
EPHEMERIS NAPOCENSIS

XXII I
2013



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 Päffgen (Munich, 
Germany); Marius Porumb (Cluj‑Napoca, Romania); Alexander Rubel (Iași, Romania); Peter Scherrer 
(Graz, Austria); Alexandru Vulpe (Bucharest, Romania).

Responsible of the volume: Ioan Stanciu

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

© 2013 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 I I
2 0 1 3

EDITURA ACADEMIEI ROMÂNE





SUMAR – SOMMAIRE – CONTENTS – INHALT

Academicianul Marius Porumb la 70 de ani�  7

Academician Marius Porumb at 70 Years� 9

STUDIES

ROBERT GINDELE
Die Problematik der barbarischen Siedlungen im Nord‑Westen Rumäniens zwischen der 
Gründung der Provinz Dakien und den Markomannenkriegen� 11

VITALIE BÂRCĂ, SORIN COCIŞ
Sarmatian Graves Surrounded by Flat Circular Ditch Discovered at Nădlac (Arad 
County, Romania)� 31

CORIOLAN HORAŢIU OPREANU
Burnished Pottery from the Settlement at Suceag (County of Cluj, Romania). Evolution, 
Chronology and Cultural Interferences� 51

CĂLIN COSMA
Early Medieval Spurs in Transylvania (7Th – 10Th Centuries AD)� 79

ERWIN GÁLL
Dăbâca – das Gräberfeld um die Kirche aus Grădina lui Alexandru Tămaş. Einige 
Bemerkungen zur Entwicklung der Wohnsiedlung von Dăbâca� 103

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND EPIGRAPHICAL NOTES

FLORIN CURTA
The Elephant in the Room. A Reply to Sebastian Brather� 165

CRISTIAN VIRAG
Archaeological Discoveries from Pecica Belonging to the Bodrogkeresztúr Culture� 177

ANDREEA DRĂGAN
Situla Shaped Pottery from the Fortified Settlement from Divici‑Grad, Caraş‑Severin 
County, Romania� 197

SORIN CLEŞIU, GEORGE TROHANI
Restitutio. La Céramique à décor peint de Sarmizegetusa Regia des dépots des Musées de 
Bucarest� 205

VITALIE BÂRCĂ
The Items in the Sarmatian Grave at Lehliu (Călăraşi County) and its Dating Issue� 243



DAN‑AUGUSTIN DEAC
The Toponymy of Dacia Porolissensis. Recent Research and new Approaches� 261

COSMIN ONOFREI
A Military Diploma regarding Dacia Porolissensis (14th of April 123)� 271

IRINA NEMETI, RADU IUSTINIAN ZĂGREANU
Sculptural Monuments from Dacia Porolissensis� 277

EUGENIA BEU‑DACHIN, SORIN COCIŞ, VALENTIN VOIŞIAN
Epigraphica Napocensia. Epigraphic Discoveries from Victor Deleu Street in Cluj‑Napoca� 297

DAN‑AUGUSTIN DEAC
Negotiating with the Dacians. The Case of M. Ulpius Celerinus, interpres Dacorum� 313

IOAN STANCIU, CORIOLAN HORAȚIU OPREANU, 
VLAD-ANDREI LĂZĂRESCU, DAN ȘTEFAN

New Geophysical Surveys and Archaeological Research at Lazuri (Satu Mare County, 
Romania)� 323

CORIOLAN HORAȚIU OPREANU, VLAD-ANDREI LĂZĂRESCU
New Geophysical Surveys and Archaeological Research at Suceag (Cluj County, 
Romania)� 339

REVIEWS

Susanne Sievers, Otto H. Urban, Peter C. Ramsl (Hrsg.), Lexikon zur keltischen Archäologie, 
Österreichische Akademie der Wissenschaften, Mitteilungen der Prähistorischen Kommission, 
two volumes (A-K, L-Z), Verlag ÖAW (Wien 2012), 2207 p., 24 x 15 cm format, hardcover, 
black-and-white and colour illustrations (Sándor Berecki).� 355

Sven Rausch, Bilder des Nordens. Vorstellungen vom Norden in der griechischen Literatur von 
Homer bis zum Ende des Hellenismus [Archäologie in Eurasien 28], Mainz 2013, VIII + 444 
Seiten mit 9 Abbildungen, englische und russische Zusammenfassung (Ligia Ruscu).� 359

Alexander Falileyev, The Celtic Balkans, Aberystwyth, CMCS Publications, 2013, 182  p. 
(Aurel Rustoiu).� 363

Miklós Szabó, Károly Tankó, Zoltán Czajlik (sous la direction de), La nécropole celtique à Ludas 
– Varjú-dűlő. Avec la participation de K. T. Bruder, L. Domboróczki, N. B. Fábry, K. Gherdán, 
J.-P. Guillaumet, F. Gyulai, S. Marion, A. Masse, P. Méniel, F. Molnár, G. Szakmány, É. Tankó, 
Budapest, L’Harmattan – Institut archéologique de l’université ELTE, 2012, 321 p. + LV pl. + 1 
Plan (310 figures in text, drawings, graphs and black-and-white photographs). (Aurel Rustoiu)� 365

Sven Rausch, Bilder des Nordens. Vorstellungen vom Norden in der griechischen Literatur von 
Homer bis zum Ende des Hellenismus [Archäologie in Eurasien 28], Mainz 2013, VIII + 444 
Seiten mit 9 Abbildungen, englische und russische Zusammenfassung (Ligia Ruscu)� 369

Pantheon. Religionistický Časopis – Journal for the Study of Religions, Volume 7/1, 2012, 152 p. 
(Szabó Csaba)� 369

Abbreviations that can not be found in Bericht der Römisch-Germanische Kommission� 373

Guidelines for Ephemeris Napocensis� 377



Ephemeris Napocensis, XXIII, 2013, p. 31–50

SARMATIAN GRAVES SURROUNDED BY FLAT CIRCULAR 
DITCH DISCOVERED AT NĂDLAC (ARAD COUNTY, 

ROMANIA)*

Vitalie Bârcă1, Sorin Cociş2

Abstract: This paper presents two Sarmatian graves surrounded by flat circular ditch discovered following 
the 2011 rescue archaeological research of the Nădlac‑Sibiu motorway, section Nădlac‑Pecica. Starting 
with these finds, the authors focus their discussion on the emergence in the Sarmatian world of the first 
centuries AD of the custom to surround graves with enclosures resulted from ditch digging. Based on their 
analysis, the authors concluded that north the Black Sea, the earliest circular ditched enclosures with graves 
inside come from under the tumuli dated to the middle Sarmatian period from Obileni, Cazaclia (the 
Prut‑Dniester area), Vităneşti (Romanian Plain), Verbki, Marina Roshcha (left Lower Dnieper), and a 
few from the Lower Donn area (e.g. Krivoj Liman). Last but not least, the authors noted that most such 
enclosures in the north‑Pontic area mainly cluster in the Prut‑Dniester interfluves, where the majority 
date to the second half of the 2nd century – early 3rd century AD (first stage of the late Sarmatian period). 
The authors mention that flat circular ditched enclosures with graves inside are frequently encountered in 
the territory inhabited by the Sarmatian Iazyges in the Pannonian Plain. Such ditched enclosures were 
brought there by newcomers arriving from the north‑west Pontic steppes by the end of the 2nd century AD 
(sometime in the Marcomannic Wars’ aftermath), enduring until the Sarmatians disappeared from the 
Carpathian Basin. The vast majority are circular‑shaped and contain graves inside.Given the archaeo-
logical facts, the authors reach the conclusions that, at the present stage of research, one may argue that these 
ditched enclosures, with or without graves inside, very likely functioned as background for rituals connected 
to the funerary banquet and other elements of the cult of the dead. Moreover, they agreed that ditched 
enclosures, with or without graves inside, from the territory north the Black Sea are mostly an attribute of 
the funerary ritual connected to barrows. Last but not least, the authors believe that ditched enclosures in 
the Sarmatian environment are of Eastern origin.
Keywords: Sarmatians, graves, ritual enclosures, the north‑Pontic area, Pannonian Plain

In the autumn of 2011, the rescue archaeological research entailed by the construction 
of the Nădlac‑Sibiu motorway, namely the Nădlac‑Pecica LOT 1 km 0+000–22+218 section, 
and the km 0+000–5+911 leg, Arad county, led to the identification and examination of several 
archaeological sites. Excavation site 1M (km 0+000 – 0+300), identified as a result of the 
investment project, was novel until the archaeological diagnostic. 86 archaeological complexes 

*	 This work was supported by research grants of the Romanian National Authority for Scientific Research, 
CNCS – UEFISCDI, project number PN‑II‑RU‑TE–2012–3‑0216 and grant of the Ministry of National 
Education, CNCS – UEFISCDI, project number PN‑II‑ID‑PCE–2012–4‑0210.

1	 Institute of Archaeology and History of Art Cluj‑Napoca, Romanian Academy Cluj Branch, M. Kogălniceanu 
str.12–14, 400084, Cluj‑Napoca, Cluj county, RO; e‑mail: vitalie_barca@yahoo.com.

2	 Institute of Archaeology and History of Art Cluj‑Napoca, Romanian Academy Cluj Branch, M. Kogălniceanu 
str.12–14, 400084, Cluj‑Napoca, Cluj county, RO; e‑mail: scocis@yahoo.com.
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were discovered on a 1.5 hectares surface, entirely mechanically removed; they comprised large 
pit houses, kilns, graves, variable size waste pits with or without inventory as well as many 
ditches spread all over the site3 (Fig. 1).

The two graves surrounded by a flat circular ditch are part of the archaeological features 
identified there (Fig. 2–3). The first grave (G 1 = Cx. 029) had a rectangular pit with the long 
sides oriented along the N‑S axis (Fig. 2). The maximum length of the pit was 4 m and it was 
2.66 m wide. The remains of a timber structure emerged at approximately 0.90 m deep from the 
pit limits level. The structure preserved four transversal beams placed at approximately 0.6 m in 
between. They were noted on a length varying between 2–2.1 m, being 0.2 m wide and 0.04 m 
thick. Along the long sides of the grave, beneath the ends of the transversal beams, appeared 
the prints of two timber beams placed at a distance of 1.7 m one from the other. Due to the 
advanced state of degradation, we were unable to establish their width and thickness.

In the central part of the pit we identified the left leg tibia and in the grave’s fillings, at 
various depths, emerged several bone fragments (left talus, left kneecap, fragments of a calcaneus, 
7 phalanges from the left foot, a cervical vertebra (5/6)). The analysis of the epiphyses and the 
bones sizes led to the conclusion they belonged to an adult female of average/small stature (1.55 
m)4. Since the human bones lacked anatomical connection, the position and orientation of the 
dead was impossible to specify. A fragment of an iron object, likely from the grave inventory, 
was found close to the south‑east corner of the funerary pit. The missing funerary inventory and 
the entirely destroyed skeleton show the grave had been robbed since ancient times.

The grave was surrounded by a flat circular ditch (Cx. 028), with walls slightly at an angle 
by the base and a flat bottom (Fig. 2). The ditch width of this enclosure when first outlined was 
approximately 1.4 m, the average depth, recorded depending on the removed soil level, being 
approximately 0.4 m. The filling consisted of a brown‑greyish soil, loose, without pigments and 
contained several atypical potshards. The maximum outer diameter of the enclosure was 12 m. 
On its northern side, it was provided by an access way 1.5 m wide, and on its southern side, 
there were two such entrances. They were 1.4 m, respectively 1m wide (Fig. 2).

The second grave (G 2 = Cx. 033), surrounded by a flat circular ditch had a rectan‑
gular pit with the long sides oriented N‑S (Fig. 3). The maximum length of the pit was 3.84 m 
and the width, 2.5 m. At about 1 m deep from the pit outline, emerged a timber structure. It 
consisted of two beams placed along the long sides at 1.4 m distance one from the other and two 
transversal beams at 2.6 m distance in‑between placed along the short side of the funerary pit. 
The long beams preserved on 3.16 m, respectively 2.9 m length, while the short ones on 1.72 m, 
respectively 1.5 m length. They were approximately 0.14 m wide.

Inside this timber coffin, we identified the bone remains of the dead buried there (the 
left femur with a lower epiphysis missing). Unfortunately, similarly to the first grave (G 1 = Cx. 
029), the bone remains were anatomically preserved, hence the orientation of the dead could 
not be established. The epiphyses analysis and the bone sizes showed that the deceased was a 
young adult (the femur head diameter suggests a woman (?). In the northern part of the grave, 
inside the timber coffin, we identified a small, wheel‑thrown bowl. It had everted rounded rim, 
short and protruding neck, bi‑truncated body, with projecting shoulders along the maximum 
diameter line placed by mid part and flat base. It is made of orange semi‑fine fabric and the 
outer surface is covered by red slip. Height – 7.4 cm, mouth diameter – 6.4 cm, maximum body 
diameter – 7.7 cm, base diameter – 4 cm. In this area were also found fragments from a bronze 
piece and in the central part of the coffin two more fragments from iron piece(s). Just like in 
the case of the first tomb, the poor inventory and destroyed skeleton show it was robbed since 
ancient times, although the traces of the pit made in occasion of the plunder were not identified.

3	 COCIŞ ET AL. 2013, 220–221.
4	 The anthropological analysis of the bone remains in the two graves was conducted by Gál Szilárd Sándor.
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Fig. 1.Plan of the researched area, Nădlac-Sibiu motorway, Nădlac-Pecica section, dig site 1M (km 0+000 
0+300).
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The grave was surrounded by a flat circular ditch (Cx. 032), with walls slightly at an 
angle by the base and flat bottom (Fig. 3). The maximum ditch width of this circular enclosure, 
when first outlined, was approximately 2 m, while the average depth, in relation to the earth 
removing level, was approximately 0.4 m. The filling of the ditch consisted of a brown‑greyish 
soil, loose, without pigments, with several atypical potshards. The maximum outer diameter of 
the enclosure was 12.3 m. On its eastern side, it was provided with access, 1.8 m wide, and on 
the south side, there was a small opening, 0.43 m wide (Fig. 3).

Although in the first centuries AD, the Western Plain of Romania was rather largely 
inhabited by the Sarmatians, the enclosures with flat circular ditch and graves inside from Nădlac 
are the first finds of the type in this area. We mention though from the very beginning that in 
the Sarmatian world, there are also flat square, rectangular and trapezoid ditched enclosures 
sometimes with graves inside5. Based on the finds from Nădlac, we propose herein to analyse only 
the flat circular ditched enclosures and their specificities. We shall also discuss certain aspects 
relevant for both their ritual role and the chronology and history of the Sarmatian world6.

Various flat‑shaped ditched enclosures, with or without graves inside, identified under 
individual Sarmatian barrows or within barrow or flat cemeteries (according to some researchers) 
are known in certain territories inhabited by the Sarmatians (mainly in the Prut‑Dniester inter‑
fluve, Lower and Mid Don regions and the Pannonian Plain) only for a few decades. In the 
Prut‑Dniester interfluves, enclosures with flat circular ditch have been discovered under the 
barrows from Bălăbăneşti (T 1)7, Cazaclia (T 5, T 10, T 22)8, Gradeshka9 (Fig. 4/5), Diviziya10, 
Kotlovina11, Kubej12, Kurchi13, Nagornoe (T 12)14, Obileni (T 5)15 (Fig.  4/4), Vasil’evka16 
(Fig. 4/1–3), Petreşti17 etc.

In the north Pontic area such enclosures have been discovered under the barrows in the 
cemeteries from Verbki18, Marina Roshcha19 and Brilevka20, left the lower Dnieper, but also in 

5	 The following classification has been suggested for the various flat ditched enclosures in the north and 
north‑west Pontic area: 1. Square, with access on one side and without graves inside; 2. rectangular, without access 
and graves inside; 3. rectangular, with or without access but with graves inside; 4. Trapezoid, with access and graves 
inside; 5. circular with or without access but with graves inside, mostly in the central area. See SIMONENKO 1991, 
212–213; SIMONENKO 1993, 118–119; KURCHATOV/SYMONENKO/CHYRKOV 1995, 118–119. For a 
detailed analysis of various flat shaped ditched enclosures from the Sarmatian environment, see BÂRCĂ 2013.

6	 A detailed analysis of the Sarmatian graves discovered at Nădlac is forthcoming in the journal Ephemeris 
Napocensis 24, 2014.

7	 BORZIAC/MANZURA/LEVITSKIJ 1983, 4–5; GROSU 1995, 141; BÂRCĂ 2013.
8	 SAVVA/AGUL’NIKOV/MANZURA 1984, 94; BEJLEKCHI/AGUL’NIKOV/CHIRKOV 1985, 11–12, 

47–48, Fig. 12, 46; GROSU 1990, 29, 48, 75; GROSU 1995, 141; AGULNICOV/BUBULICI 1999, 287, Fig. 2A; 
AGUL’NIKOV/BUBULICI 1999, 10, Fig. 1/2; AGUL’NIKOV/KURCHATOV 2005, 285, Fig. 2/1; BÂRCĂ 2013.

9	 GUDKOVA/REDINA 1999, 180, Fig. 1/2; BÂRCĂ 2013, Fig. 6/2.
10	 SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990a, 7, 10, 12, Fig. 5/6, 8/15, 10/3; BÂRCĂ 2013.
11	 BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 216; BÂRCĂ 2013.
12	 SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990b, 20, 23, Fig. 20/1, 21/7; FOKEEV 1991, 60, Fig. 1/5; BÂRCĂ 2013. 

The Kubej cemetery is 3 km south Chervonoarmejsk, Bolgrad district, Odessa region.
13	 FOKEEV 1986, 160; FOKEEV 1991, 58; GROSU 1990, 29; BÂRCĂ 2013.
14	 GROSU 1990, 29, 84; BÂRCĂ 2013.
15	 LEVIŢKI/MANZURA/DEMCENKO 1996, 55–56, Fig.  46; BÂRCĂ 2006, 55, 336–337, tab. 3/10; 

BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 108; BÂRCĂ 2013, Fig. 5/2.
16	 SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990b, 10, 12, 14, Fig. 7/15, 11/17, 12/1; BÂRCĂ 2013, Fig. 4/3–5.
17	 YAROVOJ 1986, 41–70; KURCHATOV 1989, 74; GROSU 1995, 146, Fig. 19; BÂRCĂ 2013.
18	 KOSTENKO 1986, 56; SIMONENKO 1993, 118, 119; KURCHATOV/SYMONENKO/CHYRKOV 

1995, 119; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 108; BÂRCĂ 2013.
19	 KURCHATOV/SYMONENKO/CHYRKOV 1995, 119; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 108; BÂRCĂ 

2013.
20	 SIMONENKO 1993, 94–96, Fig. 23/1A, 24/1A; BÂRCĂ 2013.
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several cemeteries from the Lower Don basin, like Krivoj Liman21 or Zhuravka22 (Fig. 4/6). In 
the Romanian Plain, a flat circular ditch surrounded the grave at Vităneşti (T 2, G 2)23, which 
is a main barrow burial in a large funerary pit with hiding‑niche on the south side. 

The diameter of circular ditched enclosures from under the barrows varies from one case 
to the next. Thus, the diameter of the enclosure under T1 from Bălăbăneşti was 15 m and 18.5 m, 
26 m and respectively 16.6 m for the enclosures under the barrows from Cazaclia (T 5, T 10 and 
T 22). The circular enclosures under barrows 5 and 22 were provided with access on the south 
and south‑western side and the one under T 10 had a continuous ditch. The enclosure under T 
5 from Obileni, with access on the NNE side, had a diameter of 14 m (Fig. 4/4). The diameters 
of the circular ditched enclosures from Petreşti varied between 9 – 18m and had access on the 

21	 MAKSIMENKO 1998, 90, Fig. 15/1, 4; BÂRCĂ 2013. The cemetery lies on the left bank of Sal River, a 
tributary of the Don, Martynovsk department, Rostov region.

22	 BEZUGLOV/ZAKHAROV 1988, 11, Fig. 1/2; BÂRCĂ 2013, Fig. 7/2.
23	 See for this grave LEAHU/TROHANI 1979, 133, 134–139, Fig. 5–7.

3

2

4

1

Fig. 2. Plan of grave 1 and the flat circular surrounding ditch. 1 – beam prints. 2 – human bone remains. 3 – 
fragmentary iron object. 4 – vague timber beam print.
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south, south‑west and south‑east sides. In two cases, inside the circular enclosures from Petreşti, 
two graves were found. The circular enclosure with access to the south from under T 11 from 
Gradeshka (Fig. 4/5) had a diameter of 8.5 m; one from under the barrows from the cemetery 
from Kurchi had a diameter of 8 m and the one with access on the south side, under T 12 from 
Nagornoe, had a diameter of 24.5 m. The ditched enclosure under T 9 from Kubej had a diameter 
of 7.5 m and access from south and the one under T 18 had a diameter of 12 m. Concerning the 
enclosure under T 18, we must mention that it was placed inside a ditched rectangular enclosure24. 
The circular enclosures under the barrows in the cemetery at Vasil’evka (T 19, T 23, T 25) had 
diameters of 5.7 m, 7.2 m and 14 m, respectively. In these cases, access from the south side was 
noticed only with the enclosure under T 9. Similar circumstances may be found in the cemetery 
at Diviziya, where the enclosures with 11.5 m and 11 m diameters beneath T 7 and T 17 had no 
access, while the one under T 11 had 1 m wide access on its south‑western side. The inner space 
from the circular enclosure beneath T 25 from Vasil’evka comprised two graves. Ditched circular 
enclosures beneath the barrows (T 25, T 139, T 165) in the Brilevka cemetery were 7 and 9 m 

24	 SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990b, 22–23, Fig. 21.

1

3

3

2

4

5
3

Fig. 3. Plan of grave 2 and the flat circular surrounding ditch. 1 – beam prints. 2 – beam print of compact 
consistency. 3 – human bone remains. 4 – ceramic pot. 5 – iron piece/s fragments.
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in diameter and were not provided with access inside. As to the ditch width of these enclosures, 
we must mention it varies between 0.3 – 1.3/1.4 m, while their depth is between 0.4 m – 1.4 m.

Inside the ditch of the enclosure at Bălăbăneşti were identified a horse skull and amphorae 
fragments made of light yellow and orange fabric, while the one beneath T 5 from Cazaclia 
contained amphorae fragments of light‑yellow color (type Shelov C25 – Vnukov C IVC26)27 
and animal bones. The ditch from the enclosures beneath T 139 and T 165 in the cemetery at 
Brilevka contained hand‑made potshards and animal bones and that of the enclosure beneath 
T 19 from Vasil’evka had a dog skeleton, oriented eastward. Amphorae fragments made of 
light‑yellow fabric and animal bones were found near the access to the enclosure at Nagornoe. 
At Obileni, near the enclosure access, in the space between the ditch edges were discovered 263 
amphorae fragments (walls, rims, handles) and in the north‑western side of the barrow mantle, 
near the inner edge of the enclosure, a horse skull was identified 28.

Among the amphorae fragments by the access to the enclosure at Obileni are noticeable 
a series of rims and handles, which according to the drawing in the issue of 199629, seem to 
belong to type C IVA, sub‑variants 1 and 2 amphorae in S. Yu. Vnukov’s typological classifi‑
cation30. Amphorae belonging to sub‑variant C IVA1 are dated to the second quarter – start of 
the last quarter of the 1st century AD and those of sub‑variant C IVA2 from AD 60 until the 
end of the 1st century AD31. The grave at Obileni is dated, based on the funerary furniture, 
in the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD32. Regarding the barrow grave at 
Vităneşti, we wish to point out there are several views on its dating33, a series of elements34 
pointing to a dating in the first half of the 2nd century AD.

A rare situation was found inside the ditched circular enclosure below T 22 at 
Cazaclia, where nine circular ritual pits were located around the grave35. In the central part 

25	 SHELOV 1978, 18, Fig. 6.
26	 VNUKOV 2003, 202; VNUKOV 2006, 166, 167, Fig. 1/9; 10.
27	 D. B. Shelov dated these amphorae to the 2nd century AD (SHELOV 1978, 18). Following an analysis on the 

enclosures and contexts where this type of amphorae was discovered, S. Yu. Vnukov concluded they date between 
the second quarter of the 2nd century AD and the end of the 2nd century AD (?) (VNUKOV 2003, 202; VNUKOV 
2006, 166, 167, Fig. 10).

28	 LEVIŢKI/MANZURA/DEMCENKO 1996, 56, Fig. 46, 47/2, 4; BÂRCĂ 2006, 337, Fig. 85/2, 8; BÂRCĂ/
SYMONENKO 2009, 108; BÂRCĂ 2013.

29	 See LEVIŢKI/MANZURA/DEMCENKO 1996, Fig. 47/2, 4
30	 See VNUKOV 2003, 118–128, 202, Fig. 45.
31	 VNUKOV 2003, 202; VNUKOV 2006, 167.
32	 See BÂRCĂ 2006, 336–337, Fig. 85–86; BÂRCĂ 2013.
33	 The excavators dated the grave by the end of the 3rd century AD based on the funerary inventory. (LEAHU/

TROHANI 1979, 138.). Without analysing the tomb, Gh. Bichir proposed a dating in between the end of the 2nd 
century – early 3rd century AD (BICHIR 1996, 302), while M. Babeş prefers, based on the golden pieces and the 
analogies with T 2 G 2 at Porogi and the Sokolova Mogila barrow, a dating of the grave at Vităneşti in the period 
prior to Trajan’s reign (BABEŞ 1999, 234).

34	 The two censers are an example to this effect. The discovery of two censers inside the same grave, sometimes 
inserted one into the other, is a cultural and chronological marker for the mod Sarmatian period (1st century – mid 
2nd century AD) (See SKRIPKIN 1990, 99; BÂRCĂ 2006, 77; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 117–118). Such 
situations can be encountered in a very large number of Sarmatian graves dating from this period. (SKRIPKIN 1990, 
99, Fig. 37/6–16). For such finds see also ARTEMENKO/LEVCHENKO 1983, 145; MEDVEDEV 1990, 50, 57, 68, 
Fig. 19/2–3, 24/4–5, 28/3–4; IL’YUKOV/VLASKIN 1992, 109, 198, Fig. 28/13–14; PROKHOROVA/GUGUEV 
1992, Fig. 3/10, 13; KOSTENKO 1993; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 117–118). This custom, as well as the type 
of censers, have been most likely brought sometime in the mid/second half of the 1st century AD by the new Sarmatian 
tribes coming from the east – the Aorsi or the Alani (BÂRCĂ 2006, 77; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 118). In fact, 
it is not by chance that the finds from the north‑Pontic area mostly come from graves with clear Eastern features.

35	 BEJLEKCHI/AGUL’NIKOV/CHIRKOV 1985, 47–48, Fig.  46, 47/2; AGUL’NIKOV/KURCHATOV 
2005, 285–286, Fig. 2/1, 3. Nine ritual pits placed in a semicircle around a stake were also identified below T 24 at 
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of the ditched circular enclosure under T 11 at Gradeshka a clay platform, 0.7 × 0.4 m, was 
discovered36 (Fig. 4/5).

We must mention that in the Prut‑Dniester interfluve such ritual pits were also discovered 
under the mantle of several Sarmatian barrows37. Although it is believed that Sarmatian barrows 
with ritual pits under their mantle from the Prut‑Dniester area date between mid 2nd century – 
first half of the 3rd century AD38, one must note they are found beneath Sarmatian barrows in 
the north of the Black Sea as early as the 1st century AD. An example to this effect are the ritual 
pits with offerings inside (horse skulls, large size animal bones, potshards, amphorae handles, 
glass beads and granite stones), whose number varies from one to four, discovered below a series 
of barrows in the Sarmatian cemetery from Ust’‑Kamenka 39, located to the right of Lower 
Dnieper. Most of the graves in this cemetery date between mid 1st century – early 2nd century 
AD, which proves, in our view, that this ritual custom entered the north‑western Pontic area as 
early as the end of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD 40.

The graves inside the circular enclosures underneath the barrows at Bălăbăneşti (T 1), 
Obileni (T 5), Diviziya (T 17) and Vasil’evka (T 25 G 3) had a large rectangular funerary pit 
and those inside the ditched circular enclosures underneath the barrows at Cazaclia (T 5, T 
22), Diviziya (T 11), Nagornoe (T 12) and Vasil’evka (T 19, T 25 G 2) was rectangular with 
lateral steps along the long sides. The pit of the grave inside the circular enclosure underneath 
T 7, at Diviziya, had small steps along the four sides, but the graves inside the enclosures at 
Gradeshka (T 11), Kubej (T 9, T 18), Kurchi, Vasil’evka (T 23), Brilevka (T 25, T 139, T 
165) had a funerary pit with niche under the western wall. Last but not least, we must mention 
that a catacomb grave41 was identified inside the circular enclosure below T 10 at Cazaclia. A 

Cazaclia. (BEJLEKCHI/AGUL’NIKOV/CHIRKOV 1985, 47–48, 53–54; AGUL’NIKOV/KURCHATOV 2005, 
289–290, Fig. 3).

36	 GUDKOVA/REDINA 1999, 180, Fig. 1/2; BÂRCĂ 2013, Fig. 6/2.
37	 Ciobruci I (T 5), Găvănoasa (T 7), Taraclia (T 13) (AGUL’NIKOV 1997, 279; AGUL’NIKOV/

KURCHATOV 2005, 290–291), Alkaliya (T 1, T 6, T 7, T 16, T 20) (SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990, 5–8, 
11–12, 18, Fig. 2/3, 4/1, 5/8), Mikhajlovka (T 9) (SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990a, 21), Petreşti (YAROVOJ 
1986, 41–70; KURCHATOV/LEVINSKIJ 2007, 316) and Palanca (KURCHATOV 1990, 31, Fig.  17/8; 
KURCHATOV/LEVINSKIJ 2007, 316). Two graves and two ritual pits were also discovered close the square 
enclosure at Floriţoaia Nouă (KURCHATOV/LEVINSKIJ 2007, 314, 316, Fig. 2–4). In a few cases, the contents 
of these pits included potshards (Palanca, Floriţoaia Nouă), ash (Alkaliya, Petreşti), animal bones (Alkaliya), bird 
bones (Petreşti) and horse skulls (Petreşti). In the central part of T 24 at Cazaclia were also discovered the remains 
of an oval stake covered with strongly burnt stones in‑between which were identified bones of a large size animal 
and two fragmentary pottery vessels. Stake remains under Sarmatian barrows without graves beneath are found 
rather rarely. In the Prut‑Dniester interfluve, besides the T 24 at Cazaclia, such cases where also identified below T 
8 at Opaci (GROSU 1990, 28, 77; GROSU/DEMCHENKO 1990, 136) and T 6 at Burlăneşti (DEMCHENKO 
1987; AGUL’NIKOV/KURCHATOV 2005, 292). Nearby both stakes below the two barrows were discovered 
amphorae fragments with narrow necks, made of light yellow fabric and profiled handles of Shelov C type (Shelov 
1978, 18, Fig. 6) – Vnukov C IVC (VNUKOV 2003, 202; VNUKOV 2006, 166, 167, Fig. 1/9, 10) which date 
to the second quarter – end of the 2nd century AD. In the territory between Prut and Dniester, remains of stakes 
underneath barrows with main Sarmatian graves were discovered in T 3 at Suvorovo (today, Alexandru Ioan Cuza) 
(BEJLEKCHI/YAROVOJ 1973, 10–11, Fig. 1a, 10–11; GROSU 1990, 78) and T 1 at Ogorodnoe (SUBBOTIN/
ZAGINAJLO/SHMAGLIJ 1970, 136). Very large stake remains were also identified under certain Sarmatian 
barrows from the mid period in the Lower Don area (MAKSIMENKO 1998, 90).

38	 AGUL’NIKOV/KURCHATOV 2005, 291.
39	 KOSTENKO 1993, 55–56, 67–68, 75, 90–91, Fig. 19/2, 22/1, 8–9, 24/1–5.
40	 Ritual pits containing potshards, animal bones and firing prints are also known in the area left the Lower 

Don where they were discovered, from one to seven, both around the graves underneath the barrows as well as by 
the periphery of the barrows’ mound or in the space in‑between the barrows (CHERNOPITSKIJ 1983, 84–89).

41	 Its rich inventory contained a bronze bowl (AGULNICOV/BUBULICI 1999, 288, Fig.  5/4–5; 
AGUL’NIKOV/BUBULICI 1999, 12, Fig. 2/4–5; BÂRCĂ 2006, 174, 302, Fig. 43/1; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 
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catacomb grave was also discovered inside the circular enclosure underneath T 6 in the cemetery 
at Zhuravka42. Large rectangular funerary pits provided with small concealing niches were found 
in the rich graves inside the ditched circular enclosures below T 41 and T 48 in the cemetery at 
Krivoj Liman43 and T 2 from Vităneşti.

Although the present state of research shows that most ditched circular enclosures under‑
neath the barrows from the north and north‑western Pontic area date back to the first stage of 
the Late Sarmatian period (second half of the 2nd century – first half of the 3rd century AD) it was 
noticed that, similarly to square‑shaped enclosures, they emerged in the Sarmatian environment 
alongside a series of rituals and new elements of funerary rite and material culture44 ever since 
the Middle Sarmatian period (1st century – first half of the 2nd century AD)45. Evidence to this 
effect are the enclosures under the barrows with main Sarmatian graves from Cazaclia (T 10), 
Obileni (T 5), Verbki, Mar’ina Roshcha and Krivoj Liman (T 41, T 48) dating, based on the 
funerary inventory, between the second half of the 1st century and early 2nd century AD. The 
tomb from Vităneşti (T 2 G 2) dates back to the first half of the 2nd century AD.

Another observation concerning circular ditched enclosures, like the one from Nădlac, 
is that they always have graves inside and whenever provided with access, it mostly lies on the 
south, south‑west or south‑east parts. It was also noticed that the diameter of ditched circular 
enclosures beneath barrows varies from case to case, as do their width and depth. Last but not 
least, we must mention that ditched circular enclosures were discovered both beneath individual 
barrows and those in Sarmatian cemeteries46.

Concerning square, rectangular, circular and trapezoid ditched enclosures from the 
north and north‑western Pontic area it was concluded that, although they originate from 
cemeteries or individual barrows dated mostly in the second half of the 2nd century – early/first 
half of the 3rd century AD47, they appear since the 1st century AD48. In the same geographical 
area, the most recent are the circular enclosures in the cemeteries from Kubej and Kurchi dated 
sometime between the second half of the 3rd century – early 4th century AD. Similar circum‑

2009, 190–191, Fig. 70/1) type Eggers 70 (type Řepov), but also an amphora made of light yellow fabric with a 
profiled rim, tall neck, conical elongated body with ribbed surface, short foot and profiled handles (AGULNICOV/
BUBULICI 1999, 288, Fig. 5/6; AGUL’NIKOV/BUBULICI 1999, 12, Fig. 2/6; BÂRCĂ 2006, 90, 302, Fig. 43/2; 
BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 130, Fig. 45/2) of type B in D. B. Shelov’s typology (SHELOV 1978, 18, Fig. 4) 
or C IVB in that of S. Yu. Vnukov (VNUKOV 2006, 166, 167, Fig. 1/8, 10). The bronze bowls of type Eggers 70 
(type Řepov) date back to the second half of the 1st century – early 2nd century AD (See BÂRCĂ 2006, 174; BÂRCĂ 
2009, 107; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 190–191), while the amphorae of the type found at Cazaclia date to the 
second third of the 1st century – mid 2nd century AD (SHELOV 1978, 18; OPAIŢ 1980, 301, type VIA) or in AD 
75/80–130/140 (VNUKOV 2003, 202; VNUKOV 2006, 166, 167, Fig. 10).

42	 BEZUGLOV/ZAKHAROV 1988, 10, 11, Fig. 1/5.
43	 MAKSIMENKO 1998, 91, Fig. 15/2–3, 5–6.
44	 See for this MUKHOPAD 1986, 136–142; RAEV 1986, 44–46, 47–48, 51–52, 53; RAEV 1989, 116–117; 

SKRIPKIN 1990, 207–209, 217–218, BESPALYJ 1985, 163–172; BESPALYJ 1992, 175–191; KOSTENKO 
1993, 90–92; MAKSIMENKO 1998, 90; SIMONENKO 1999, 122; SIMONENKO 2000, 134; BÂRCĂ 2006, 
54–55; BÂRCĂ/SYMONENKO 2009, 107–108. The innovations and novel elements emerging in the eastern 
Sarmatian environment are closely connected with the changes occurring by early 1st century AD in Eastern Europe’s 
steppe (SKRIPKIN 1990, 214). According to A. S. Skripkin, such novel elements serve to distinguish the Middle 
Sarmatian culture, which was initially Alan in character (SKRIPKIN 1990, 214). Starting with mid 1st century 
AD, when new waves of Sarmatians reach the northern and north‑western Pontic area, those innovations specific to 
Sarmatian groups residing east of Don and Volga appear.

45	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
46	 See BÂRCĂ 2013.
47	 They are considered good chronological markers for the first stage of the late Sarmatian culture. (BÂRCĂ/

SYMONENKO 2009, 217).
48	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
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stances were noted in Don river basin where, even though currently, enclosures dated between 
mid 3rd century AD and early/first half of the 4th century AD are still in majority, the number 
of those dated in earlier timeframes is on the increase49 (for instance Chertovitsk II, Pisarevka, 
Krivoj Liman‑left the Don river, Cazaclia, Obileni‑Prut‑Dniester interfluve) and Vităneşti 
(Romanian Plain).

Concerning the graves inside the ditched enclosures from the north and north‑western 
Pontic area it must be added that, following their analysis, simple rectangular pits, often of 
larger sizes predominate, followed by those with lateral steps along the long sides, often of larger 
sizes and rectangular with niche under the western wall50. It was also noted that enclosures 
beneath small‑sized barrows also have a much smaller size as compared to those underneath 
large barrows51. In the territory north and north‑west of the Black Sea, it was also observed that 
the dead in the graves inside ditched enclosures lay on their back with hands and feet extended 
and head exclusively oriented northwards, north‑westwards and north‑eastwards52. Another 
observation is that enclosures underneath large barrows, beside funerary banquets and other 
funerary actions carried out underneath or in their mantle, are mostly specific to aristocratic 
graves and to the wealthier class in the Sarmatian society53. The funerary inventory also pleads 
for such case, although in many cases, the graves had been robbed.

Last but not least, we must mention that in the north and north‑western Pontic area it 
was agreed54 that most often, enclosures, regardless the ditch type, with or without graves inside, 
are closely connected to barrows, although often their shape does not depend on the barrow 
mound. Thus, one may argue that ditched enclosures in this area are mainly an attribute of the 
barrow funerary ritual, though there are cases when they are found in flat cemeteries55.

Concerning the variously shaped ditched enclosures in the Sarmatian environment of 
the Pannonian Plain56, it must be stated that by 1998, in the Sarmatian environment of the 
Pannonian Plain were known 40 sites with grave finds inside ditched enclosures57 and by 2003, 
their number reached 5058. Archaeological rescue research performed over the last decade in 
Hungary brought to light new cemeteries where ditched graves were identified59. Indicative to 
this effect are the many ditched enclosures, mainly circular, with graves inside, found and inves‑
tigated in 2008 in occasion of M0 motorway works (Budapest beltway) 60.

A major contribution in the research of these ditched enclosures was offered by studies 
discussing the results of recent or previous archaeological excavations. An example is the 

49	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
50	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
51	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
52	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
53	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
54	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
55	 Concerning the ditched enclosures in the north and north‑western Pontic area, there were cases when next 

to barrows remained uninvestigated, were discovered rectangular or even square enclosures and in some cemeteries 
circular, square and rectangular enclosures were found. (See BÂRCĂ 2013).

56	 Data concerning this were synthesized for the first time by the Hungarian scholar G. Vörös (VÖRÖS 1982–
1983, 157), while a relevant analysis was made by V. Kulcsár (KULCHAR 1997, 126–133; KULCSÁR 1998, 
35–40, 95–96, 111).

57	 See KULCSÁR 1998, 35–36, Fig. 10.
58	 ISTVÁNOVITS/KULCSÁR 2003, 273. The current state of research evidences the presence of enclosures in 

almost each major Sarmatian cemetery on the current territory of Hungary.
59	 See BATIZI ET AL. 2006, 42–48; GULYÁS 2006, 89; RAJNA/DINNYÉS/KOVÁCS 2006, 104–105. We 

wish to thank this way PhD. habil. Valeria Kulcsár for the information concerning novel finds of such types of 
enclosures in the Pannonian Plain.

60	 Cf. http://sirasok.blog.hu/2009/08/11/szarmata.
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monograph of the cemetery at Madaras‑Halmok, where 632 graves were researched, among 
which 151 barrows and 102 enclosures surrounded by square or circular ditch61.

Most of these ditched enclosures in the Sarmatian Iazyges environment are flat 
circular, but also oval, square, hexagonal or even octagonal. Access to the ditched enclosures 
in the Sarmatian environment of the Pannonian Plain lay, just like in the case of those in the 
territory north and north‑west of the Black Sea, most often on the southern, south‑eastern 
and south‑western sides62. The access width is between 0.6 and 1.1 m and the diameter of the 
circular enclosures is between 5 and 13 m63.

Graves inside the ditched enclosures provided with entrance are, according to specialist 
V. Kulcsár64, alike most of the Sarmatian graves in the Pannonian Plain, flat. A. Vaday believes 
however that ditched enclosures with graves inside are an attribute of barrow rituals65, as is 
the case of the enclosures underneath and around the Sarmatian barrows in the north and 
north‑western Pontic area. V. Kulcsár argues however that not all graves surrounded by ditch 
should automatically be deemed barrows66. In the author’s view, enclosures with continuous 
ditch are a technological detail in the erection of the barrow, while those with access were specific 
to flat graves and fulfilled a ritual function67. The decisive argument according to the author is 
the situation discovered in the cemetery at Madaras‑Halmok68 where it was noted that enclo‑
sures underneath barrows had a continuous ditch compared to those of the flat graves, which 
were provided with access inside69. Evidently, this argument brought up by V. Kulcsár seems 
possible; however one should not forget that most often field facts are different. Cases when 
discovered barrows are completely flat given their location intensively farmed lands suggest that 
occasionally, the lack of the mound is not precisely evidence for their flat character. It is possible 
that some of the graves inside the ditched enclosures considered as flat to be in fact barrows, 
even though nothing remains of the mound. Also it cannot be excluded, especially in the case 
of cemeteries, that often the mantle above the ditched graves was only symbolical and in some 
cases not very large. Evidence for this comes from the area between Prut and Dniester, where 
in some cemeteries (e.g. Alkaliya, Cuconeştii Vechi I and II, Diviziya, Kholmskoe, Vasil’evka) 
barrows, or parts of them, were flat, in the field only their contour shaped like a circular stain 
with a grave or graves inside being noticeable. Some of these graves were surrounded by a flat 
circular ditch with a diameter smaller than that of the flattened mound.

Similarly to the north and north‑western Pontic area, in the Pannonian Plain only some 
of the graves in cemeteries, either barrows or flat graves, were found in ditched enclosures. 
Moreover, it is hard to explain convincingly why only some of the graves were surrounded with a 
ditch, while other contemporary graves within the same cemeteries were not. V. Kulcsár believes 
that the graves in the spaces surrounded with ditches belonged to pater familias of some families 
or to highly ranking families of the group70.

A brief analysis of the ritual customs, of the elements and quantity of the funerary 
inventory, gender or age of the dead, shows that in the Sarmatian environment of the Pannonian 
Plain, just like in the north and north‑western space of the Black Sea, there are no notable 

61	 See KŐHEGY/VÖRÖS 2011, 235, 239, 361, 362, map 1.
62	 See KULCSÁR 1998, Fig. 18–24, 26a, 26b, 27, 31–32.
63	 KULCHAR 1997, 127; KULCSÁR 1998, 35–36.
64	 KULCHAR 1997, 127.
65	 VADAY 1989, 197.
66	 KULCHAR 1997, 127.
67	 KULCHAR 1997, 127, 128, 130, 131.
68	 KULCHAR 1997, 127.
69	 KŐHEGYI 1971, 213.
70	 KULCHAR 1997, 128; ISTVÁNOVITS/KULCSÁR 2003, 273.
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Fig. 4. Graves surrounded with flat circular ditch: 1-3 – Vasil'evka (after SUBBOTIN/DZIGOVSKIJ 1990b); 
4 – Obileni (T 5) (after LEVIŢKI/MANZURA/DEMCENKO1996); 5 – Gradeshka (T 11) (after 
GUDKOVA/REDINA 1999); 6 – Zhuravka (after BEZUGLOV/ZAKHAROV 1988); 7 – Lajosmizse-Kónya 
major (after KULCSÁR 1998); 8 – Endrőd-Szujókereszt (after VADAY/SZÖKE 1983).
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differences between graves inside the ditched enclosures and the rest of the contemporary 
graves from the same cemeteries. Occasionally, both circular and square ditched enclosures were 
identified in some cemeteries from the Pannonian Plain. The cemetery at Endrőd‑Szujókereszt 
is an example for this fact71. Such situations are also encountered within Sarmatian cemeteries 
in the territory between Prut and Dniester72. With regards to the ditched square enclosures 
from the Pannonian Plain, it must be stated they differentiate from those in the north and 
north‑western Pontic area by the graves inside. In fact, in the Sarmatian environment on the 
current territory of Hungary, ditched enclosures without graves inside are known only in 
the cemeteries from Madaras‑Halmok73 and Sándorfalva‑Eperjer74. Despite the fact that many 
Sarmatian cemeteries were investigated in Hungary, it was noted that often, there was no rule 
for the location of the ditch‑surrounded graves75. It is noticeable that in certain cemeteries, 
occasionally, some graves inside these ditched enclosures are grouped in the center of the cemetery 
or form groups within. In both situations however, graves lacking the surrounding ditch cluster 
around them. Such cases were identified in the cemeteries from Endrőd‑Szujókereszt76 (Fig. 4/8), 
Lajosmizse‑Kónya major77 (Fig.  4/7), Törökszentmiklós‑Surján‑Újtelep78, Madaras‑Halmok79 
and Subotica‑Azotara/Szabadka‑Verusics80. In the case of certain cemeteries like those from 
Törökszentmiklós‑Surján‑Újtelep81 and Endrőd‑Szujókereszt82 some of the graves are placed in 
a row and at a greater distance from the graves inside the ditched enclosures and those grouped 
around them83. In the cemetery from Lajosmizse‑Kónya major84 it was noticed that female and 
male graves are placed in separate parts of the cemetery85, while at Sándorfalva‑Eperjer86, males 
and boys were buried in the central part of the small cemetery, while females and lower ranking 
members of the community were buried around them87.

Research has shown that the graves inside the ditched enclosures are at a somewhat 
greater depth than the surface of the enclosures and that the sizes of their burial pits are somewhat 
larger than those of graves not located inside such ditched enclosures88.

Just like in the north and north‑western Pontic area in the Pannonian Plain, the ditches 
of the enclosures contained animal bones, horse skulls or horse skull fragments (Kunpeszér, 
Lajosmizse), but also potshards or broken pottery (Lajosmizse)89.

V. Kulcsár believes that the custom of surrounding graves with a ditch emerged in the 
Sarmatian environment of the Pannonian Plain because a group of Sarmatians from Bugeac 
arrived here in the 2nd century AD, being in use until the Sarmatian disappear from the history 

71	 See VADAY/SZÖKE 1983, 103, Fig. 26; KULCSÁR 1998, Fig. 18.
72	 BÂRCĂ 2013.
73	 See KŐHEGYI 1971, 211–212; KŐHEGY/VÖRÖS 2011, map 1; KULCSÁR 1998, 39.
74	 See VÖRÖS 1981, 26; KULCSÁR 1998, 39.
75	 KULCHAR 1997, 128.
76	 See VADAY/SZÖKE 1983, Fig. 26; KULCSÁR 1998, 76–77, Fig. 18.
77	 See KULCSÁR 1998, Fig. 21a–21b.
78	 See VADAY 1985, Fig. 2; KULCSÁR 1998, Fig. 27.
79	 KŐHEGY/VÖRÖS 2011, map. 1.
80	 SZEKERES/SZEKERES 1996, Tab. I; KULCSÁR 1998, Fig. 24.
81	 See VADAY 1985, Fig. 2; KULCSÁR 1998, 82–83, Fig. 27.
82	 See VADAY/SZÖKE 1983, Fig. 26; KULCSÁR 1998, Fig. 18.
83	 ISTVÁNOVITS/KULCSÁR 2003, 273.
84	 See KULCSÁR 1998, 79, 129–132, Fig. 21a–21b.
85	 ISTVÁNOVITS/KULCSÁR 2003, 273.
86	 VÖRÖS 1982–1983; KULCSÁR 1998, 80, Fig. 23.
87	 ISTVÁNOVITS/KULCSÁR 2003, 273.
88	 KULCHAR 1997, 127–128.
89	 KULCHAR 1997, 129; KULCSÁR 1998, 39, 72–73, 100, 116.
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of the Carpathian Basin90. Keeping in mind the historical and archaeological facts we believe, as 
previously stated91, that this ritual, alongside other elements and novel specificities (e.g. barrows 
with Eastern elements) was distributed by the group of Sarmatians coming from the north‑west 
side of the Black Sea sometime after the Marcomannic Wars and not earlier. Evidence is also 
provided by the dating of the tombs inside the ditched enclosures from the Pannonian Plain.

We maintain that the ditched enclosures with graves inside played the role of separating 
the dead from the outside world92, while the enclosure was the background for rituals carried 
out after the burial of the dead93. The ditches of these enclosures also likely had the role to 
protect the rituals performed inside from the influence of evil spirits. Thus, it is very likely that 
ditched enclosures with or without graves inside might have been stages for rituals connected 
with the funerary banquet and other elements of the cult of the dead94.

As for flat square and rectangular enclosures with entrance to the south and without 
graves inside we would like to mention they had a ritual role inside the cemeteries but also for 
isolated graves (barrows or flat) discovered nearby95.

The discovery of funerary banquet remains on the surface of these enclosures and also 
in the contents of the ditches surrounding them (animal bones mostly, horse skulls, amphorae 
and broken pottery, charcoal etc.) evidence the funerary rituals carried out there after the burial 
of the dead in the graves surrounding them. Enclosures without graves inside mostly served as 
sacred places where rituals connected to the cult of the ancestors or other religious ceremonies 
took place.

Given all the above, we believe that the two graves at Nădlac belonged to highly ranking 
members of the Sarmatian society of the region. In our view, this is based on both the fact we 
are dealing with burials in large pits of timber structure (box‑shaped coffins made of timber 
beams/plaques/frames) and flat circular ditches surrounding the graves. Above statements are 
also supported by the fact they had been looted, similarly to many other such graves in the area 
inhabited by the Sarmatians, since antiquity, as a result of their rich funerary inventory.
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