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AUXILIA FROM OLTENI.
CONTROVERSY AND INTERPRETATIONS

Bordi Zsigmond Lérdnd’, Radu Iustinian Zagreanu™

Abstract: The article is focused on the re-interpretation of some stamped bricks found at Olteni, Covasna
County. In the Romanian archaeological and epigraphically literature these stamps still represent a contro-
versial issue, more than one manner of reading and interpreting the discoveries being proposed. Reviewing
the stamps in question, new hypotheses could be exploited regarding especially the Roman auxiliary unit
they belong to and the possibility of narrowing down the chronology of the tomb by analysing its entire

[funerary inventory.

Keywords: epigraphy, auxiliary troops, Olteni fort, Roman Dacia, tile stamps.

Olteni village is situated on the Olt river valley at 12 km north from Sfantu Gheorghe,
Covasna County main city. Olteni is well known in the archacological literature due to the
Roman fort, located in the perimeter of the Mik¢ castle, from the northern part of Olteni village
(Fig. 1, point 1).

The presence of the Roman traces, and therefore of the Roman fort, was mentioned
starting with the 8" decade of the 18" century, when Benkd Jézsef mentioned: “the Miké
manor house, (...) it is on a mound, on the ancient Roman fort. This fact is proved by the Roman
coins and bricks discovered here. (...) No one could dig in the Miké garden without appearing
stamped bricks (more rare coins, but earlier occurred even consulates)”. Also, he expressed his
regret that for the moment he didn’t manage to possess any brick or coin'.

In the 4™ decade of the 19" century Daniel G. Scheint noticed “In the Sepsi filial seat,
on the high hills found at both ends of Olteni village, are the ruins of some fortresses where
unreadable Roman inscriptions and a triple tomb were discovered. Copper coins [sic!] from
Antonius and Maximinus found here indicate that these ruins are also Roman™.

Orbén Baldzs was preoccupied by the ruins of Herec medieval fortress, found nearby,
but he mentioned the presence of a mansion or a fort in the Miké castle area’.

Székely National Museum, Sf. Gheorghe, str. Kés Kéroly, nr. 10, RO-520055; e-mail: bordilorand@
yahoo.com.
Eastern Carpathians National Museum, str. Gabor Aron, nr. 16, RO-520028; e-mail: raduzagreanu@
yahoo.com.
' BENKO 1999, 11, 120-121.
2 SCHEINT 1833, 116.
5 ORBAN 1869, 55, 58.
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132 Bordi Zsigmond Lérdnd, Radu lustinian Zigreanu

Gooss recorded the available bibliography from his time, considering that the mentioned
inscriptions by Scheint should come from the castle’s territory*.

The first systematic archaeological excavations carried out in the Olteni village perimeter
were made in 1908, which, while focusing particularly on prehistoric settlements (Ariusd type)
in the area, resulted in the identification on the left bank (north) of the stream Ger6 (or Gyerd)
of the civil settlement related to the Roman fort>.

In 1942, Istvdn Paulovics coordinated surface researches in the fort area, establishing the
shape and relative sizes — greatly confirmed by subsequent excavations. Although he mentions
the available bibliography concerning the site, for the auxilia from the fort he did not succeed
to provide any information, citing as reference only the inscriptions mentioned by Scheint, lost
at that time®.

The first conclusive information concerning a stamped brick discovered in the fort area
comes from 1955, when Székely Zoltdn published a fragment from a letter dated on December
15, 1795, in which Gadll Miklés from Olteni was informing Aranka Gyérgy, scholar from Cluj,
that during the spring of that year, while digging the foundation of a building, were discovered,
next to a large vessel, “a piece of a Roman brick (as it can be assumed), on which was stamped
CIIII B”".

The most important and unique discovery in its own way, came in 1957 when during
some sand exploitations in the garden of building no. 122 from Olteni (Fig. 1, point 2), appeared
a tomb built by stamped bricks®.

Further research conducted at the site concluded that it was a grave dug in the humus
layer, which deepens in the alluvial soil, oriented approximately East-West, with dimensions
of 180 x 46 x 51 cm. This was made using four brick types: square and rectangular (African)
bricks used for making walls, large flat bricks for the bottom part and hypocaustum bricks
(tegulae mammatae) for making the lid (Fig. 2). All of these were marked with stamps, except
the flat bricks.

Inside the tomb were found, very poorly preserved, the remains of a woman about
30-40 years old, in whose mouth was a bronze coin, badly preserved, attributed to the emission
made by Empress Faustina in 141 AD, as oblation to Charon. On the fingers were discovered
two silver rings, one bevelled on hendecagonal shape’ and the other ring'® mounted with an
intaglio carved in rock crystal, representing a character seated in a stall with the left hand lying
horizontally. In the same grave was a long necked green bottle (Pl. 2/6)'" and 2 iron buttons'?,
probably applied on sandals. The tomb was chronologically framed in the late 2" — 3" centuries
AD considering the funerary rite and the worn out coin.

We note that the framing of the grave, from the architectural perspective, as a “brick
sarcophagus”, it seems to us totally inadequate. Roman sarcophagi are all made of stone, while
this specific grave is built of bricks. More correctly, it should be named as brick grave or tomb
cist made with bricks; even its shape is trying to imitate the pattern of a sarcophagus.

4 GOOSS 1876, 297.

5 LASZLO 1910, 47.

¢ PAULOVICS 1944, 62-65

7 'The letter fragment, containing references on the Roman age discoveries from Olteni was fully published in
SZEKELY 1955b, 35-36.

8 SZEKELY 1975, 138-141.

9 MNS, Inv. No. 15639; Dimensions: inner diameter: 2,15 cm; W: 0,7 cm; Th: 0,2 cm. BORDI/ZAGREANU
2010, P1.2/3.

10 MNS, Inv. No. 15640; Dimensions: diameter: 1,7 cm; W: 1 cm. BORDI/ZAGREANU 2010, P1.2/4-5.

"' MNS, Inv. No. 15643; Dimensions: height: 10,3 cm; rim diameter: 2,3 cm; base diameter: 3,8 cm. BORDI/
ZAGREANU 2010, PL2/6

12 MNS, Inv. No. 15642.
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We believe that a closer analysis on the inventory could provide new data on the more
exact dating of the tomb. The inhumation-type graves in tile “sarcophagi” frequently occur in
the cemeteries of Roman Dacia, but are framed in a later dating, like 3™ century — first half of
the 4" century AD, considering the findings from Napoca'?, Micdsasa', Potaissa'’, Romula'®,
Drobeta'’, Dierna'®, Sucidava", or Uroi*. Alexandru Sonoc, analysing the coins discovered in
the provincial tombs from Dacia, noted that the deposit of coins put along with the deceased in
the inhumation tombs predominates in the 3 century®', and most of this type of tombs from
the rural areas are so-called brick “sarcophagi”. So, the chronological frame of the Olteni tomb
seems to be late, and the use of older coins, which probably were extensively used, is a natural
thing for the Roman world of Dacia in the 3" century AD.

Subsequent archaeological researches conducted within or near the Roman fort (Székely
Zoltén — 1968-1970%; Székely Zoltdn-Székely Zsolt — 1987-1988%%; Angel Istrate — 2004%*),
although brought to the surface a rich archaeological material, including regulae, have not led to
the discovery of new stamps. Therefore, the main information on the auxi/lia unit stationed at
Olteni is limited to stamped zegulae discovered in the grave and the letter dated 1795.

>

From the stamped regulae inventory of the tomb® we were able to identify in the
museum’s storerooms and in the archaeological permanent exhibition from the Székely National
Museum the following:

- simple bricks fully preserved or almost fully preserved (dimensions: 17-18 x 17 x 8.5 cm)
(Fig. 3): 44 pieces;

- simple bricks very damaged with visible stamp mark: 1 piece;

- tegulae mammatae (dimensions: 43—44 x 35-36 x 7 cm): 3 pieces (one irreversibly
damaged);

- African bricks (dimensions: 35-36 x 13—-13.5 x 4-5 cm): 3 pieces

One more stamped fragment was identified”® that seems to come from a tegula mammata
or from a large flat brick?.

Also coming from the tomb are six large flat bricks (43—44 x 35-36 x 3 cm), whole
or partially broken, some of these were applied behind zegulae mammatae during tomb recon-
struction for the exhibition. The cartridge seal is standard, with dimensions of 10.5 x 2.5 cm
and a rectangular shape. The left side of the cartridge is relatively straight, with straight corners,
while the right side has slightly rounded corners, the corners being raised and rounded. All the
objects come from the same officina. For printing was used the same stamp type (which seems

3 HICA 1999, 101.

4 SONOC/GRISCAN 2004, 149.

' RUSSU 1940, 338; PASLARU, 72.

© NEGRU ET ALII 2007, 292.

7 TUDOR 1968, 406; BENEA 1977, 137.

'8 MARGHITAN 1980, 74.

" PASLARU 2003, 64.

2 POPA 2002, 208.

2 SONOC 2007.

2 SZEKELY 1970, 51-52; SZEKELY 1971, 137 ; SZEKELY 1980, 55-75.

»  SZEKELY 1993, 279-282; SZEKELY 1994, 18-20.

2 ISTRATE 2005, 195-215.

#  MNS, Inv. No. 15636; at least one of the stamped tegulae is at the Romanian National History Museum
from Bucharest, being trafered as CCES disposition of Covasna County no. 553/1973.

% MNS, Inv. No. 15637

?7 The description, the photos and the drawings of the stamped bricks were fully published in BORDI/
ZAGREANU 2010, 201-204, P1. 3-7.
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to be worn to some extent), the differences are largely due to the level of stamp printing in the
soft clay.

The seven letters of the stamp appear in relief, grouped into three distinct registers: the
first letter is C, followed by the four characters of the numeral; the seal ends with the two other
letters representing the ethnic name of the troop.

Letter C — has relatively normal shape, the centre thinner and has slightly widened
ends. Upper end is cut straight, while the lower end is slightly widened.

Numeral letters — consist of four vertical lines with both ends widened. The last two are
shorter by approx. 15% than the first two.

Letter B — has normal shape, with two loops joining near the vertical line. Inside the
letter, starting in the loop’s portion is a curved area.

Letter E — is a ligature formed of two characters. The body and two lines of the letter E
have a relatively straight design, while the third, extended, finishes with widened ends, indicating
that it belongs in a separate letter.

Because of the ligature, the imprint of the auxiliary unit ethnic name regarded as normal
stamp, if one reads left to right, it can be seen BE+L. Also, it could be BE+T if we consider
it from the mirror perspective, as it is mentioned in IDR III/4%. In our opinion, the ligature
making indicates the mirror imprint of the stamp; therefore the correct reading is in mirror, so
the last letter represents actually an E+T ligature (Fig. 4).

>

The interpretation of the stamps is a controversial issue, existing more than one
hypothesis that should be listed and discussed.

Starting from the first publication of a stamped tegula, Székely Zoltdn considered that
the stamp was read incorrectly by the 1795 letter’s author (IIII instead of II). Also he concluded
that the auxiliary unit located in Olteni garrison was the same with Cobors II Flavia Bessorum,
emitting the hypothesis that the troop was transferred from Cincsor (where it is attested by
stamp C Il FB) to Olteni®. After discovering the tomb, Székely proposed the following variants,
without removing any: C(ohors) II1I B(rittonum) E(quitata) or C(ohors) IIII Be(ssorum); in case
that the last letter is a ligature E+T, it could be C(ohors) II1I Be(tavorum) or Batavorum®.

Nicolae Gostar saw a point in the middle of the four numeral letters and he assigned the
stamp to C(0)h(ors) I Bes(sorum)*'.

lIoan I. Russu thought that the correct reading of the stamp would be Cohors 1111
Betavorum, but correcting wrong placement made by Ian Benes®*, who placed the Olteni fort
on Limes transalutanus. He also noticed that “the ethnic name of this troop appears ambigu-
ously BE+T, or BE+L so possibly “Betasiorum”, but also “Belgarum”.

Dumitru Tudor read the stamps as: Cohors IIII Brittonum equitata and even cohors 11
F(lavia) Be(ssorum)*.

In a published paper on the auxiliary troops recruited from the Germanic provinces,
Dumitru Protase, referring to the Olteni archaeological material, considered that the appro-
priate lecture of these would be cobors IIII Betavorum or Batavorum®. In the same time he
noticed the lack of any mention of the troop in inscriptions or military diplomas.

2 DR 1988, 250-252.

2 SZEKELY 19554, 31.

30 SZEKELY 1978-79, 55-75; SZEKELY 1993, 279-282; SZEKELY 1996, 90.
31 GOSTAR 1966, 178-179.

32 BENES 1970, 159-209.

3 RUSSU 1972, 68.

3 TUDOR 1968, 278.

3 PROTASE 1973, 324.
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The next researcher who studied these stamps from Olteni is Cristian M. Vladescu®.
Reffering to the army of Dacia Inferior during AD 118/119-271, he attributed to the Olteni
Roman fort the auxiliary unit Cohors III] Betasiorum, which he thinks was established here in
the 2" century AD.

Constantin C. Petolescu, studying the auxiliary troops in the Dacian provinces,
concluded that the stamps with C /1] BE would also belong to Cohors II Bessorum? .

In his extensive research J. Spaul noted that the troop stationed at Olteni is Cobors 11
Flavia Bessorum?®.

The Olteni stamps issue was resumed by the researcher Nicolae Gudea from Cluj, who in
an article published in 2001%, analysing a stamped brick that was misinterpreted in his opinion,
makes several new allegations regarding the Roman troop stationed here. His analysis takes into
discussion the fragmented stamped brick located in the Székely National Museum, with the
inventory number 15637, which according to his opinion would come from the museum’s basic
inventory, being found at Bretcu (Fig. 5).

His entire demonstration is based on the fact that this piece would come from Bretcu
fort. In his study he succeeded to clarify the issue of the presumed stamped bricks appearing in
the literature as coming from the mentioned above fort and which attested the presence in area
of Leg(io) IIII F(lavia) F(elix)**. The author correctly identifies C IIII BE stamp, reading them
as C(ohors) IIII Bet(asiorum,).

Later on, in a summarizing paper on the Roman limes from the Moesia Inferior, in which
he deals with the problem of the eastern /imes of Dacia, Nicolae Gudea maintains his position
and believes that the fort from Olteni was the garrison of the unit “Cobors IIII Betasiorum™'.

>

From the listed above references it can be seen that the Olteni stamps interpretation
problem remained an unfinished one, researchers have dealt with this problem by assigning
it either to Cobors Il Flavia Bessorum, either to Cohors IIII Betasiorum. Therefore it requires a
resume of the discussions. First some facts concerning the army from Dacia Inferior should be
recalled, the Olteni fort being a part of this province. In recent years new military diplomas
were discovered in the former province, which are worth taking into discussion. Referring to
the Roman military forces engaged in the Dacian wars against the Emperor Trajan from Moesia
Superior, Ovidiu Tentea and Florian Matei-Popescu made a pertinent analysis on the military
situation in the area and identified a number of troops participating in the war. They do not
bring in the discussion any military unit that would fit on the stamps from Olteni**.

Analysing the military diplomas known so far, which attested military troops from
Moesia Inferior, a province which included the Olteni fort too, it was established that within
this province were stationed throughout its history 10 alae, 31 cohortae and 4 numeri®.
Unfortunately, we have no indication referring to a possible military troop with a similar
title to that appearing on the Olteni stamps. We will include here also the military diploma
discovered at Cataloi* dated 14™ of June 92 AD, the one from Taliata® from 28® of April 75,

36 VLADESCU 1983, 38.

%  PETOLESCU 2002, 85.

3 SPAUL 2000, 518.

% GUDEA 2001, 55-58.

“  TEGLAS/KONIG 1884, 54; TEGLAS/KONIG 1890, 109.
4 GUDEA 2005, 384.

2 MATEI-POPESCU/TENTEA 2006, 127-140.

3 MATEI-POPESCU 2002, 173-242.

4“4  PETOLESCU/POPESCU 2003, 73-92.

5 VUCKOVIC-TODORIC 1967, 21-28.
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Montana from 7% of February 78%, and the two imperial constitutions from 99 AD¥. Thus,
apparently the troops mentioned in these diplomas were part of, according to the consti-
tutions from 99 AD, ex exercitu Moesiae Inferioris and were not dislocated in preparation
of the Dacian wars, as it happened in Moesia Superior. In 105 AD the military diplomas
attested 6 alae and 14 cohortae®® on this province territory. The military diploma dated 25®
of September 111 AD*, emitted after the end of the Dacian wars, attested 3 more alae, but
there is no mention of any cohort which could be put in connection with our stamps. The
following diplomas, emitted in 125, 127, 134, 138, 145 and 146 do not bring any new
information. After analysing the 51 stamps found at the inhumation grave from Olteni, we
could mention several hypotheses, which later will probably be either supported or rejected.
Unfortunately, we cannot date the stamps in a small chronological frame, because we do not
have their classification inside the fort stratigraphy; also they could come from outside the
fort. The only reference to the discovery of a stamp of this type inside the fort comes from
the 18" century’’. In our approach we will stop only on those interpretations that currently
seem most plausible.

Thus, the first interpretation proposed in the literature so far, was reading the stamps
text as Cohors I Bessorum. Although it is considered that such stamps were produced in the first
stage and remained unchanged, the stamps taken into account, are not like all those known of
C (ohors) II Be (ssorum) in Dacia, from Cincsor®?, Stolniceni®, Barsesti’*, Rucir®.

Although we carefully examined the seals cartridge from Olteni, after letter C, between
the first two letters / there is no mark indicating that it would be letter H, for the stamps to be
read as such. On the other hand, this unit appears always with Flavia epithet, marked on the
stamps and inscriptions®® by letter F or FL. The hypothesis that these stamps would belong to
Cohors II Bessorum is not conclusive and seems unlikely.

A second interpretation, if we accept the existence of ligature E+L, with the letter L drawn
to the left, as occurs in some lapidary inscriptions, we have C IIII BEL, and the stamp reading is
Cohors I1I Belgarum. In the bibliography we have identified a Cohors Belgarum, which Tacitus is
listing among the troops from Germania Superior, as being part of the army who fought in the
expedition against Vindex (68 AD)* . The troop was recruited in southern Britannia, from where
it was transferred in Germania Superior, where it stayed until the Flavian age, after which it was
moved in Dalmatia®®. A Cohors I Belgarum™ is well documented by inscriptions in Dalmatia,
but no one knew for sure where it was camped, possible locations being Narona (Croatia), where
it raises a temple for Liber Pater™®, or could be at Novae (Bulgaria). New researches attest that
the troop’s garrison was at Gradine in Humac in the Trebizat valley, at Bigeste castellum®'. Some

6 CIL, XVI 22

7 CIL, XVI 44, 45

4 POPESCU-FLORIAN 2002, 244

4 POPESCU-FLORIAN 2002, 251.

50 POPESCU-FLORIAN 2002, 173-242
51 SZEKELY 1955a, 31; SZEKELY 1955b, 32-34.
2 IDR 1988, 134.

53 IDR 1977, 219.

s IDR 1977, 221.

55 IDR 1977, 237.

56 IDR 1988, 132, 134.

57 TACITUS 1817, 160.

58 SPAUL 2000, 191.

59 PRcA 1900, 253.

©  CIL, 111, 8484.

61 SPAUL 2000, 191.
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members of the unit were part of officium consularis of Salona, as attested by several inscriptions
discovered here®.

A cohors I Septimia Bel(garum) or Bel(gica)®*® appeared in an inscription from the 3™
century AD from Mainz. It is certain that in 231 AD Cohors I Septimia Belgarum was in the
fort from Ochringen®, as attested by the inscription of the prefectus L(ucius) Val(erius) Optatus.
Spaul attests this troop in Dalmatia until 173 AD; then it is moved to Germania Superior®
when receives the Septimia epithet. In a large study, recently published, were analyzed this
troop’s stamps®. We notice that the type of seal used in teritorium Bigeste, is completely different
from those found at Olteni. Inside the cartridge seals, dated to about 173 AD, can be read COH
I BELG or COH I BELGI. Against this interpretation of the ligation as E + L occurs the fact
that the last stamp letter is closer to T than to L (in this case the three horizontal lines of the
letter E would resemble). Also, we do not know any cobors IIII Belgarum, or any other auxiliary
unit having this ethnic name, but with order number greater than IV, documented somewhere
in the empire.

If we reverse the inscription, considering it as in mirror, then its last word should be
read as BET, which suggests two interpretations®’. The first interpretation is that the unit name
is Cohors IIII Betasiorum, which was already presumed over time.

In the special literature we have identified a cobors I Baetasiorum®® recruited from
Germanic or Celtic tribes from Germania Inferior, western from Novaesium (Neuss, Germany).
The unit was recruited after the Civilis revolt (69—70 AD) and sent to Britannia, and reaches
Scotia taking part in strengthening the wall of Antoninus Pius®. Apparently this troop, at the
beginning, remained a long time at Uxellodunum (Vayrac Department of Lot, France)”, then
camped the garrison in Britannia at Bar Hill”", located in the central region of the Antonine wall,
Maryport, and then at Regulbium (Herne Bay, UK) with the title Cobors Primae Baetasiorum
civium Romanorum, as shown in Notitia Dignitatum Occidentalis XXVIII 18”. The only stamp
type of this troop known so far is from Reculver, and reads as follows: [Cohors] I Baetas(iorvm)”>.

In the cursus honorum belonging to Attius Tutor from Flavia Solva, this has mentioned
the praefectura of this troop, which in this inscription appears as Coh(ors) I B(a)etas(iorum)’ .
In a military diploma found at Wroxeter in Britain, dating to the year 135 AD, based on the
consular years of T. Tutilius Pontianus and P. Calpurnius Atilianus, the unit appears as the
[Cohors] I B(a)et(asiorum)”, the ethnic name’s abridgement similar to the one from the Olteni
stamps. This seems to be one of the closest stamp types with similar inscription to the ones from
Olteni. Therefore we believe that one of the most relevant text readings of our stamps would
be Cohors IIII Betasiorum. N. Gudea supports the same idea’, noticing that the only sign that

&  MATJEVIC 2008, 189.

0% PRcA 1900, 254.

®4 WASLER 1993, 124.

% PRcA 1900, 191.

% DODIG 2007, 148-152.

¢ The stamp reading as Betavorum (Batavorum), the third variant from the special literature is excluded,
because this ethnic name appears abbreviated as BAT.

% PRcA 1900, 249.

®  SPAUL 2000, 236-237.

70 CIL, VII, 386, 390, 391,395.

71 SPAUL 2000, 237.

72 www. hs-ausburg.de /cronologia/Notitia.
73 RIB 1995, 2468
74 CIL, II1, 5331
7> EDH (http://edh-www.adw.uni-heidelberg.de/EDH), HD-number: 024394 — 27. 04. 2010 (with biblio.).
76 GUDEA 2001, 58.
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supported this reading is the C-shaped letter from word Cohors, upper end of the letter is always
longer than the bottom, plus ligation £+7 suggesting the same reading. The two inscriptions
mentioned above indicated that, if there was a fourth cohort of Baetasii, their names could have
appeared in an abbreviated manner, very similar to the stamps found at Olteni. However, we
must take into consideration the fact that throughout the Roman Empire were not found so far
epigraphic traces of a cohort “Betasiorum” with order number greater than 1, so this puts under
the question this interpretation. A second interpretation variant would be C(ohors) IIII B(a)
et(ica), an auxiliary unit recruited from Hispania Baetica, Roman province in southern Iberian
Peninsula, founded in 29 BC after the division of the province Hispania Ulterior.

Opverseeing the up to date epigraphic discoveries, we established that there are at least
two cases where an auxiliary unit with this ethnic name is mentioned. The first is the one
mentioning a certain  “M(arcus) Sempronius Fuscus praefectus cobortis Baeticae” in a public
inscription, engraved on a bronze plaque, dated between 51-74 AD, discovered in Bergamo,
Italy in 187177. Another epigraphic document of an auxiliary unit ethnic name comes from
Cortijos de Repla, found next to Los Coralles, Seville Province in Spain, where on a statue base,
dated 151-200 AD, was engraved the inscription “/MineJrvae Aug(ustae) sacrum / [...]nius
Quir(ina) Optatus / [... clohortis V Baeticae / [... Jores /...” %

In our opinion, the latter interpretation is correct, primarily because the unit’s ethnic
name could be easily read B(a)et(ica), the lack of letter A on stamp not being relevant in
this case”.

On the other hand, the mentioning of a Cobors Baetica with order number V involves
the existence of at least four other units with the same ethnic name, and the unit from Olteni
could be one of them.

The disadvantage of this interpretation is that such military unit is not mentioned at
all in the military diplomas referring to the auxiliary units that stationed in Dacia Inferior.
However, we shouldn’t forget that at least three of the 45 cobortae that were mentioned as
camped in Dacia, are known only from epigraphic or regulae discoveries, their names not
being mentioned in any of the military diplomas found so far. First, Cohors Afrorum is
mentioned only on a funerary inscription discovered at Rome, dated at the end of the 2™
century — beginning of the 3" century AD. This is presenting cursus honorum of Cn(eius)
Pompeius Pompeianus, equo publico, who at first was pr(a)efectus cohortis Afrorum in Daciam,
later becoming tribunus leg(ionis) 111 Italic(ae). Moreover, the inscription is the only mention
of this auxiliary unit in Dacia®.

Cohors I Antiochensium, which was camped at 100 AD in Moesia Superior and partici-
pated in the Trajan’s Dacian war, between the two Dacian wars built the Drobeta fort. The unit
is not mentioned in the diplomas among the auxiliary troops of Dacia, being mentioned again
only after 160 AD also in Moesia Superior®'. Cohors I Aurelia Brittonum miliaria, whose presence
is attested in Dacia Inferior by the inscription attesting the Bumbesti fort reconstruction in
201%, is also known only by the mentioned inscription.

No matter how one would read the stamp (Cobors Il Baetasiorum or Cohors IIII
Baetica), we could not identify in other epigraphic sources the auxiliary unit from the Olteni
fort, from the officina of which the stamped bricks came. Therefore the name remains debatable
for the moment.

77 EDH (http://edh-www.adw.uni-heidelberg.de/EDH), HD-number: 002979 — 27. 04. 2010 (with biblio.).
8 GONZALEZ 1994, 180.

See for this the apearance of the name Coh(ors) I B(a)etas(iorum), conforming the above 54 quote.

80 PETOLESCU 1995, 237-238.

81 PETOLESCU 1995, 239.

82 PETOLESCU 1995, 246.
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We consider that the balance would tilt more towards the Hispanic origin of the auxiliary
unit, taking into account that it is attested a fifth unit with Baetica ethnic name, as well as the
fact that coming from the Guadalquivir river valley (ancient Betis), with relatively similar relief
(Bética mountain chain towards the south and Sierra Morena towards north) to the one of the
superior Olt valley, these troops were better adapted to the military missions in this area than a
troop recruited from the lowlands in the western regions of Westphalia.

I

Reviewing the stamps coming from the Olteni inhumation grave raises new questions
on the belonging to a particular Roman auxiliary unit. The re-discussing of the grave inventory
could bring clarifications and a tighter chronological frame of the discovery. The relatively late
dating of the tomb, in the 3" century AD, would explain the absence of such an auxiliary unit
in the military diplomas of the Roman Empire.

However, based on the discoveries made so far, it is very likely that in the Olteni fort, at
least in the second half of the 2" — the beginning of the 3™ centuries AD, remained an auxiliary
unit which bore the mark C IIII BET (either Cobors IIII Baetica or Cobors ITII Baetasiorum). The
subsequent discoveries, the local ones, or from the neighbouring area, as well as the ones from
the former Roman Empire, will probably be able to clarify the whole question.
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Fig. 3. One of the bricks and the drawing of the stamp.
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Fig. 4. Proposal for the stamp reading.
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Fig. 5. The stamped brick with Inv. Nr. 15637.
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