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Abandoned Forts and their Civilian Reuse
in Roman Dacia*
Dan Matei

Abstract: Through its generally well located position – both geographically and for logistics –, through its
form and internal planning resembling that one of a city, and through its well made inner constructions, one
deserted fort could be attractive for reusing by civilians. Before showing the situation for the castra in Dacia, we
presented some historiographical approaches, some general aspects related to the issue and discussed the legal
regime of the deserted forts.

Keywords: Dacia, abandoned Roman forts, civilian reuse.

For the beginning
The planimetry and architecture of a Roman permanent fort were mainly aimed at fulﬁlling practical
needs: a rapid mobilization and exit of the troop, its optimal encampment, and, in general, good
conditions of soldierly life with everything it involved. These military planimetry and architecture,
nevertheless, never developed independently of the civilian ones. Even at the time the province
of Dacia was founded, Polybios’s statements from the 2nd century B.C.: “the whole camp thus forms
a square, and the way in which the streets are laid out and its general arrangement give it the appearance
of a town”1, were still partially valid. And the ones of L. Aemilius Paulus from the speech he gave
before the battle of Pydna (168 B.C.), were no less signiﬁcant or current in their essence, despite
the diﬀerent times and despite envisaging short-term castra and not permanent ones: “Camp... this
abode is a second home for the soldier, its rampart takes the place of city walls and his own tent is the
soldier’s dwelling and hearthside”2.
Generally placed in areas sheltered from ﬂooding, with easy access to water sources and mandatorily connected to the network of roads, an abandoned Roman fort could continue to ensure good living
conditions to civilians that might have used its inner buildings, defensive parts, or open areas. The
forts did not lack sacred and aesthetically elements: there were no actual temples3, but they included
other types of religious areas; there were no grand works of art, but art was to be found applied on
parts of inner architecture. Multiple aspects thus competed in rendering former Roman forts attractive to civilian reuse, no matter how this reuse resulted.
In the following lines we intend to discuss the civilian reuse of forts abandoned by the army in the
province of Dacia, focusing especially on the reuse of their inner buildings.

Historiographical issues
No special work focusing on the civilian reuse of abandoned forts in Dacia is available. The topic
has been touched, more or less directly, in synthesis works4. On a particular level, the case of the
Colonia Ulpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa has raised the most interest under this respect, generating an
abundant literature (see infra).
We have already approached the topic twice, without analyzing it in extenso, since in both cases
the territory under discussion and the size and balance of those works did not allow it. Both in 20075
*
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4
5

English translation: Ana M. Gruia, Dan Matei.
Polybius, The histories, VI, 31.10 (p. 377).
Livy, From the founding of the city, XLIV, xxxix. 3–5 (p. 221, 223).
An overview of the issue in Marcu 2007, 83, 98 sq., 101.
Opreanu 2000; Ardevan 2000.
Matei 2007, 502, 507 sq.
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and 20116 we have limited our analysis to certain situations and to formulating certain considerations.
Readdressing the topic now, we naturally focused our attention on the results obtained by other historiographies as well. The topic has already made a career in British historiography in particular7, where
it was tackled with professionalism and deep investigative means. So, the advance of knowledge for
the forts in Britannia is proportional in this matter.
The development of forts abandoned in the very Roman period and reused in the same interval in
various ways has also been knowledgeably tackled in the German literature. In his 1988 famous work on the
vici militares in Germania Superior and Raetia, through the case study of the vicus in Zugmantel, C. S. Sommer
also approached, and not necessarily in a marginal fashion, the issue of abandoned forts, wondering: “Wie
und wann wurde ein Kastellareal vom Militär freigegeben und eventuell ziviler Nutzung überlassen?”8. A discussion
extending over three pages and the year 19889 thus mark the size and year when the topic became consecrated in the German historiography. It became obvious that the author maintained a high level of interest
in the matter, as several years later happily “recidivated” in a work entitled Vom Kastell zur Stadt – Aspekte
des Übergangs in Lopodunum/Ladenburg und Arae Flaviae/Rottweil10. The subsequent “Roman” development
of certain fortiﬁcations abandoned by the army has also led to the only synthesis work dedicated so far to
the fate of certain forts after they lost their military function. We envisage a focused work signed by M. Luik
who discussed cases from the trans-ﬂuvial areas of Germania Superior and Raetia: Kastell Köngen und das Ende
des Neckarlimes. Zur Frage der nachkastellzeitlichen Nutzung von Kastellen des rechtsrheinischen Limesgebiets11.

A perspective about the issue
Leaving aside abandoned forts which after a certain time got back their military destination12 or
which, altough without a garissoning troop, further remained in the use of the army as supply bases13,
there are numerous cases in the Empire in which abandoned forts were reused by the civilians.
The foundation of colonia on the surface of some ex-fortiﬁcations is attested since 4th–3rd centuries B.C.: about of 340 Ostia, in 295 Minturnae. Octavianus will found two victory-cities Nicopolis (but
which will not become colonia): one on the surface of a camp near Actium, the other on the surface of
another camp from Alexandria of Egypt – this one in the year 30 B.C.14.
Temporally advancing in the Principat period, we are informed by ancient literature about the
founding of the Colonia Augusta Praetoria Salassorum (today Aosta), on the place of an former camp
used in the year 25 B.C. in the war against Salassi15. Also Colonia Iulia Augusta Taurinorum (the modern
Turin), founded about the same time like the one mentioned before (i.e. several years after 25 B.C.),
was brought in discussion as originating in a former camp16. But their military origin is doubted17,
although is the case of the Colonia Salassorum the testimony of Strabo is clear.
6
7

8
9
10

11
12
13

14
15

16

17

See our contribution in Nemeth et al. 2011, 44, 46–48, 87.
Crummy 1977, esp. 90 sq.; Crummy 1982; Webster 1988, with contributions. We could not yet consult other studies we
are aware of – of which some we suspect to be fundamental – dedicated to the issue by British specialists.
Sommer 1988, 632.
Sommer 1988, 632–635, see also 640.
Sommer 1997. We would also like to mention the exhibition and catalogue appropriately entitled: LOPODVNUM 98.
Vom Kastell zur Stadt (Ausstellung des Landesdenkmalamtes Baden-Württemberg vom 11. Juni bis 27. September 1998
in Ladenburg; B. Rabold/C.S. Sommer, mit Beitr. von H. Galsterer/M. Scholz; Hrsg. von der Stadt Ladenburg und dem
Landesdenkmalamtes Baden-Württemberg; Ladenburg/Stuttgart 1998).
Luik 2002.
Nuber 1997, 67; Mirković 2002, esp. 757; see also Mócsy 1972, 166 with n. 97 = Mócsy 1992, 158 with n. 97.
Sommer 1988, 629 and n. 822 with lit.; 634 sq. with n. 848 and 852; v. Petrikovits 1979, 242 = v. Petrikovits 1991, 70;
Luik 2004, 108, 110; also see Mehl 1986, 266, n. 24.
Keepie 2000, 302 sq. with lit.
Strabo, Geography, 4.6.7: „and Caesar sent three thousand Romans and founded the city of Augusta in the place where Varro
had pitched his camp” (p. 281); see also Cassius Dio, Roman history, LIII.25.5 (p. 259); according to Keepie 2000, 303 with
n. 18. On the passage of Dio cf. Rich 1990, 55, 160.
Keepie 2000, 303 with n. 17 wherer he cites Wheeler 1964, 43. But these one is mentioning there that “...a Roman colony
such as Aosta or Turin or Verona was primarily a copybook War Oﬃce fortress ameliorated by an urban content” and while for
certainly knew the military origin reported by Strabo for Colonia Salassorum, he is discussing about them as civilian
creations (43 sq., 46) – albeit about the aforesaid colony is speciﬁed that“its situation, 50 miles north of Turin near the foot
of Mont Blanc, was of a tactical importance reﬂected in its severe military outline” (43).
Keepie 2000, 303 and n. 19 sq. with lit.
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There are a few colonies founded under the ﬁrst emperors on the surface of some legionary abandoned fortress; among them, Colchester, Lincoln or Glouchester18. Enough of the veterans’ colonies
of Traianus have been founded in this way. Cited can be Poetovio, Oescus, Theveste, Ratiaria, Thelepte,
maybe Sarmizegetusa. “The urban site itself” was in this way assured. With the allotments is another
matter. This ones were given from the ex-subsistence territory of the legion (prata legionis19 or the
modern largely used term “military territory”20), but, as it could happen not to be always enough,
some more was needed to be purchased. As a corollary, the founding of some colonia in the perimeter
of the former forts meant above all ﬁnancial saving for the state21. And if the more or less from the
ex-military structures were reused by the new inhabitants, these could save considerable eﬀort and
time in erecting their own dwellings and annexes. L. Keepie thought that the former military barracks
would have been reused just temporarily, by the next residents of the city as far the erecting of some
appropiate dwellings for a civilian habitation but possible also for the veterans while they erected their
farms outside the city22.
Not much time was needed for civilians – including not only the soldiers’ families, but also
craftsmen/merchants and other people attracted by the military presence – to set around a newly
built/still in construction fort, even if it was to have only a short period of use23. If that fort was
located in a province, some of the civilians might have remained after the departure of the troop and
thus the existence of the civilian settlement continued; naturally, on a smaller scale in the beginning24. And from here to the extension of that settlement inside the former fort, reusing its buildings
or not, was just one step away.
An abandoned fort and the attached civilian settlement were able to optimally perform a future
administrative function. It has been noted in the case of centers of civitates in Germania Superior and
Raetia established on sites with abandoned forts that the most signiﬁcant ediﬁces of such centers were
built inside the former forts. Thus, it is possible that is was intended to maintain the initial setting of
the inhabited area25. Just as it is “...wahrscheinlich, daß im Falle einer Übergabe an eine zivile Siedlung nach
Abzug der Truppen das aufgelassene Kastellareal mit geringstmöglichen Veränderungen aufgeteilt und der
weiteren Verwendung zugeführt wurde. Vermutlich erstellte man davor eine Art «Flächennutzungsplan»”26.
In Arae Flaviae-Rottweil (Germania Superior), a former barn of the IIIrd fort was turned into a
commercial area after the civilians started to use the area inside the fort27. In the case of LopodunumLadenburg (Germania Superior), several military buildings inside the fort, if not most or all of them,
were pulled down and leveled, but civilian buildings that reused the former precinct wall were revived.
Most of the former roads inside the fortiﬁcation were also kept in use28.
One can cite enough cases of settlements developed inside the perimeter of former forts and that
did not become centers of a civitas. E.g., in Grinario-Köngen (Germania Superior), where the former
aedes principiorum in the principia is documented as a place where the imperial cult was celebrated29
and at least one part of the ediﬁce was to probably fulﬁll an oﬃcial public function which implied
that religious activity. The possibility that the former headquarters’ building to function as the local
administration seat was taken into consideration30. A space added to principia and the introduction of
channel heating system in one of the buildings’ rooms were highlighted31.
18
19

20

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

For these, Keepie 2000, 302 and n. 8 with lit.; 304–306.
For now, territorium legionis is a term with a later occurence and maybe is not having the same meaning as prata; see
Mócsy 1972, 133 sq., 155 sq., 165 = Mócsy 1992, 125 sq., 147 sq., 157; Mócsy 1980, 370 sq. = Mócsy 1992, 167 sq.; Mason
1988, 165 sq; cf. MacMullen 1963, 8, n. 21, with the older lit. there.
On this very term („Militärterritorium”) and its meaning, Wiegels 1989, 71, n. 30; 80–85 with n. 58–63, 66 sq., 71–73,
75; 80 sq. with n. 58 sq; 83, n. 71; 84 sq. with n. 75; all with lit.
For these, Mann 1983, 60 sq., see also 65.
Keepie 2000, 306.
Sommer 1988, 490–493, see also 498, 500, 640.
Sommer 1988, 630–632, see also 638 sq.
Sommer 1988, 630 sq.; 634 with n. 849. On the latter assertion, a stand in opposition to Luik 2002, 79.
Sommer 1997, 516.
Sommer 1997, 514, 516.
Sommer 1997, 511–514.
Luik 2002, 75 sq.
Luik 2002, 75.
Luik 2004, 104; Luik 2002, 75 sq.
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In Heidenheim, after the fort was abandoned around 160, its north-western area (praetentura
sinistra) was leveled, the wooden buildings there were dismantled and the precinct wall and the western
gate were also pulled down to varying degrees. Nevertheless, no new constructions were built in this
north-western area of the fortiﬁcation, probably with the exception of a well. This happened though
in the south-eastern area of the fort (retentura dextra), where the vicus extended as well. Research has
identiﬁed a stone house of the Striphouse type, probably a well, and a wooden building whose function
remains uncertain, probably part of the above-mentioned Striphouse complex32. Civilians used some
of the barracks as barns33.
Few enough appear for now the sure attested cases in which the internal constructions of the
abandoned forts were reused by the civilians. More frecvently, Striphouses were erected, and these had
nothing to do with the former military structures34.
In many cases, just the timber from military buildings must have been reused and not the very
constructions themselves, which were demolished. It is believed that this was the case in Lopodunum35.
And in at least some cases, when civilians took over the structures of an abandoned fort, the line of the
roads was kept and they remained in use, to varying degrees36.
If in the case of stone buildings, the potential of valorizing the heritage left behind by the military
seems very high due to the strength of the building material and the quality of the execution37, buildings made of timber and adobe show obvious limitations under this respect38. So, it must have been
impossible to use them for more than several decades without signiﬁcant repairs39.

On the juridical status of abandoned forts
Ancient authors made no explicit reference to the juridical status of abandoned forts that remained
inside the Roman territory. Archaeological research seems to clearly document the fact that such fortiﬁcations were generally not dismantled/destroyed.40 But what was their status after being abandoned?
According to A. Mócsy, the area of a former fort could not be bought by private persons, but only
employed for public use by civilians. The named specialist invoked the case of the coloniae of Poetovio
and Oescus, created on the sites of former legionary fortress, and the erection of an altar for the imperial cult in the province of Pannonia Inferior inside the former auxiliary fort in Gorsium-Tác. Starting
from these examples alone, in 1971, the named author rejected the possibility that private persons
might have bought the former surface of forts since such areas must have become private property
inside municipal territories41. Thus, civilian reuse was possible as long as it adressed a community
(such as the inhabitants of the two above mentioned coloniae) or of state institutions (as was the altar
for the imperial cult in the province).
Research performed during the decades since that signiﬁcant work brought many more examples
of known cases inside former forts – and even of inner fort buildings – reused by civilians as a community42. It also seems that in several cases they were used by private persons. In connection to this
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39

40

41

42

Scholz 2009, 39, 112–114; Scholz 2004, 109, 112–116, Abb. 2, 5, 12 sq.; Scholz 2005, 850–852.
Cichy 1971, 56 sq. apud Sommer 1988, 635 with n. 851.
Suggestive in this sense is the image depicted from Luik 2002, passim, with lit.
Sommer 1997, 511.
Sommer 1997, 515 sq.
Enlightening for the building technique, Shirley 2001, passim.
On their possible building methods, see informatively, Weber 2002; a complex analysis in Shirley 2001, passim.
In a certain case, the life period of such a building, but of the Late Roman period, was approximated at around ﬁve
decades: Wilmott 2005, 133.
In this sense, cf. Sommer 1988, 632–634; Sommer 1997, 511. Unlike this, we are told about fortiﬁcations during
campaigns, that: “When the camp is to be broken up...they then set ﬁre to the encampment, both because they can easily construct
another [on the spot] and to prevent the enemy from ever making use of it”: Josephus, History of the Jewish war against the
Romans, III, v.4 (p. 603); according to H. Schönberger cited by Mócsy 1972, 158, n. 96 = Mócsy 1992, 166, n. 96; see also
Sommer 1988, 632 with n. 840.
Mócsy 1972, 166 sq. = Mócsy 1992, 158 sq.; see also Mócsy 1974, 355; related to these, Wiegels 1989, 88, n. 88; see also
74, n. 40. For the problem cf. v. Petrikovits 1979, 242 = v. Petrikovits 1991, 70; Mehl 1986, 265, to be consulted in paralell
with Wiegels 1989, 77, n. 48; 87, 98.
See the works indicated at n. 7; Luik 2002. C.S. Sommer’s assertion is of special relevance: “...für praktisch alle Siedlungen
rechts des Rheins und nördlich der Alpen einen militärischen Stützpunkt als Ursprung anzunehmen”: Sommer 1988, 489 sq.,
see also 630, n. 825; 630 sq., 639.
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private use, it have been suggested that from a juridical perspective, the issue of “military teritory”
must be regarded less strictly43. Besides, it was drawn attention that no ancient source is indicating
some special juridical regulations for these lands44.
A villa rustica was built inside the numerus fortlet in Neckarburken after it was abandoned around
160 (extending over 0.64 ha. and belonging to the so-called Odenwaldlimes, in the trans-Rhenan territory of Germania Superior). The main building of the farm reused the former principia and extended
beyond the precinct of the fortiﬁcation45. Cases in which villae rusticae were established inside
former forts can additionally be mentioned for Germania Superior and Raetia46, as for example in
Seckmauern47.
At Burnum (Dalmatia), the prata48 of IV Flavia legion stationed here became after the troops’
departure imperial estate (saltus)49, being under the supervision of the procurator Augusti50. Through
a conductor, the procurator could lease parts from the former prata legionis to private persons51, but
these cannot buy them52. What happened with the perimeter of the now abandoned fortress? Did it
shared the same juridical condition as prata? Missing some additional data, we can only speculate.
A case which for now seems to be special is recorded at Walheim (Germania Superior). Here, the
perimeter of a settlement born in the perimeter of the former fort II appears in one inscription as
solum Caesaris53. A pregnant reserve was manifested by the equalization of these solum Caesaris with
an imperial estate54, being in exchange regarded as a land excluded from the private use or from the
use and administration of some autonomous/quasiautonomous communities. It would have been
under the supervision of a central authority, maybe the provincial administration or the one of the
imperial’s estates, maybe through the army55. It was considered that in the vicus under discussion,
craftsmen have been settled, posibly who come from other areas56.
As we can see, the few direct evidence we dispose at the moment appear as partially contradictory. The inscriptions seem to indicate that after the troops’ departure, their ex-forts (Walheim) or
at least their ex-prata (Burnum), became solum Caesaris respectively saltus; in both cases the emperor
appear as a “owner”. On the other hand, archaeological researches attested villae rusticae developped
in some forts’ perimeters, which seems to belong to some private individuals. Of course, terrain from
imperial estates could be leased to private persons, but could these one also built their farms on the
leased surface?
43
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Sommer 1988, 634 sq.
Vittinghoﬀ 1974, 112 sq., 124 = Vittinghoﬀ 1994, 127, 138; on the issue see also Wiegels 1989, 74 sq. and n. 39–41 (with
supplementary lit.); who is pronouncing without reserves for the idea advanced by F. Vittinghoﬀ (76, see also sq. with n. 49).
Reutti 1980, 149, Abb. 95 sq.; Schallmayer 2010, 136 sq., with a ﬁgure showing how it may have looked on the bottom of
p. 57; Baatz 2000, 205 and Abb. 110.
Sommer 1988, 629 and n. 820 sq. with lit.; Luik 2002, 79.
Schallmayer 2010, 77.
CIL III 13250 = ILS 5968 (Vedro Polje, today in Sisačko-moslavačka county, Croatia): [TERMINI P]O[S(iti) INTER P]RA /
TA LEG(ionis) [E]T FINES / ROBORETI FLA(vi) / MARC(iani) PER AUGU / STIANUM BELLI / C(i?)UM PROC(uratorem) /
AUG(usti). The inscription is to be dated according to the cursus honorum of the procurator towards the reign of Traianus
or in its ﬁrst years: Devijver 1976, C 122 (after year 88 another procuratorial mission is next and then the one mentioned
in our text); Mason 1988, 164, is dating it about the year 100.
Already Schulten 1894, 491; esp. Vittinghoﬀ 1974, 114 sq. = Vittinghoﬀ 1994, 128 sq.; followed by Wiegels 1989,
82 sq. with n. 69; 90 with n. 92; but with reticence, Bérard 1992, 83: “...mais on connaît trop mal le sort dévolu aux camps
légionnaires après leur évacuation pour être totalement aﬃrmatif, notamment sur ce dernier point : rien n’empêche après tout que
la IIII Flauia ait conservé, après son transfert en Mésie, un dépôt, ou du moins la responsabilité du camp de Burnum”.
Wilkes 1969, 99, 105, 218, 392, 459.
Wilkes 1969, 392.
Mócsy 1972, 154 = Mócsy 1992, 146.
Mehl 1986, 264 = AÉ 1987, 783; text revised by Wiegels 1989, 62–70: – – – / [SUL]PICIUS VE[PA / NUS ?] vel VE[IA /
NUS ?] vel VE[RI / NUS ?] ET SULPICIA / PERVINC[A] COIIUX / TES(stamento) AEDE[M I]N SOLO / CAESARIS POSU /
ERUNT FUSC[I]ANO / ET [SI]LANO II CO(n)S(ulibus) / (ante diem tertium) K(alendas) APRILES / L(aeti) L(ibens) M(erito);
subsequently, in the ﬁrst three kept lines, changes have been operated, resulting: [SULP]ICIA VEPA / [NA ?] ET SULPICIA
/ PERVINC[A] F(ilia ?) D(e) S(uo) / etc.
After consules, the monument is precisely datable: March 30 of the year 188. On the discovery point and its position within
the ancient Walheim settlement: Mehl 1986, 259 with n. 1, 3; 261; Wiegels 1989, 85 sq. with n. 79–84; 99 with n. 121.
Wiegels 1989, 90–97, esp. 97; for a saltus, Körtum, Lauber 1999, 359.
Wiegels 1989, 97 sq.
Wiegels 1989, 99 sq., 102 with lit.; see also 85 sq. with n. 80–82.
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Civilian reuses of abandoned forts in Dacia
In Dacia, there is little documentation on civilian reuses of abandoned forts. The following cases
have been documented:
The brieﬂy researched fort near the city of Sighişoara, on the site called “Podmoale”/“Burgstadl”,
provides for Dacia at the present state of research the most consistent proof of civilian re-inhabitation
of the perimeter of an abandoned fort. Civilian beneﬁciaries could reuse an area of ca. (~)140 × (+)178
× (~)130 × (+)182 m57, thus more than 2.43 ha. The civilian settlement there seems to have been significant since – despite the fact that just a few archaeological trenches were excavated there – traces of
the settlement seem to extend over most of the area of the former fortiﬁcation, except for its northern
corner58. Buildings, pits, and leveling works belonging to the civilian settlement were identiﬁed in the
area of the via sagularis and the area of the defensive elements of the former fort: vallum, berma, and
the two fossa59, since the fort was not provided with a stone surrounding wall60. Only a few details are
available on these evidences of habitation. One knows that a dwelling was located over a section of the
rampart that was leveled for the purpose on the south-western side and that a coin minted in 200 was
discovered there61. A complex, identiﬁed as probably a pottery kiln, was discovered on the same side
and it included a little-used coin minted in 16162. On the basis of the results of excavations performed
on the site, specialists have hypothesized that the civilian settlement was denser in the southern and
eastern areas of the fortiﬁcation63, but this observation might be only due to the limited research available. It is very probable that some of the building uncovered during 19th-century researches belonged
to the civilian settlement developed inside the fort. Those buildings, (also) of stone, might have been
given domestic use, while a larger building – since a column base, measuring almost 1 m in diameter,
made of local sandstone, was discovered inside – was deemed as a possible temple64.
The above mentioned coin of 161 can be a good terminus post quem for the civilians settling inside
the former fortiﬁcation65, though this might have happened somehow earlier than this unique numismatic proof indicates. Further on, life seems to have continued there until late in the 3rd century66 and
probably during the subsequent century as well.
Older and more recent excavations make no reference to former military buildings reused by civilians. Even if such buildings were made of wood and brick and roof tiles seem to have been used just in
a few cases67 – and thus the buildings were short-lived – this fort provides real possibilities for future
research to identify how this took place. Because it seems impossible that at least in some cases, buildings in good state were not taken over by civilians.
The issue of whether the future Colonia Ulpia Traiana Sarmizegetusa developed or not from the
structures of a camp of the IV Flavia Felix legion has gained obsessive accents in archaeological literature, continued and developed even to hilariousness68. The discussion yet lacks strong arguments that
would settle the issue one way or another.
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Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 104, ﬁg. 1.
Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 100 and n. 10, 104, 106. One regrets that in their brief contribution, the authors made little
reference to the civilian settlement (see Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 100 and n. 11; 106, n. 39), since the issue was never
taken up again. We are not aware of the current location of the documentation prepared on that occasion; a more recently
published work only include a few mentions of a single building. It was – as one can deduce – a stone building, completely
uncovered, located on top of one of the fortiﬁcation’s ditches on the north-eastern side and it included two rooms: one
rectangular in shape, measuring 10–12 × 6.5 m; and an apse towards the east-north-east, measuring 6.5 × 4 m (Baltag
2000, 116 sq. ﬁg. 33; according to data provided by I. Mitrofan).
Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 100, n. 16; 103; 105, n. 35.
Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 104.
Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 103 with n. 25.
Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 103 with n. 23 sq.; 106 with n. 41.
Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 106, n. 43.
For such issues, Baltag 2000, 116, see also 114.
Like this, in Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 106, 108 with n. 52 sq. The authors considered the possibility that the fortiﬁcation
was abandoned during the interval of 167–170 when the defense of the province proved diﬃcult, or shortly before.
Horedt 1958, 38, n. 41.
As modern excavations seem to indicate: Mitrofan, Moldovan 1968, 106 and n. 38, though they did not touch the inner
surface of the fort too much.
An overview of the debates until then: Piso 2006, 37–39; henceforth Piso 2008, 319–322; see also Ardevan 2000, 97–99
(among the pro stands, signiﬁcant exempliﬁcations in Löbuscher 2002, 91, 98 sq.; Strobel 2006, 107, n. 9; 108 sq.; and
Opreanu 2006, 61–69); subsequent interventions on the discussion in Opreanu 2008, 228–232; Opreanu 2010, 40–55.
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On the wooden phase of the ﬁrst forum of the colonia (the so-called forum vetus), it has been
argued that it initially functioned as the principia of the presumed camp. Though accredited by solid
archaeological arguments and complementarily supported by a historical logical argumentation
that nobody can dispute, the idea of a principia was regarded with caution by the very archaeologists
who performed the most modern and intense excavations that the site ever knew69. They admit the
possible existence of a camp only after the end of the second Dacian-Roman War (106) and believe
it might have functioned until the colonia was established in 109 or soon afterwards70. On the other
hand, it has been realistically noted that “it may well be to much to ask from an archeological excavation to
identify such a change of ownership, especially if there were no major alterations to the original plan of public
buildings. If on the next day colonists took over military headquarters which could be re-used as a forum, such
a change would be extremely diﬃcult to identify through excavation”71.
Convergent evidence is thus required in support of the existence of a camp. On a complex of buildings contemporary to the wooden phase of the forum vetus and identiﬁed south of that construction,
it has been initially believed that it might have also been the praetorium of the camp, even if more
credit was given to an insula72. Later on, only the civilian version was retained73. The statement was
nevertheless disputed on the basis of a planimetric analogy from the British legionary fortress in
Inchtuthill; a residential ediﬁce for the use of the tribune being compared to some of the buildings part
of the complex in Sarmizegetusa74. Despite this analogy, the issue of this complex remains unsettled
as well; at this point, it cannot oﬀer the required strong proofs.
It seems that the fort in Vărădia “Pustă”/“Rovină” ceased to function after a general ﬁre75, either
a willful act of the Roman soldiers or the consequence of an enemy siege76. The only stone structures
of the fort identiﬁed so far are the precinct wall and some of the headquarters’ building (without
armamentaria). Considering the fact that the wooden structures researched so far: those belonging to
the curtain wall, gates, towers, and military barracks (contubernia) or the principia were aﬀected by the
ﬁre77, it may well be that all wooden structures burned down.
In these conditions, it was possible to reuse the fort’s inner buildings only to a lesser degree. But
until now, the few archaeological researches did not lead to the identiﬁcation of any certain case. One
coin, believed to have been minted in the 3rd century78, if this determination is correct, represent too
untrustworthy an argument79 even for emitting preliminary statements on the issue.
After the fortress in Bersobis-Berzovia was very probably abandoned at the beginning of
Hadrianus’s reign, its surface seems to have been reused by the civilians80. For the time being, one
does not know to what degree they reused the very former military buildings, since archaeological
excavations on the site were rather restricted and discontinuous, and do not provide relevant data.
Civilians must have favored stone buildings: the ediﬁce of the headquarters and other buildings, just
69
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74
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Étienne et al. 2004, 70, 72–94; Diaconescu 2004, 89–103; Piso 2006, 37–39, 318 sq.; Étienne et al. 2006, 65–79.
Étienne et al. 2004, 87 sq.; Diaconescu 2004, 97; Piso 2006, 39, 318 sq.; Étienne et al. 2006, 73 sq.; see also before Piso/
Diaconescu 1997. This possibility no longer features in Diaconescu 2010; cf. Diaconescu 2008, 61 sq., 67 sq., 71.
Diaconescu 2004, 97.
Piso, Roman 2001, 215.
Étienne et al. 2004, 64 with n. 13; 90 sq. with n. 64; Diaconescu 2004, 97–99, ﬁg. 4.6; Étienne et al. 2006, 48 with n. 7;
75 sq. with n. 62.
Opreanu 2006, 67; Opreanu 2008, 228 sq.
Florescu 1934, 72.
In this sense and suggesting a possible burning of the fort during the Roman-Yazig war of 117–118: Nemeth, Bozu 2005,
206; Nemeth 2005a, 691.
Milleker 1906, 258, 261 sq. (also here we would like to thank our colleague Al. Berzovan, for making this work available
to us, together with one translation); Nemeth, Bozu 2005, 202–204, 206; Nemeth 2005a, 689–691.
The coin was discovered in the north-western corner of the fortiﬁcation during B. Milleker’s research of 1901 and 1902;
it seems not to have been found inside the very fort, but inside the fossa: “De a sánctesteben, 2 mnyre az árok északnyugati
végéhez egy 2 m. vastag sávot kereszteztünk, mely vörösre égetett földböl állott. Itt, és pedig 0.4 mnyre a falrészlet felett, fordult
elö egy nagy, világos bronzból vert érem a harmadik századból (o.u.: one third-century light-color bronze coin)”: Milleker
1906, 257 sq. The lack of a more precise identiﬁcation made specialists caution in accepting its historical value: Nemeth,
Bozu 2005, 206; Nemeth 2006, 478, n. 8.
Other two coins dated to the IIIrd century are mentioned as discoveries during the recent research: Bozu 1999, 128 (or at
http://www.cimec.ro/scripts/arh/cronica/detaliu.asp?k=1735). About them, the author of the discoveries kindly informed
us – and we thank him for it – that initially they were erroneously identiﬁed.
Protase 1967, 50 = Protase 1995, 99; Protase 2010, 42 = Protase 2011, 228.
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partially identiﬁed so far81. At least some of these stone buildings were aﬀected by the ﬁre, with their
perishable components burning down82, but maybe the entire fortress was aﬀected by a general ﬁre.
In such conditions, civilians had to perform certain repair and adaptation works if they wanted to use
the military buildings.
One knows for certain that at least the open areas of the former fortress were envisaged by civilians. A dug-out dwelling was set in the inner part of the vallum on the northern side of the fortress, in
its eastern third. The ﬁlling of this dwelling revealed pottery fragments, two iron keys, and a bronze
coin minted under the rule of emperor Nero, but no other details have been published83.
A large wooden fortiﬁcation is located between Turnu-Severin and the village of Schela Cladovei:
650 × 576 m84. Though specialists have presumed that it was only a temporary one, possibly erected
in the time of Trajan’s wars85, or even during Domitian’s wars,86 we believe that it might have been
in use for a longer period. The numerous traces of Roman walls and a water tank supplied through a
subterranean pipe87 might be indicators for such a prolonged use. The civilian settlement identiﬁed
in the vicinity88 seems to support this hypothesis as well. It is nevertheless believed that this civilian
settlement was only established after the fortiﬁcation was abandoned and might have extended inside
the fort, as was the case in Bersobis89. Thus, it might well be that the stone structures identiﬁed on this
site rather belong to the civilian settlement. No matter when the civilian settlement was established
(during the time the fortiﬁcation was still in use or after it was abandoned), we believe it is very probable that civilians reused the buildings inside the fortiﬁcation.
At Samum-Căşeiu, one early fort was ﬂooded at some time by the river Someş and abandoned. On
its site, the vicus of the other fort erected near by is attested90, but we ignore if the former military
constructions here were in a condition permitting their reuse by the vicani.
The timber-and-earth fort located in the place called “Rovină”/ “Progadie” near Surducul Mare
(Centum Putea ?), is measuring 132 × 128 m (almost 1,7 ha) and was also very probably abandoned at the
beginning of Hadrianus’ reign91. It was scarcely researched. One wood (and probably adobe) barrack was
documented as being burnt, another barrack and a construction with unknown functionality, these one
too of wood (and adobe), showed signs of sharing the same destiny. The fact that these constructions
were situated at a longer or short distance each other, and the fact that also in other parts of the fort,
burnt adobe and coal was highlighted by the researches92, allow us to suggest with caution that a generalised ﬁre aﬀected the fort. Taking into consideration that no stone structure was revealed till now, the
possibility of reusing the ex-military structures must have been quite reduced. Any clue is missing so far.
Archaeological research on the area of the municipium Aurelium Apulense, later on colonia Aurelia
Apulense, in the area of “Partoş”, is only at its beginning, with proportional results93. It has been argued
that the colonist vicus from which the future municipium developed might have reused a former timberand-earth fortiﬁcation of the I Adiutrix legion that was supposed to have stationed here between
105/106 and 114/11994. The hypothetical existence of the fortiﬁcation was approved95, received with
81
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84
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88
89
90
91
92
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Bozu, Rancu 2003, 161–163; Medeleţ, Petrovsky 1974, 134. At the present state of research, we do not know how many
of the noted stone structure still stood at the time the soldiers left the fortress; some of them, located on the eastern
third and latera praetorii, had been demolished before: Moga 1971, 54, 57; see also Medeleţ, Petrovsky 1974, 135.
Protase 2010, 42, also 37–40 = Protase 2011, 228 and 218, 220 sq., 222; Moga 1971, 57; Medeleţ, Petrovsky 1974, 134 sq.
and n. 5.
Protase 2010, 35 sq., pl. 5 (with an erroneous numbering of the proﬁle’s meters) = Protase 2011, 214.
Tudor 1978, 300 sq., n. 44, ﬁg. 39.1, 2; Petolescu 2007, ﬁg. 1–3.
Tudor 1978, 301.
During Cornelius Fuscus’s north-Danubian campaign in 87: Petolescu 2000, 77, see also 125; Petolescu 2007, 39
(addendum); Petolescu 2010, 103, see also 137.
Tudor 1978, 301.
According to a piece of information provided by M. Davidescu, Tudor 1978, 301.
Petolescu 1980, 106; Petolescu 2007, 37.
Esp.: http://www.cimec.ro/scripts/ARH/Cronica/detaliu.asp?k=922; Isac 2003, 40, see also 32.
Protase 1967, 67 = Protase 1995, 107, 114 sq.; Protase 1975, 348 = Protase 1995, 243.
Protase 1975, 347 sq. = Protase 1995, 241 sq.
Diaconescu, Piso 1993, 67–70; Diaconescu et al. 1997, 1; Bogdan-Cătăniciu 2000, 119.
Opreanu 1999, esp. 573–575; Opreanu 1998, esp. 124–127, 132; Opreanu 2000b, esp. 82.
Benea 1999, 40–48 (with the hypothesis that legio XIII Gemina was camped simultaneously in the fort until 107/108; this
was done for tactical reasons, but also because the fortiﬁed surface seems to large for a single legion; subsequently, the
XIII legion was to built her own fortress on the site called “Cetate”); Strobel 2006, 109 sq.
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caution96, or fully rejected97. If this will prove correct, one still has to clarify if, how much, and in what
way did the colonists reuse the old military buildings.
Some ﬁnal words now, depicted from the general image we illustrated on the civilian reusing of
the abandoned castra in Dacia. A legionary camp in Sarmizegetusa on the site of the future colonia is not
yet clear proved and one fotiﬁcation on the site of the future Municipium Aurelium Apulense remains
a hypothesis. So, for now they cannot be invoked in the discussion. Then, leaving aside the marchcamps from the Dacian-Roman Wars which were of a short life, we observe that forts which were abandoned still in provinces’ time are not quite few: Sighişoara, Schela Cladovei, Vărădia, Surducul Mare,
Bersobis, Samum (early fort). Of their number, the surface of more than half was further inhabited by
a civilian population. But the amount of archaeological information on these forts is so reduced, that
any reusing of their former military inner constructions remains a probability or just a possibility (in
some cases), to be conﬁrmed. Concerning Vărădia, Surducul Mare and Bersobis, abandoned very probably sometime at the beginning of Hadrianus’ reign98, we don’t know yet if the territory in which they
were situated was still a provincial one, stricto sensu, after this date. Of course, this territory continued
to be supervised, but it is questionable if provincial population continued to live there.
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Babeş-Bolyai” University Cluj-Napoca
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