
EPHEMERIS NAPOCENSIS

XXI
201 1



ROMANIAN ACADEMY
INSTITUTE OF ARCHAEOLOGY AND HISTORY OF ART CLUJ-NAPOCA

EDITORIAL BOARD
Editor: Coriolan Horaţiu Opreanu
Members: Sorin Cociş, Vlad-Andrei Lăzărescu, Ioan Stanciu

ADVISORY BOARD
Alexandru Avram (Le Mans, France); Mihai Bărbulescu (Rome, Italy); Alexander Bursche (Warsaw, 
Poland); Falko Daim (Mainz, Germany); Andreas Lippert (Vienna, Austria); Bernd Päff gen (Munich, 
Germany); Marius Porumb (Cluj-Napoca, Romania); Alexander Rubel (Iași, Romania); Peter Scherrer 
(Graz, Austria); Alexandru Vulpe (Bucharest, Romania).

Responsible of the volume: Coriolan Horaţiu Opreanu

În ţară revista se poate procura prin poştă, pe bază de abonament la: EDITURA ACADEMIEI 
ROMÂNE, Calea 13 Septembrie nr. 13, sector 5, P. O. Box 5–42, Bucureşti, România, RO–76117, 
Tel.  021–411.90.08, 021–410.32.00; fax. 021–410.39.83; RODIPET SA, Piaţa Presei Libere nr. 1, 
Sector 1, P.  O.  Box 33–57, Fax 021–222.64.07. Tel. 021–618.51.03, 021–222.41.26, Bucureşti, 
România; ORION PRESS IMPEX 2000, P. O. Box 77–19, Bucureşti 3 – România, Tel. 021–301.87.86, 
021–335.02.96.

E P H E M E R I S  N A P O C E N S I S

Any correspondence will be sent to the editor:
INSTITUTUL DE ARHEOLOGIE ŞI ISTORIA ARTEI
Str. M. Kogălniceanu nr. 12–14, 400084 Cluj-Napoca, RO

e-mail: choprean@yahoo.com

All responsability for the content, interpretations and opinions
expressed in the volume belongs exclusively to the authors.

DTP şi tipar: MEGA PRINT
Coperta: Roxana Sfârlea

© 2011 EDITURA ACADEMIEI ROMÂNE
Calea 13 Septembrie nr. 13, Sector 5, Bucureşti 76117
Telefon 021–410.38.46; 021–410.32.00/2107, 2119



ACADEMIA ROMÂNĂ
INSTITUTUL DE ARHEOLOGIE ŞI ISTORIA ARTEI

E P H E M E R I S 
NAPOCENSIS

X X I
2 0 1 1

EDITURA ACADEMIEI ROMÂNE





SUMAR – SOMMAIRE – CONTENTS – INHALT

STUDIES

VITALIE BÂRCĂ
Th e Fibulae in the North-Pontic Sarmatian Environment (1st Century – First Half of the 2nd 
Century AD) ......................................................................................................................7

SORIN NEMETI
In circuitu tenuit … Dacia and Roman Geographical Knowledge ......................................37

FLORIN FODOREAN
Mapping the Orbis Terrarum: the Peutinger Map, the Antonine Itinerary and the Cartographic 
Tradition of the Fourth and Fifth Century AD .................................................................51

FLORIN CURTA
Werner’s Class I C: Erratum corrigendum cum commentariis ...............................................63

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND EPIGRAPHICAL NOTES

DAN AUGUSTIN DEAC
A Pharaoh Depiction from the Roman Province of Dacia ...............................................111

MONICA GUI
Evidence for Medical and Personal Care in the Case of the Roman Army in Dacia .........115

BORDI ZSIGMOND LÓRÁND, RADU IUSTINIAN ZĂGREANU
Auxilia from Olteni. Controversy and Interpretations .....................................................131

CORIOLAN HORAŢIU OPREANU
New Approaches to the Knowledge of the Military Tile Stamps from the Auxiliary Forts of 
Dacia ..............................................................................................................................145

SORIN BULZAN, CĂLIN GHEMIŞ
Roman Period Brooches from Săcuieni Museum, Bihor County .....................................161

REVIEWS

ALEKSANDR SIMONENKO, IVAN I. MARČENKO, NATALI’JA JU. LIMBERIS, Römische 
Importe in sarmatischen und maiotischen Gräbern zwischen Unterer Donau und Kuban, (Archäologie in 
Eurasien 25), Verlag Philipp von Zabern Mainz, 2008, 629 p., 57 fi g., 14 maps, 390 pl., ISBN 978-
3-8053-3954-4 (Vitalie Bârcă, Sorin Cociş) ..............................................................................171



Rome's World: the Peutinger map reconsidered, Richard J. A. Talbert, University of North Carolina, 
Chapel Hill, In association with Tom Elliott, Assisted by Nora Harris, Gannon Hubbard, 
David O’Brien, and Graham Sheperd with a contribution by Martin Steinmann, Cambridge 
University Press, 2010. Hardback. ISBN 978-0-521-76480-3, 376 pages, 33 b/w illus. 1 table.                                                
(Florin Fodorean) ......................................................................................................................185

SZABÓ ÁDÁM, Dáciai papság, Budapest, editura Opitz, 2007, 270 p. (I sacerdozi nella dacia ms.) 
(Szabó Csaba) ............................................................................................................................196

N. GUDEA, Castrul roman de la Feldioara. Încercare de monografi e arheologică/Das Römerkastell 
von Feldioara. Versuch einer archäologischen Monographie. Interferenţe etnice şi culturale în 
mileniile I a. Chr. – I p. Chr./Ethnische und Kulturelle Interferenzen in 1. Jahrtausend v. Chr. – 1. 
Jahrtausend n. Chr., Vol./Bd. 11, Ed. Mega (Cluj-Napoca 2008), 367 S., 28 + LXXIII Taf., 36 Abb.                        
(Dan Matei) ..............................................................................................................................199

Abbreviations that can not be found in Bericht der Römisch-Germanische Kommission ...........207

Guidelines for Ephemeris Napocensis ........................................................................................211



Sorin Bulzan, Călin Ghemiş

ROMAN PERIOD BROOCHES FROM SĂCUIENI MUSEUM, 
BIHOR COUNTY

Sorin Bulzan*, Călin Ghemiş**

Abstract: Th e discussed pieces belong to the archaeological collection of Ier Valley Museum from Săcuieni. 
From Cheşereu come an Almgren 242 or Aucissa type brooch from bronze and a silver, Almgren 41 type 
brooch, the last showing the princerly status of the owner. A novelty is the presentation of some archaeological 
materials from the less-known Sarmatic cemetery from Cadea “Templom-Dűlő”. Th e dating of the Cadea 
necropolis can rely upon the presented brooches. Th e one strongly profi led type could hypothetical mark the 
beginning of burials at the end of the second century and a T shaped brooch could show, eventually, a fi nal 
phase of the cemetery, in the second half of the 3rd century – the beginning of the next century. Two pieces 
with returned foot from an unknown place can be dated at the end of 2nd century and the fi rst half of the 
3rd century AD.
Keywords: brooches, Roman period, Barbaricum, Sarmatian, Germanic.

Th e pieces published in this article belong to the archaeological collection of Ier Valley 
Museum from Săcuieni1. Th e brooches from Săcuieni museum were discovered between world 
wars and to the years '60–'70. Th e main part of the museum inventory was constituted by 
particular collections like those of Penkert Mihaly, chemist in Săcuieni, and of Andrassy Ernest, 
physician in Valea lui Mihai. Important donations come from Bokor and Bodogai collections. 
Many brooches were donated by Maria Penkert in 1969. 

Although the inventory register contain several other brooches, these could have not 
been studied with this occasion because the collection is wrapped for moving. Still, we’ve 
considered that the pieces are important for understanding the area from the end of Dacian 
La Tene and for the Roman period and that they deserve a rapid publication. Th e pieces were 
off ered for publication by one of the authors, Călin Ghemiş, the curator of the museum. In the 
inventory list of institution we also found other pieces which were not accessible to us2. 

* “Ţara Crişurilor” Museum, Oradea, RO; e-mail: sorinbulzan@gmail.com.
** “Ţara Crişurilor” Museum, Oradea, RO; e-mail: ereshu@yahoo.com.
1 NÁNÁSI 1972, 133–137.
2 Th is brooches is registered as: 1. bronze fi bula with triangular plate from Sânicolau de Munte, inventory 

number 391; 2. fragmentary Dacian bronze fi bula probably discovered at Săcuieni, preserved dimensions 3.6 cm,  
inv. nr. 377; 3. resort of “Daco-Celtic” brooch from Penkert Maria collections, dimensions: 3 cm; 4. bronze fi bula 
from Săcuieni or Cadea dated in secolele IV–V centuries. Belong to Penkert Maria collection, inv. number is 402 
and dimensions 4.7 cm; 5. fragmentary bronze fi bula from Penkert collection, inv. 405; 6. Brooch from Săcuieni 
“Horo” (Penkert collections) dated in IV–VI centuries, dimensions 3.8  cm, inv. 406; 7. Brooch from Săcuieni 
“Horo” (Penkert collections) dated in IV–VI centuries, dimensions 5.5 cm, inv. 408; 8. bronze brooch 3.8 cm long 
from unknown place, dated in IV–VI centuries (donation Maria Penkert); 9. brooch from Savaria, dimension: 
6 cm, probably Penkert donation dated in the migrations period. Th e restoration of presented pieces was made by 
Mrs. Olimpia Mureșan from “Ţara Crișurilor” Museum, Oradea.

Ephemeris Napocensis, XXI, 2011, p. 161–169
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1. Cheșereu

Bronze brooch, from Almgren 242 or Aucissa type (Pl. I, 1). A part of the catch plate 
and from the hook are missing. Th e piece had a semicircular bow, rectangular in section and the 
hook was attached with a hinge formed by bending the head towards the exterior. Probably the 
catch plate was widened and had eventually a knob. 

Th e piece belongs to the Penkert Maria Collection, inv. No. 398. With the exception of 
the village name, the discovery location is unknown. Preserved dimension: 5.5 cm.

Th is type of brooch was dated in the last decade of the fi rst century BC and the third 
quarter of the fi rst century AD3. Being Roman products, the specimens of this type are circu-
lated in smaller numbers also in the barbarian world, both in period of their maximal circu-
lation, the fi rst  century AD, and also later, in the period of transition from fi rst century AD to 
the next century4. Th e only piece with certain dating from Roman Dacia comes from a Trajanic 
context from the capital of the province5. Th e only evidence from the cultural aspect of Militari-
Chilia was found at Târgşor, together with a coin from Hadrianic period6.

2. Cheşereu

A S-shape silver brooch with the bow consisted from a trapezoidal plate and rectangular 
foot. With the exception of the village name, the discovery location is unknown. Th e piece was 
donated by Maria Penkert in the year 1969; inventory number 397. Dimensions: 4.8 cm. On 
the edge and in the middle the bow plate is decorated with two frames. Between the foot and 
bow the fi bula has a semicircular plate placed perpendicular on the brooch’s bow. Th e catch 
plate has a trapezoidal shape. Th e description corresponds to the brooches from Almgren 41 
type (Pl. I, 2).

Along with others brooches like those of type Almgren 43, the originary place is Polish 
territory of Przeworsk and Wielbark cultures area, from where it was spreading in Germania 
libera (except those of A. 43 type) Baltic regions, Ukraine, Moravia, Slovakia and Hungary7. In 
the north-west Romania the only evidence of A. 43 brooch comes from Porolissum8. Th e most 
frequently metal used for making the brooches like that from Cheşereu is the bronze and the 
dimension varies between 3.5 and 5 cm, sometimes 6 cm. Th e Almgren 41 type belongs to the 
late shapes of the 2nd group named by the Swedish author, mit zweillapiger Rollenkappe, very 
closed to those of Almgren 43 type, designated like the early forms of eastern group. Th e type 
A. 41 pieces are dated at the end of early Roman period in the chronology of Roman period in 
the Central Europe9. According to G. Domanski and K. Godlowski, this type is a leading form 
of the B2/C1 horizon and it illustrates the penetration of several groups belonging to Przeworsk 
and Wielbark culture in wide spaces from central and eastern Europe and of the Przeworsk 
culture bearers towards south10. 

3 RUSTOIU 1997, 60, type 29, Fig. 71 (1–4); COCIȘ 2004, 77.
4 In the Dacian Latene exist just few pieces, see RUSTOIU 1997, loc. cit. Th ose from Divici were found in the 

last level of habitation from this dava, and a specimen from Moravia discovered in the Celtic oppidum from Stare 
Hradisko could be dated till the beginning of second century AD, see PEŠKAŘ 1972, 66.

5 COCIȘ 2004, 78, Pl. XLV, this is the case of the type Cociș 14a from which the brooch with the number 663 
is the closest analogy with the piece preserved at Săcuieni.

6 BICHIR 1984, 45, 87, 104, Th e author quoted that if the piece not belongs to the Geto-Dacian settlement 
from fi rst century AD or the Roman camp, the discovery dated the begining of the Roman period settlement in the 
fi rst years of the Hadrian reign.  

7 PEŠKAŘ 1972, 92 sqq, Taf. 5, 5–10; 16, 1–12; DOMAŃSKI 1992, 129–139.
8 COCIȘ/OPREANU 1998, type 6, p. 199, Taf. IX/58; OPREANU/COCIȘ, 2002, p. 234 sq, Abb. 16/1.
9 ALMGREN 1923 (1973), 19, Tafel II, 41.
10 DOMAŃSKI 1992, op. cit. 136.
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In 1998, Sorin Cociş and Coriolan Opreanu defi ned an Almgren 43 piece from 
Porolissum as a “Victoal brooch” and related it with the Przeworsk environment from which it 
spread towards middle Danube11. Th e piece was dated in the second half of the 2nd century and 
it was connected with the Germanic groups settled during Marcomannic wars in the north and 
north-western Romania. 

Th e use of precious metal for manufacturing and also the dimensions specifi c for the 
larger specimens of this type, fi t the brooch from Cheşereu in “Prunkfi beln” category, worn 
by Germanic aristocracy representatives who arrived at the eastern border of the Sarmatian 
domination area. Th is line of cultural confl uence is marked between the plain and the hill area. 

3. Cadea, “Templom Dűlő”

Strongly profi led brooch made from bronze, long of 4.5 cm, inventory number 508 
(Pl. I, 3). Th e piece was part of Penkert Maria collection. Th e spring and the hook is missing.

Characteristic for this brooch worked from two parts is the tall rectangular catch plate 
(Cociş 8 type). Th e short-arched foot is faceted, ended with a round knob, and the bow, bended 
in D-shaped has a headplate. Probably a rod of iron originally existed on which the windings 
were wrapped and the cord was caught with a hook, the fastening support. Although the spring 
is missing, we consider that this element may be of Cociş 7 type, and not of those with hinge or 
Cociş 9, characteristic for the barbarian brooches discovered around Porolissum12.  Th e brooch 
bow is ornamented with a notch cutting. 

Th e piece is a combination between the strongly profi led type and eventually the knee 
type, but the shape of the bow resembles with the Aucissa type, Cociş 14d5, with specifi c fasten 
system with hinge13. A fl awed specimen of knee type Cociş 19b1 with the similar headplate was 
discovered in the workshop from Napoca. Because its dating was set in Trajanic period until 
the third quarter of 2nd century AD., Sorin Cociş had proposed an earlier dating than that is 
generally accepted, which is the Antoninian period and the beginning of the 3rd century AD14.

In the barbarian environment, there can be identifi ed specimens resembling also with 
Almgren 8315 type and with the so-called Armbrustfi beln (Almgren 90) brooches with tall catch 
plate, widespread in the Tisa plain, or with this type derivates16. M. Parducz assigned to some 
of these pieces an autochthonous Celtic origin, or a Dacian one, using as prototypes those from 
Remetea Mare in Banat, or an Eastern origin, for northern Pontic area. Th e same author defi ned a 
piece from Alsónémedi-Kenderföldek as a leading fossil for one of the two groups, diff erentiated 
only by size: smaller and bigger17. Andrea Vaday determines the most intense spreading area 

11 COCIȘ/OPREANU 1998, loc. cit.; OPREANU/COCIȘ 2002, loc. cit. n. 84 with bibliography.
12 For the catchplate and spring, see COCIȘ 2004, Pl.  CLXX and CLXVIII. For the barbarian brooches 

from Roman Dacia, see COCIȘ/OPREANU 1998, OPREANU/COCIȘ 2002. Two pieces of  Almgren 92 type 
discovered at Porolissum and Ilișua may resemble the Cadea piece. Th e pieces were put in the type 4 of strongly 
profi led brooches, variants b and c, that circulated in the second half on the 2nd century AD, in the Marcomannic 
wars. For these see COCIȘ, OPREANU 1998, 197, Abb. V/32; OPREANU, COCIȘ 2002, 232 sq, Abb. 12/2, 3.

13 COCIȘ 2004, 82, Pl. LII/766–770, 772; cat. 765–781. Th e original area of this regional Auccisa type was 
Moesia Superior. It is dated in Dacia province in the second half of second century and the fi rst two decades of the 
third century. Sorin Cociș thinks that a workshop can be supposed in the southern part of the province.

14 COCIȘ 2004, 99,  no. 1188, Pl. LXXVII. 
15 ALMGREN 1923 (1973), Taf. 4, 83.
16 VADAY 1989,  78sq, Abb. 12, 10–13, 16, 17. 
17 PÁRDUCZ 1956 a, 159sq, Taf. XXVI.7. Th e piece have resemblance with the Sarmatian type brooches that 

derives from knee brooches but these last ones have a knob at the smaller head and the short leg. In north-western 
Romania, a similar specimen is known from a surface discovery from Doh, see MATEI/STANCIU 2000, 45, no. 
60,  Pl. 337/ 7, and also at Porolissum, both are considered to belong to the second half of the II-nd and III-rd 
century, see GUDEA ET ALII, 78, Tip. V, pl. VII/53. For this type of brooches see PÁRDUCZ 1956 b, pl. VII/8 
a-b, pl. XIV/9 a-b. For similar specimens from Dacia see Cociș 32 type, COCIȘ 2004, 133sq with illustration.
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as middle Tisa18. Discussing the so-called “Armbrust Fibeln mit hohem Nadelhaltern”, I. Peškar 
makes a diff erence between the two-pieces Germanic type and those above-mentioned. Th ese 
last ones were defi ned by T. Kolnik as the “Sarmatian type, or south-eastern type”. According 
to I. Peškar, the main diff erence is the knob-ended fasten system, specifi c to the “Sarmatian” 
type from the discoveries of Szentes-Nagyhegy group which are characteristic, from M. Parducz 
point of view, to the second Sarmatian period, between 180–260/27019. Th is type is the most 
similar with our piece. In Slovacia, these pieces are dated in the second half century of 2nd 
century and the beginning of the 3rd century, and in Poland, the pieces are dated in the last 
decades of 2nd century and the fi rs half of the 3rd century20. Th ere are important diff erences 
between these pieces and that from Cadea, as the lack of knob at the end of the brooch and 
instead, the presence of the headplate. Considering the geographic location of the discovery 
place, a dating in the second half of the 2nd century and eventualy at the begining of the 3rd 
century seems to be the most indicated one. Th e brooch could even mark the beginning of the 
Sarmatian necropolis from Cadea “Templom Dűlő”21. 

4. Cadea, “Templom Dűlő”

T-shaped brooch with the height of 5.5 cm and the total lenght of the arms of 3.3 cm; 
Inventory number: 403 (Pl. I, 6). Th e curved body, rectangular in section, is decorated with a 
middle nervure and with two notch cutting on the brooch head. Towards the brooch’s leg there 
are two angled nervures. Th e leg is facetted and decorated toward the exterior with one or two 
very fi ne engraved vertical lines. Th e catch plate is part of the leg and is ended in a raised knob-
nervure made by casting. Because the piese has a fasten system made by winding  spring inside 
a cylindrical case (Cociș 13 type) and not a hinge like the Dacian provincial brooches, it seems 
to be a later product that the existence of the Roman Dacia.

Th e piece has few analogies, in the barbarian milieu and also in the Roman provinces. In 
Barbaricum, the shape and the leg of the brooch will fi nd analogies with brooches with returned 
foot from the second half of the 3rd and in the next century22. Th e closest analogy is a brooch 
discovered at Aquincum, in the grave 129 of the western cemetery, dated in 3rd–4th centuries, 
which kept, unlike that of Cadea, the side and head knobes23. Th e cylindrical case has the same 
decoration, the windings are also from iron, but not the same spring type. Until new infor-
mation, we do not wish to comment more about this brooch datation. At last, it is of notice the 
proportion between the brooch’s body and the leg, similar with that of the knob onion-shaped 
brooches whose evolution consist in the elongation of the leg inspite of the bow dimension. 

5. Unknown place

Bronze brooch with returned foot manufactured from two elements. Dimensions:  
4,4 cm (Pl. I, 4). Th e piece was part of Penkert collection and have inventory number 415 at the 
Săcuieni Museum. Only the bow and the catch plate were preserved from this piece. 

Th e bow brooch is facetted with a trapezoidal shape in the section. Characteristic to this 
specimen are the knobs on the head and on the bow. Th e catch plate with the opening to the 
right is of the closed type or the type Cociș 1924. 

18 VADAY 1989, 78.
19 PÁRDUCZ 1956 a, op. cit., 165.
20 PEŠKAŘ 1972, 106sq.
21 For this information see NÁNÁSI 2003, 38.
22 PEŠKAŘ 1972, 134sq, Taf. 44, 3,4.
23 TOPÁL 1993, 54, Pl. 76 and 163.
24 COCIȘ 2004, 424, Pl. CLXX, 19.
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A similar piece was discovered in the Roman period settlement from Margine “Valea 
Tăniei – La Ţarină” in the Bihor county25. Th e dating of these brooches of “barbarian type” was 
proposed at the end of second century and the fi rst half of the third century AD26. As distinctive 
particularities for this type are the knobs at the endings. Th e presence of these pieces just on the 
north limes of the Roman Dacia have the explanations in the origin from the barbarian world 
near the Dacia Porolissensis27. Th ese brooches are frecvent also in the Sarmatian territory28. 
Some distribution illustrates the interference between Germanic and Sarmatian world. 

6. Unknown place

Bronze brooch with returned foot manufactured from two elements. Preserved dimen-
sions: 3  cm (Pl.  I, 5). Th e provenience is also from Penkert collection and have inventory 
number 412. 

From brooch is preserved the bow almost semicircular and rectangular in section. Th e 
head of the piece had a proeminence ended with a small knob. Th e brooch spring is twisted on 
a rod, with two windings on each part. Th e catch plate side is brocken in the right of a proemi-
nence situated on the bow. Th e piece is very similar with the above described brooch.

7. Unknown place

A bronze brooch manufactured from one element with the sharp catch plate. Also comes 
from an unknown place from which it went to the Penkert collection. It is also fragmentary 
(Pl. I, 7) and it was registred in the museum with the inventory number 413. Dimensions: 8 cm 
with the opening of the catch plate of 3.3 cm. 

Th e bow is facetted and decorated toward the catch plate with lines resembling  some 
pinching, followed by an ornament consisting in half-circles on the facetted catch plate. Th e 
same ornament is repeated in the end of the catch plate, open toward the left and narrowed. 
Th e catch plate ending is so ornamented that on both sides of the opening for hook fastening 
it appears a decoration resembling a knob, but realised in the board of the catch plate and not 
as a distinct piece. 

Th e brooch can by framed in the VI group of O. Almgren, being similar to the type 
17029. Th is brooch with the sharped catch plate ending had as distinctive feature the typical 
spring with four windings twisted with the two windings on each part of the head, the chord 
fastened over the head, the bended hook between the two strings of  windings and the bow 
slightly curved toward the catch plate. Th e chance made that this type of brooch is spread in the 
south Poland, in Pannonia and in the Sarmatian teritory. Most of the pieces were manufactured 
from bronze, less from iron and rarely from silver. Th e specimens from Moravia and Slovakia 
were perceived like component elements of Quadian milieu, taking in consideration the analogies 
from central Germany30. Th ese brooches come from well-dated funerary contexts from fi rst half 
of third century but the maximal spreading period is the second half of  this century31. 

Th e piece probabily belong to a Sarmatian context and being of a well-known type, it is 
possible to be discovered somewhere in the Ier valley. 

25 BULZAN 2010, 59, Pl. IX.
26 COCIȘ 2004, 145, 147 similar with no. 1940, Pl. CXLI.
27 For the spurs belonging to the vandals discovered on the Dacia’s northen limes, see HOREDT 1982, 

p. 56 sqq, and recently ARDELEANU 2009, p. 55–72.
28 VADAY 1989, 89, Abb. 17, 1–8.4.
29 ALMGREN 1923 (1973), p. 87, Taf. VI, 170, the dating is the 4th century AD.
30 PEŠKAR 1972, 118 sq, Taf. 34, 35.
31 PEŠKAR 1972, 120.
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Conclusions

Th e chronological and cultural conclusions are interesting because not only of 
the diversity and the dispersion of the types, but also because they belong, maybe with one 
exception, to the already known landscape from north-western Romania and the neighbouring 
areas where we can fi nd clear analogies with the majority of the presented pieces. Th is obser-
vation could dissipate some doubts related to the discovery places, in the cases in which these 
were mentioned. A distinctive note is made by a T shape brooch from Cadea “Templom-Dűlő” 
(Pl. I, 6). Its sparseness, in comparasion with other pieces, may be due to the lack of research, 
and in general, to the low dispersion of this type of brooches. Th e others can be considered 
illustrative for this area in the Roman period. Th e analogy of the no. 3 brooch from Cadea, 
“Templom-Dűlő” (Pl. I, 3) with another from grave 5 from unpublished Sarmatian cemetery 
from Șimand can be an exemple. Th e same is the case of brooches no. 5 and 6. (Pl. I, 4–5) with 
analogy in the well-dated context from Margine “Valea Tăniei – La Ţarină” settlement. 

A complete novelty is the presentation of some archaeological materials from the less-
known Sarmatic cemetery from Cadea “Templom-Dűlő”. After the informations published by 
Nánasi Zoltan, the land owners discovered more graves with inventory consisting in grey wheel-
made pottery (a jug with one handle), chalcedon and charneol beads, a necklace manufactured 
by bronze wire and some silver brooches. In 1962, with the help of Szeles Kalman, the inventory 
of another grave with a silver brooch and glass beaker arrived at the Săcuieni Museum. From 
other grave comes a Trajanic denarius which can date the cemetery in Nánási’s view, in the 
second century32. With exception of the beads and of the coin, an imitation of Roman period, 
for the other pieces we have few information. Th e dating of the Cadea necropolis can rely 
upon the presented brooches. Th e one strongly profi led (Pl. I, 3) could hypothetical mark the 
beginning of burials at the end of the second century and the T shaped brooch (Pl. I, 6) could 
show, eventually, a fi nal phase of the cemetery, at the end of the second half of the 3rd century 
– the beginning of the next century.

Both pieces from Cheşereu have an early datation. First one, from Almgren 242 type 
(Aucissa – no. 1, Pl. I, 1), was spread in the fi rst century AD, or maybe, at the transition from 
late Latene period (Dacian) to the Roman age, in the time of Trajan and Hadrian reign, also 
in Dacia province and Militari-Chilia milieu. Th e second one, from silver of Almgren 41 type, 
shows the special status of the owner. Th e piece may be signifi cant for the Germanic discoveries 
that appear in the north-western Romania beginning with the Marcomannic wars, the so-called 
phase C1a from Przeworsk culture33.

Th e next period, according to the Roman period chronology in the north-western 
Romania proposed by Ioan Stanciu și Al. V. Matei34, is illustrated by the two brooches with 
returned foot from stage C1b, mainly the second half of the third century AD (Pl. I, 4–5).

Th e next chronological interval after the same chronology, the Roman period phase C2, 
include generaly, the second half of the third century and is illustrated by the T-shape brooch 
from Cadea, also by the sharp – catch plate brooch (Pl. I, 7).

32 NÁNÁSI 2003, p. 38. We have any information of the inventory of grave discovered in 1962.
33 DOMANSKI 1992, p. 131, 136. 
34 Th e chronology of early stage of Roman period in north-west Romania off ered by Ioan Stanciu and Alexandru 

V. Matei used the Godlowski chronology, see STANCIU/MATEI 2004, p. 758sqq. Characteristicaly to this period 
was brooch of Sarmatian type, knee brooches, those of  Almgren V, series 10, or specimens usualy dated earlier like 
the strongly profi led brooches, also Almgren 84, eventualy Almgren III.53. On the Ier walley the Marcomannic wars 
horizon was reported by a piece from Berea, see NÉMETI-GINDELE 1997, p. 603, 606, 635, 638, Pl. 1, Fig. 3, 
framed by Al. V. Matei, and I. Stanciu in the Almgren 136 type, MATEI, STANCIU 2000, p. 31, 338, 1.
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Pl. I. 1. Brooch Almgren 242 or Aucissa type from Cheșereu, 2. Almgren 41 brooch from Cheșereu, 3. Strongly 
profi led brooch from Cadea, “Templom Dűlő”, 4–5. Brooches with returned foot, unknown places, 6. “T” letter 
shape fi bula from Cadea, “Templom Dűlő”, 7. Brooch with returned foot from unknown place.
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