8: Unit of measurement 
l d= ! F/ 1 6=29 .66cm/ 1 6= 1 .853cm 

Dimensions cm 

H 26.2 
I 4 1  

IV.8. Cornice (Inv. no. 1 55) 
Location: north-wcst sector; 
Material: marble; 
Dimensions: L*=7 1 cm; 1 = 48 .5  cm; H=32.5 ;  

Dimensions I d/ Control cm Difference cm 
correlations 
1 4  25 .924 0.25 
22 40.766 0.23 

Analogous type with IV.5-6.; a dowcl groove on the bcdding surface (4 cm/5 cm/6 cm). 
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�[� . 

• 
� ,./. 

I 
B 

Fig. 1 7. Horizontal comice IV.5. (inv.no.76) . Fig. 18 . Block with architraved decoration V.1 .  (inv. no. 99). 

Fig. 1 9 . Architrave V.2. (inv. no. 1 96). 
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IV.9. Cornice (Inv. no . 1 28) (Pl. XIV) 
Location: north-east sector; 
Material: limestone; 
Dimensions: L= l 79 cm; 1=82.5 ;  H=28.7 (29) cm; 

28  

Simple comice, with slant profite and flat upper register. On the bedding surface, there arc two 
clamp grooves corresponding to the side faces. 

IV. 10. Cornice (Inv. no. 1 3 1 )  (Pl. XX) 
Location: north sector, behind the shed 
Ylaterial :  travertine; 
D imensions: L=63.5 cm; 1*= 1 02 cm; H=24 cm; 

Analogous type with IV.9. 

V. ARCHITRA VES OR BLOCKS WITH AH.CHITRA VE DECOR 

V.1 .  Block with architrave decor (Inv. no. 99) (fig. 1 8 , Pl. XVII) 
Location: north-east sector; 
Material: marble; 
Dimensions: L*= 107 cm; 1*=73 .2 cm; H=28.3 cm; 

Brokcn at both ends. It reproduces a type of ionic bipartite architravc; its crowning comes from a 
cyma reversa with hypertrophied eoncavity and with the ratio ls/hs=0 .4 1 1 ; above this moulding lic two 
flat rcgisters, consccutively projected. The rcsting surface is surrounded by a border, 1 1 .Scm wide and 5-
6cm high; close to it, on thc same surfacc, there is a mounting groove (7.5cm/?/6 .5cm). The aspect of thc 
crowning, and cspecially that of the lower surface is not compatible with a proper architravc, but it may 
be suited for a funcrary monument - crowning of an altar table or of a tablc-tomb (tombeau-table)47 (PI. 
XXIII a, b). 

V.2. Architrave (Inv. no. 1 96) (fig. 1 9, PI .  XVII) 
Location: embedded in the gutter adjacent to the church, west of the entrance; it may have bclonged to the enclosure; 
Ylaterial: l imestone: 
Dimensions48 : L*=J 1 ;  I= 1 07.7; lp*= l O l .55;  cm; H*=-73.6;  H l => l . l  cm; H2= 1 5 .8 cm; H3=2 1 .2 cm' He= 25 .8cm; 

The largc hcight of the block suggcsts its bclonging to a monument which allows fom1al 
"distortions". It was probably part of a monumental, tcmplc-shaped f unerary monument. 

VI. OTHER PIECES 

VI. I .  13/ock with clamp grooves (Inv. no . 1 53) (PI. XVII) 
Location: north-west sector; 
Ylaterial: travertine; 
Dimensions: L=93 .5  cm; 1= 1 55 cm; H*= l 4  cm; 

On thc bcdding surface a clamp groovc corrcsponds to each sidc face ( lcngths 9 .5cm and 1 3cm). 

VI.2. Block with /aurel leaves (Inv. no. 1 77) (Fig. 20; PI. XVIII) 
Location: west sector, next to gate C; 
Ylaterial: marblc; 
Dimensions: (notations and dcscription according to the presen! position) : L�57.7 cm; 1=29.2 cm; lp=36.5 cm; 
H*= 127 cm; 

47 Sec thc typcs of early funerary altars [rom Barcelona, Rome I Via Appia and the typc -· more rare -
represented by thc tahl<>-tomb o[ Valeria (Gros, op. cit„ p. 395, fig. 454, p. 398-399. fig .  459) .  

48  Further notations: H 1 ��hcight of lower fascia; H2=hcight o[ median fascia ; 1!3,chcight o[ upper fascia ; 
Hc=height o[ crowning (the slant planes connccting thc fascias not considered) .  
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(�_7 7; 

Fig. 20.  Block with !aurel leaves VI.2. (inv. no. 1 77).  

Fig.  2 1 . Decoratcd block VI.3.  ( inv. no. 1 94 ) . 
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Block with "L" scction and clamp groove o n  thc bcdding surface. The rear face and thc side oncs 
bcar traccs of rough finish. It is largcly buried. If thcse werc original fcaturcs and not thc resuit of 
sccondary usc, thc block should be considcrcd in a rcvcrscd position as to its actual one, with thc garland 
horizontal. In this casc thc dccoratcd fa<;adc rcprcsents a decorative friczc of a (funerary) monument. In 
the lcss probable hypothcsis of a secondary usc as the sourcc of both the mounting groove and thc rough 
aspect of thc side faccs, thc block might bc considcrcd, standing vertically, as thc decorative pilastcr of 
the funcrary monument (sec PI. XXIII) 

Thc straight garland with sidc buttons, making thc dccoration of thc fa9ade, is very carcfully 
workcd, in Dat relief. The sculpting teclmique and the style pcrfectly match thosc obscrvcd at thc 
ornament of thc pcdimcnt (II. 1 .) . Probably they bclonged to thc same monument (PI .  XXI) . 

VI.3. Decorat ed block (Inv. no . 1 94) (Fig. 2 1 ;  PI .  XIX)49 

Location: used as funcrary pillar in thc ccmctcry; it may havc becu rcmoved from thc cnclosurc: 
Yiaterial: marble; 
Dimcnsions (according to thc prcscnt position): L=28 .2 ;  1=55.7;  H*=9 l ;  

Thc central panel, sunoundcd by an ovcrtumcd talon moulding, is decoratcd with a rinceau of 
grapevines and bunchcs of grapes altcmatcly set. Thc rear face is partly brokcn. On thc prcscnt uppcr 
surface - partly dcstroyed - onc can sec the traces of a finish reminisccnt of anathyrosis; inside thc 
surfacc thcrc is a cross-shapcd sign (carvcd when the block was rcused as a gravestonc). 

Thc bcdding surfacc bcars, in its rear, dctcriorated part, the vague traccs of a dowcl groove. It 
bclongs probably to onc of the decorative pilastcrs of a monumental funerary altar (PI. XXIc) or of a 
pilaster monumcnt.50 

VI.4. Block with cutout (Inv. no. 1 39) (PI. XIX) 
Location: north-wcst sector; 
Yiaterial: limestone; 
Dimensions: L=75 cm; 1=26cm; H*= 34 cm; 

On thc uppcr surfacc thcre is a trough, 7(8)cm widc, 7 cm dcep, cut along thc median axis. 

VI.5. Block with traces of moulding (Inv. no. 1 73) 
Location: west sector, clase to gate C; 
Material: limestone; 
D imensions: L*=76 cm; 1=48;  I-I*=l  1 3 ;  

Thc rear side i s  trcatcd a s  a n  adjoining surfacc; badly damaged: vaguc traccs o f  a mouldcd frame 
are barely visiblc on thc sides; it may rcprescnt a monument of typc I. 

VI.6. Slab-block with recess (lnv. no. 1 34) (PI .  XX) 
Location: south-cast sector; 
Yiaterial: marble; 
Dimensions: L=9 1 .5 cm; l*0· 68cm; H=32 cm; 

Fissurcd; one of' thc surfaccs shows a 30cm long rcccss, 8.5 cm deep (conncction to an adjaccnt block) 

VI.7. Block with recess (Inv. no. 1 1 4) (PI. XIX) 
Location: north-east sector: 
Yiatcrial: marblc; 
Dimcnsions: L*=93 cm; l*=-64; II0029.7 cm; 

Vl.8. (nr. inv. 1 80) (PI . XX) 
Loction : wcst sector: 
Yiaterial :  travertinc; 
Dmcnsions: L*= l 36 cm: 1°- 1 0 2  cm: H=26.5 cm; 

Traccs of a mounting groovc obliquely set at onc side. 

49 Wc arc not sure of thc Roman origin of this block. 
se I I .  von Hcsbcrg, op. cit. , p.  1 56- 1 58 ,  figs. 97-98. 
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Vl.9. Block with clamp (Inv. no. 77) (PI. XX) 

L
ocation: south sector; 
:'viatcrial: marble; 
Dimensions: L,=72 cm; I= 44 . 1  cm; H*=59 cm; 

Clamp groovc with trapczifonn leg. 

VI. 1 O. Block with clamp (Inv. no. 8 1 )  (PI. XX) 
Location: south-west sector; 
:'viatcrial : l imestonc ; 
Dimensions: L�"62 cm; 1*=70 cm; H*=26 cm; 

Clamp groovc with squarc leg. 

Vl. 1 1 .  13/ock 11 ·ith recess (lnv. no. 90) (PI. XX) 
Location: south sector: 
Yl.aterial: l imcstone: 
Dimcnsions: L *==64 cm; 1 *=5 1 .5 cm; H=3 l .5 cm; 

Table 9: Hlocks ivithow moulding or with fost moulding51 
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I 30 
26 
�3.3 

1 4 1 *  
1 23 

south sector I hammering traces 
south sector I fine pick traces 
south sector I traces of hammering and fine 
pick; bedding surfacc damaged; may be 
recomposed with in

v
.no. 1 5 I li comice type 1 

IV. I O.  
I I 6 . I b lock-· ---�j_t_n_a-rb
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l
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[9. I block limcstonc ::92 I 28 j 1 1 4* I 1----'---

·
---+----------�i. ____ _,_ ______________________ __, I 1 O.  I prismatic l imestone 46 ! 28 I 1 24* I south sector I 

l J_bl��k---+-----+--- �i _____ ,1 ____ _,_l __________________ -i 

I� 1 5 . I pcdestal marble 1 1 8 1 57.5 i - I south sector I fragment; may be recomposed 

I 
j typc U l . l or i I 1 with inv.no.5 . 

I i cornice type 1 11·---�'----·I------ ------------< I i IV. I O.  ! I ' I I 
� j block I sandstone 1 1 34 27 I 8 1  * I south sector I eroded 

1 1 8 --ihlock I marblc j 57 .5 1 29 I 6 1  I south sector / eroded; traces of indented I i · I chiselling 

I-1 9_. ____ !
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b
_
l
-
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5 1  Duc to thc SC\'cral panicularitics of degradat ion of the lithic material ,  the indications rcgarding the na ture of 
thc material are to bc considered with reserves. 
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l imcstonc ! 4 2 32 
I ! --------------< 

i 48a. j block 39 
�------i, 48b. I i 27 I 1 3  1 8 * ' 

south-cast sector I exfoliated into two 
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79 

49. 
i I ! i I J L-48;  1�44: I-1=39 

I ���s��atic 1 limcst� -53-1-7-4 __ .,...i _3_8 ___ I south-cas-t-sc_c_t
_
o
_
r_/ __________ -; 

50. I prismatic I marblc i 74 I 63 i 52* i south-east sector I traces of indcntcd i I I i block i I i chisclling and hammcring [ 5 1 .  I prismatic limestonc ! 80 I *55 28 i south-east s-c
-ct
_
o_r_/ 

__________ __. 

block i 
-------+-----------+------------+---�·-- ___________ _____, 

1 5 2 .  prismatic sandstone * 1 20 i *35 
block I 

34* south-cast sector I traccs of fine pick 

53 . prismatic limcstonc 1 29 4 ?  24* ! south sector I traccs of fine pick 
block i 

>---5-4-. --� slab b-lo_c_k_�_li-n-1c
_
s
_
to
_
n_c : 9 -1 

___ 2_7 __ ._4_5_* __ 1_s_o_u-tl-1--c-a-st_s_'c-c-to_r_/ ___________ , 
--� j ______ ---+-------Ţ----55 . --- j block

_
(_?) __ .,._

1i_·m_c
_
s_1o_n_c

_
�! 
_
9_1_-+-_::2

_
1 ___ 

:::<+
_
·_7 __ ..,..-c

_
a_s_t _sc

_
c
_
ro_r
_
._1 b_

ad_l_y_d_a_1n_a_g_c_d_,_in_�
_
o_rm ____ 

-
-' 

56 . I prismatic Jimcstonc 73 85 26 east sector I 
I block 
I 

57. 

58 . 

prismatic 
block 

block 

limestonc 1 53 

sandstonc 1 66 

35 60 cast sector 

*62 cast sector I roundcd by erosion I *43 
I-------< --------+------�---+--� I slab block I I I 59. I 60. J block -'-� blook 

slab block 

63 . j slab block 

64. I prismatic I block 
67 I slab block 

I 
(?) 
comice 

69 j comice 

70 i COl111CC 
I typc IV.3 

7 1 .  slab 

limcstonc 80 
I I 
limes tone *58 

sandstonc 84 

limes tone 93 .5 

limcstonc 1 43 .6 

limes tone 50 

J marblc *90 

I I , I I travcrtine I 030 
travcrtine *55 

marblc 73 .5 

1 imcstonc 

I 29 I 
I 
*55 

I 53 I 
I 2 u 

I ::27.8 

I I *3 1 I I I * 1 2  
I 05 1 
I *40 I 
I 3 1  

22 

*72 cast sector I erodcd; working traccs ! 
*32 I buricd in thc church gutter/ crodcd 
* 1 03 I cast sector I roundcd by erosion 
* 1 1 7 cast sector I working traccs 

* 1 0 1  cast sector I working traccs 

39 cast sector 

* 1 1  cast sector I line pick traces 

I 23 j cast sector I fragment of cyma reversa 
c22 ! cast sector I fragment of lowcr moulding 

I 
1 20* cast sector I traces ofhammering and line I pick 

----------------1 40* cast sector I fragment (?) I 

_j I I 
I 

I 
I 
i I 
i 
I 
I ! ' 
I 

I ---, I 
limcstonc 

53 
99 4 1  I §6 i cast sector I 

---+.-----'--- j 
prismatic limestone 53----;

1
' 27 78* I cast sector I line pick traccs --,.1 74. 

block 1 ---+- ---'I------·----------+-----,----- ------------ � 1 75. prismatic limcstonc 68 43 143* ! cast sector I line pick traces 1 I I block i ! ��lp���-��;tic i' limcSîc�1-c_j _8_2 
__ tJ 4 1  5 1  * cast sector I fine pick traccs 

I block j 1 ! 79. I slab --fîi;cstonc ! 90 ._3
_
0 __ ..__1_1_4_* ___ c_a_s

_
t _sc-c--t-n1-- -/ -h-a1

_
n
_
n-1c-r-in-g-an_d

_fi
_
n_c
_
p
_
i_ck-tr_a_c __ c

_
s_ 

' I ! '------"------�-- ----------------_j 
80. jblod----j�1csw� 20 26 __i__=8 J_ cast scct�r_:_b_a_d_ly_cr_o_d_e_d _____ 

_ 

https://biblioteca-digitala.rohttp://www.daciajournal.ro



80 �fonica Mărgineanu Cârstoiu, Virgil Apostol, Ştefan Bâlici 34 

8 1 .  prismatic limes tone 70 26* 62 cast sector I mounting groove 
block 

82. prismatic limcstonc 44 40* 16 cast sector I clamp groove 
block 

83 . slab sandstonc 72 42 1 2  cast sector I 
84. prismatic limes tone 5 1  23 I 3 1  I cast sector block 

85 pcdcstal marble 94 58 I 1 5 .2 I cast sector (typc III. I )  

86 . block limes tone I 26 I 
33 43 I cast sector I badly damagcd, inform 

87. slab block 6 1  
I 
4 I 53* east sector I fine pick traccs 

88 com1ce limcstone 047 I 042 025 cast sector 
typc IV.5 

89a. funerary marble 1 30  23 7 1 *  east sector I cxfoliated into severa! 
89b. slab (?) 97 9 40* fragmcnts 

89c. 98* 1 6  64* 

9 1 .  slab marble 35 8 *40 cast sector 

94. fragment limes tone 29 1 3  34 cast sector I badly damagcd, inform 

95. fragment limes tone 1 6 .5 1 8  22 east sector I badly damaged, infonn 

96. fragment limes tone 29 1 2  26 south sector I badly damaged, infom1 
97. fragment limes tone 24 9.5 37 cast sector I badly damaged, inform 
98. fragment limes tone 24 1 3  23 cast sector I badly damagcd, inform 

1 0 1 .  slab block limes tone 6 1  1 8  *63 north-east sector 

102 .  slab block travcrtinc 62 1 9  *82 north-east sector I indcnted chisclling traccs 
103 .  block marble 24 20 *87 north-east sector 

1 04 comice travertinc 78 52 ? north-cast sector I badly damagcd 
(typc IV.5.) 

1 05 . slab block limcstone 1 34 .5 25 .5 *69 north-east sector 
1 06 . slab marblc 9 1  *2 1 05 reused as threshold at thc cast gatc of the 

graveyard 

1 07. slab block marble 84 26 *62 north-cast sector I fine pick traces 
1 09 . slab block limes tone 68 28 7 1  north-cast sector I clamp groovc 

1 1 0 . block limes tone 1 1 2 *26 *50 north sector /hardly acccssiblc I I 
1 1 1 .  block limes tone 59 32 *72 north sector 

1 1 3 .  slab block limes tone 88 24 *75 * north sector 

1 1 6 thrcshold marblc 76 1 5  * 1 00 north sector I traccs of a circular mounting I (?) groove 
1 1 7 block marblc 85 28 * 1 7  north sector 

1 1 8 block limestone 147 40 *30 north sector 

1 1 9 block limcstonc 
I 
53 29 *39 I north sector 

1 20 block marble 065 035.5 *56 north sector 
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121 slab block marble 084 30 *79 north sector 

122 altar or sandstone ? 51 *102 north sector I badly damaged; vague traces 
socle of moulding on three faces; hardly 

accessible (buried in vegetation) 

123 block marblc 60 o 14 .5  *48 north sector 

125 prismatic limestonc 8 8 .2 28 .4 *80 north sector I good state of preservation 
block 

126 prismatic travcrtine 09 1 .5 30 8 8  north sector 
block 

127 block sandstonc 42 28 *66 north sector 

1 29 block marble 43.8 30 *78 .5  
I north sector 

130 prismatic travertinc 85 35 *77 north sector 
block 

133 slab block marblc 157 27 *60 north sector 

135 prismatic sandstone 203 -27 *75 north sector 
block 

136 prismatic marblc 86 -28.1 *70 north sector 
block 

137 corner limestonc -75 *80 -25 north sector I buried in debris 
pedestal 
typc IIl.4. 

138 block sandstone 056 23 ? north sector I eroded 

140 slab block travcrtinc 56 20.5 *51 north sector 

141 slab block marblc 075 024 *59 north sector 

143 slab block sandstone 90 21 *91 north sector I eroded surfaces 

144 block marblc 066 033 *38 east sector I badly damaged 
(possibly 
comice) 

145 block travcrtinc 070.5 056 *20 north sector /mostly buried I badly damaged 

146 block travertine 91.2 053 *103 north sector I a saillie on a side face 

147 block marble 30.7 *107 59 north sector I traces of a clamp leg 

148 prismatic travcrtinc 058 .2 55.3 * 1 27 north sector I badly eroded; traces of 
socle (?) moulding on one of the faces 

150 slab block travcrtine 10 1 .3 o4 J *86 north-west sector I exfoliated into two 
fragmcnts 

154 pedcstal travertine north-wcst sector 
type Ill.4 

156 pcdestal? marblc 58 o30 *82 north-wcst sector I the side faces and the 
(possibly facade well preserved; traces of indcnted 
type 111.4 . )  chiselling 

157 block marble 059 *100 -40 north-west sector I broken in two 

158 block travcrtine 090.5 40.5  *108 west sector I badly eroded 

159 block travertine c8 J 026 c90 west sector I one side face preserved; traces 
of indentcd chiselling 

160 block marble 049 c3 l *69 west sector I exfoliated in four fragments 
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82 Monica Mărgineanu Cârstoiu, Virgil Apostol, Ştefan Bâlici 3 6  

1 6 1  fragm. A marble 28 .5 28 * 1 06 west sector I two faces partially prcscrved; 

fragm. B .  45 30 o * 1 23 cleaved in two fragments (a, b) 

1 62 block sandstonc 88 3 1 .5 *98 west sector I vague traces of a f1at clamp 

1 63 block limes tone 88 28 *5 1 I north-west sector 

1 64 block limes tone 089 ? *35 I wcst sector I hardly acccssible 

1 65 block marble 88 33 *65 west sector I crowbar traces from the 
original mounting 

1 66 block limes tone ? ? ? west sector I inaccessible (covcred in brash) 

1 67 comice ? travertine *95 6 1  30.2 wcst sector I badly damaged 

1 69 block travertine 05 J .5 ? 084 west sector I badly damaged 

1 70 block travcrtine c65 037 * 1 34 west sector I damaged faces 

1 7 1  slab block travertinc 073 040 o 1 60 west sector I damaged faces 

1 72 block limes tone 067 062 039 west sector (in the vicinity of gate C) I 
? irregular shape 

1 74 block limcstone 023 25 1 5  west sector (rcused in gate C structures) 
buried in cement 

1 75 broken limcstone 029 4 1  29 west sector (reused in gale C structures) 
block buried in cement 

1 76 block limes tone 38 32 1 2  west sector (rcused in gate C structures) 

1 78 block marble 89 63 * 1 50 south-west sector I traces of rough mounting 
from a secondary usage 

1 79 (a, slab sandstone 89 -1 1 * 1 23 south-west sector I broken in two fragments; 
b) vague traces of a border 

1 8 1  block marble 063 o ;::65 1 20 south-wcst sector I badly damaged (broken) 

1 82 funerary sandstone 084 1 20 *78.5 south-west sector I badly damaged; vague 
monument? traces of a frame 

1 8 3  block sandstone *62 ;:80 *56 south-west sector I badly damagcd 

1 84 broken sandstonc *40 037 *60 I south-wcst sector I badly damaged; traces of 
block 

I 
moulding (talon?) 

1 85 broken limcstone *47 *20 -50 south-wcst sector I damaged (inform) 
block 

1 86 brokcn limestone 52 >20 60 south-wcst sector I damagcd (inform) 
block 

1 87 funcrary sandstone 079 53 *78 south-wcst sector I badly damagcd; one face 
monument prcscrved with traces of a talon(?) 
(altar?) 

1 8 8  inform limcstonc *67 *-7 I south-west sector I mostly buried 
block 

1 90 blocb- marble 1 53 1 7  *32 south-west sector I mostly buried 

1 9 1  block-'- marble 60 *27 90 I in thc cemctery 

1 92 block -'- limcstone 95 *35 68 i church gutter 

https://biblioteca-digitala.rohttp://www.daciajournal.ro



37 Membra Disiecta. Roman Lithic Fragmcnts i n  Haţeg. (Part II) 83 

1 93 block -"- limes tone 63 *32 56 church guttcr (belongs to the same block as 
inv.no. 1 92) 

1 95 block - limes tone 1 59 * 1 6  57 wcsl fai;:adc of the church/ flat clamp traccs 

( c) prcscrved dimcnsion; (*) visiblc dimcnsion abovc ground levei; (?) inacccssiblc dimension; (-) blocks embedded 
in thc guttcr adjoining the church, supposcdly bclonging to thc cnclosurc. 

Table 1 0 :  Valucs of thc rcctanglcs in which thc cpna re1 ·ersa (lslhs) and talon (ltlht) mouldings arc inscribcd 
(PI. XXIV); c=cyma rei ·ersa; /=talon ; d=derii·ed from the doucine (for comparison, in PI .  XXIV the mouldings 
are scalcd according to thc hcight of the fundamental rcctanglc of thc moulding; the moulding of basc no. inv. 1 49 is 
rcprescntcd rcvcrsed) 

no. mv. ls/hs lracing of rcclanglcs ls/hs ŞI catcgory 
lt/ht lt/ht 

149 1 .28 ( d) dcpending on the division of basc 
the diagonal in 5 

76 0.7 (c) "simple diagonalising" (.Jl) comice 
76a 0.744 (c) depending on thc division of comice 

the hight hs in 4 
142 0.757 (c) dcpcnding on the division of comice 

the height hs in 4 
68 I 0.707 (c) simple diagonalising ( .Jl) comice 
42 0.62 (c) mean and extreme ratio (0 1 comice 

=0.6 1 8) 
66-65 1 ( c) sq uare ( ls= lt) comice 
44 0.725 (c) -depending on the division of altar 

0 .472 the diagonal in 8 
-dcpending on the division of 
the diagonal in 3 

1 32 0 .44 (c) simple diagonalising ( .,/J/5) altar 
27 0.539 (c) -mean and extreme ratio altar 

( o/3= 1 . 6 1 8/3) 
0.4 l 7(t) - harmonic ratio (.J.2- 1 )  

1 08 0.604 (c)/ - depending on thc division of altar 
the height hs in 5 

0.396 (t) - depending on thc division of 
the height hs in 1 O 

99 0.4 1 1  - harmonic ratio ( .Jl-1 )  altar 
1 00 0.66 (c) - dcpending on thc division of altar 

0.303 (d) thc hcight hs in 3 
- mean and extreme ratio (o i )  

99 0 .4 1 1 (c) - harmonic ratio ( .Jl- 1 )  block with architraved moulding 
1 1  0.472 (c) depcnding on thc division of altar 

the diagonal in 3 
1 68 0.87 1 (d) dcpending on the division of altar 

the height hs in 8 

Thc valucs in thc table abovc show that thc mcthods of tracing thc fundamental rectangles follow 
thc samc principlcs: thc cvcn division of the diagonal of thc rectanglc, the even division of the height of 
thc rcctangle and bas ic geometric constructions attainablc by ''simple diagonalising" ( .../2, .../2- 1 ,  .J5, <p ). 

In general, thc va lues for ls/hs rangc bctwccn min. 0.62 and max. O. 757 in case of comices; betwecn 
0 .4 1 1 and 0 . 87 1  in casc of altars. At the samc time, thc ratio lt/ht varies betwcen 0.303 and 0 .4 1 7  in thc 
casc of thc only blocks showing both mouldings (altars). Comiccs no. 76 and 76a are cxccptcd, thcir ls/hs 
valuc rcaching a pcak (= l ). In thc casc of basc no. 1 69 ,  thc doucinc moulding rcaches thc highcst valuc 
( 1 .28). 
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NOTES REGARDD.'G THE RECONSTRCCTIO>: OF SOME FU>:"ERARY MONlIMENTS 
(PI. XIIb, XXI-XXIII) 

3 8  

Thc following rcconstructions arc intcndcd to draw an imagc o f  thc quality o(funerary architecture 
as convcyed by the analyscd fragmcnts of thc cnclosurc. Thcse can only bc suggcstivc images, givcn thc 
varicty of forms and types of Roman funcrary monumcnts .  Furthcr clues missing on the plan and 
elcvation of thc monumcnts prcscntcd berc, thc rcstitution of thcir dimensions and of thcir stylistic 
architectural character on the whole is not possiblc, cxccpt for the monument with pcdimcnt, thc aspect 
and dimensions of which are mostly explicit. 

I .  Temple-shapedfunerary monument (blocks VI.2 and II. 1)  (Fig. 9c; PI. XXIIIa) 
This monument is reconstructcd starting from thc possibility to evaluate thc actual dimcnsion of thc 

pcdimcnt triangle (cf. block II . I . , Fig. 9c). A pcdimcnt of roughly 1 4 l cm in height may fit thc 
rcconstruction of the tympanum comprising the block with kantharos (approx. 1 1  Scm). Wc assumcd thc 
cxistcncc of a horizontal cornice and of thc raking sima, of avcrage heights (according to dimensional 
charactcrs of analogous comiccs existent in thc cnclosurc, with thc possibility of thcir bclonging to thc 
monument in vicw). Thc total lcngth of thc pcdimcnt must bc considercd of approx. 525cm (mcasurcd 
under thc horizontal cornice). Conscqucntly, thc lcnf:,>th of the fayade (or that of thc architravc) would 
rcach around 470-474 cm. Thc hcight of thc fayadc, bclow thc pcdiment, may bc considcrcd as starting 
with a minimal valuc of approx. 355cm, thc soclc cxcludcd - its height, probably considerablc, not 
identificd. Thc fayade of such a monument might havc becn providcd (PI. XXIa, XXIb) or not 
(PI. XXIIIa*) with colurnns or decorative (or structural) pilastcrs. 

If wc consider block Vl.2. as bclonging to this monument, a few possibilities of placing it follow, of 
which wc prescnt two. Thc first hypothcsis takcs into considcration the aspect of mounting groovcs in a 
natural position, on the bedding surface. Thus, the block must have bcen set horizontally. It is then a 
fragment of the decoratcd frieze52 of thc monument. Givcn thc aspect of the resting surface of thc block, 
dcvoid of any traces (of mounting, imprints etc.) ,  wc cannot know whether the colurnns or sidc pilasters, 
if existent, wcre cxclusivcly decorative (slightly dctachcd from thc wall surfacc), or functional, too. 53 

Following another conjecture, block VI.2. is set upright, making decorative pilasters. (PI. XXIIIb) In this 
case onc must cithcr accept that thc clamp groovc is rcsultcd out of secondary use, or consider it as 
bclonging to the original monument, but uscd atypically. Such an utilisation can bc acccptcd if thc block 
ncccssitatcd repairs, maybc cven during thc construction of thc monument, thc clamp tying, vcrtically, 
two fissured or even broken fragments.  

Thcrefore, it is bcyond doubt that a tcmplc-shapcd f uncrary monument with dccorated pcdiment -
rcsultcd out of a particularly thorough transposing of ornamental syntax in the prccious volumcs of 
marble - is attcsted by thc worn out fragmcnts compriscd in thc church enclosure. 

2. Otlzer funerary monuments. Unlikc the prcvious monument, thc funcrary monumcnts - cither 
al tars, or mausolea - prcscnted in PI. XXI-XXII and mcntioncd in thc catalogue, bring on just hypothcscs 
rcgarding acceptablc positions for ccrtain lithic fragmcnts, within somc clcmcntary typcs of funcrary 
monuments. Thc dimensional and structural critcria offcrcd by the fragmcnts in qucstion open thc 
possibility to commcnt on thc brcadth and cxtcnt of thcir original monumcnts, rcmarkablc cvcn if they 
rcproduccd currcnt forms of Imperial Roman funcrary architccturc54• Exccpting thc monument with 
mcdallion - probably set within a nccropolis cnclosurc of its own (PI. XII) - thc simple structurc of which 
allowcd for a dimensional appreciation of its minimal hcight (> 220cm), in al! cascs thc cxtent of thc 
monuments prescntcd is but relative. 

52 A trait not common to civil architecturc: thc block of the architrave-fricze connects at its extremities with 
the block of the side fac;ade in such a manner as to leave thc cnd of this latter visible in the main fac;ade. 

53 The block is brokcn and we ca1U1ot appreciatc the real depth of the lower surface. If the traces of the 
rougher working of the lower surface are not the resuit of deprcciation in time, it follows that the block had no 
sofitto, lcaning against the wall and not on columns or pilasters. Thesc could be, howcver, purely decorative, playing 
their part in the structure of the wal l. 

54 Cf. H. von Hcsberg, op. cit., passim; P. Gros, op.cit. , p.  392 sqq. 
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Anncx 1 .  1:,pigraphic Monuments attested in Ostrov, cf. IDR III, 2 
* monumcnts identificd or rc-idcntificd by I. I. Russu: * *  monuments from the enclosure, re-identified in 2004-
2005; 
* * * cpigraphic monuments !ost in a shipwreck on rivcr Tisa at Szeged (Ariosti' s transport in 1 723 ) .  

P lace I Date I First Dcsignation P lace of attcstation Present location References in 
discovcrcrs according to in Ostrov IDR, III, 2 I 

IDR, III ,  2 Identification in 
2004-2205 

1 Ostrov/-1 848 I dr. honorific incorporated in the Sarmizegetusa no. 100,  p. 1 03 -
Fodor altar walls of a manor Museum (Grădişte) 1 04 

marble* 
(since 1 977) 

2 Ostrov/ 1 853 I Şt. statue of a Csulai Manor Deva Museum no. 15,  p.40 
Moldovanu woman* 

Peştişul de Sus /after marble 
1 853/ C. Torma 

3 Ulpia Traiana 1 1 560 - votive altar unspccificd -- „in unknown no.202, p. 1 77, 
1 570 IM. Sieglcr 

marble (?) 
supradicto pago Fig. 1 63 

Ostrov/ 1 690 I Marsigli I 
Ost ro" 

4 Ulpia Troiana I 1 560- votive unspecificd - „in !ost in river Tisa (the no.266, p.23 1 -
570 I Mczersius altar*** eodem pago Ostro" shipwreck of 1 723)  233 ,  Fig.2 1 8  

Ostrov/ 1 690 I Marsigli I marble (?) 
I 722 - Ariosti 

5 Ostrov I 1 847 I votive altar Csulai Manor unknown no.269, p.235 -
„anonymus" 

marblc 
236,  Fig.22 1 

6 Ostrov I 1 553 I votive altar unspccificd - „in unknown no.272, p.238 
Verantius Oztro" 

7 Ostrov I 1 853 (?) I St. votive altar thc ccmctcry the cemetery no.351 ,  pp. 297 
Moldovan * *  (eh urch) cnclosurc, cnclosure, the east - 298, Fig.29 1 /  

marblc 
ncar thc cast gatc gate no. inv.108 

8 Ulpia Traiana I funerary unspecificd - „in !ost in river Tisa (the no.366, pp.306 
Mezerzius slab***  pago Ostrovo dis11·. shipwreck of 1 723)  - 307, Fig.300 

Ostrov I 1 690 (?) I marblc (?) 
Haczekiensis . . .  " 

Marsigli 
(CIL) 

9 Ulpia Traiana I l 6th funerary unspecified - „1n !ost in river Tisa (the no.371 ,  pp.3 1 1  
cent. I M. Sigler slab***  pago Ostrovo distr. shipwreck of 1 723)  - 3 1 2 ,  Fig. 303 

Ostrov I 1 690 I Marsigli marble (?) 
Haczekicnsis . . .  " -
CIL 

1 0 Ulpia Traiana funerary thc ccmctcry the cemetery no.374 , 

Ostrov I 1 5 th- 1 6th cent. 
altar * (church) cnclosure, cnclosure (?) pp .3 14-3 1 5, 

marblc 
wcst sector Fig.305 

1 1  Ostrov I 1 853  I Şt. funerary D. Makrai Manor unknown no.384, p.322 -
Moldovan stele 323 

marble 

1 2  Ulpia Traiana I 1 6th funerary unspecified !ost in river Tisa (the no.4 12, p.348 -
cent. I Mezerzius altar ***  shipwreck of 1 723) 349, Fig.330 
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Ostrov I -1 690 I possibly 
Marsigli marble 

1 3  Ostrov I 1 690 I Marsigli funerary thc ccmctcry unknown no.428, p.363, 
altar (church) cnclosure Fig.340 
limes tone („ . . .  ad ecclesiam in 

muro . . . " (CIL) 

1 4  Ostrov I -1723/ Ariosti funerary unspecified :\'ationalbibliothek, no.437, p .372 -
slab Viena 373, Fig.347 

marble 

1 5  Ulpia Traiana I l 6th funerary unspecified unknown no.444, p.378 -
cent. I Mezerzius altar 379, Fig.35 1 

Ostrov I -1 690 I marble (?) 
Marsigli 

1 6  Ostrov I 1 553 - epitaph unspecified unknown no.452, p.387 -
Verantius 

(funerary 
389, Fig. 357 

stele?) 

1 7  Ostrov I l 8th cent. I *funerary the cemctcry the cemetery no.459, p.395 -
Hochenhausen altar **  (church) cnclosure enclosure, west sector 396, Fig.363 

limes tone („ . . .  ad ecclesiam in /no. inv.168 
muro . . .  " (CIL) 

1 8  Ostrov I l 8th cent. I funerary thc cemctcry unknown (?) no.460, p.397 
L. W eidenfclder altar (church) cnclosurc, 

limes tone west sector 

1 9  Ostrov I 1 878 I I .  Piso funerary thc ccmctcry unknown (?) no.466, p .400 
stele* (church) enclosure 
limes tone 

20 Ostrov I 1 878 I I. Piso funerary thc ccmctcry unknown (?) no.473, p.403 
altar* (church) cnclosurc 
limes tone 

* monuments identified or re-identified by I. I. Russu; 
** monuments from the enclosure, re-identified in 2004-2005 ; 
***  epigraphic monuments !ost in a shipwreck on river Tisa at Szeged (Ariosti ' s  transport in 1 723) .  
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Annex 2. Epigraphic Monuments attested in Ostrov, cf. IDR III ,  2 .  
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Annex 3 .  Epigraphic Monuments attested in Ostrov, cf. IDR III, 2 .  
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