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Abstract. — The existance of the earlier Roman settlement which arose before the construction of Galerius’ palace
Felix Romuliana was confirmed by archaeological research. The traces of earlier buildings, constructed from the end of 2"
to the end of 3" century, were discovered inside the fortified imperial residence: 1. three-naved building south from
the “Large temple”, 2. the building below the earlier southern tower of the East gate, 3. the large building beneath
the Galerius’ baths and 4. the building in front of the later southern tower of the West gate. Roman settlement from
the 3" century at Gamzigrad could be one of the mining — metallurgical and commercial centers (vici, civitas)
in the Timok Valley.
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Roman mining, Roman metallurgy.

rchaeological research at Gamzigrad confir-
med the existence of a Roman settlement prior
to the beginning of construction of Galerius’
palace at the beginning of the 4™ century. Sporadic
data collected during earlier excavations are thought to
be remains of a 3" century farm (villa rustica).!
However, the analyses of objects that were partial-
ly discovered during the 1980’s: in the “Large temple”
Sector (Building 1),2 under the southern tower of the
older fortification (Tower 1) in the East gate Sector
(building 2), and in front of the entrance to the south-
ern tower of the earlier Romuliana fortification (Tower
19) (Building 4), as well as recent archaeological
research of the older building in the Thermae Sector
(Building 3), shed a new light on Roman Gamzigrad
(PL 1).3

Building 1

After almost three decades of research in Roman
Gamzigrad, a part of a large, three-naved, building ori-
ented northwest-southeast was discovered at the south-
ern part of the fortress, located south of a “Large tem-
ple” spreading over the 11.5 x 10.5 m area (Building 1).
There were two longitudinal rooms around four meters

! Cpejosuh 1983 a, 21-23; Srejovic, Vasi¢ 1994, 56-57.

2 The name “Large temple”, used in the article refers to the large
sacral construction in the southern part of Romuliana, also referred
to in literature as “the Temple of Jupiter”. However, finds of decora-
tive plastic suggest that the temple had been dedicated to the impe-
rial cult.

3 Buildings were marked with numbers 14 according to the
chronology of their construction.

* The article results from the project: Romanization, urbanization and transformation of urban centres of civil, military and residential charac-
ter in Roman provinces on territory of Serbia (no 177007) funded by Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Serbia.
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Plan 1. Finds of buildings from
the phase prior to Galerius’s construction
in the area of the fortified palace.

Iaan 1. Haaasu ipahesuna us gase
ape I'aaepujese ipagwe Ha Gpocmwiopy
yimsphene tiaaaiie

wide, and to the east, a longitudinal “corridor” 1.5 meters
wide which was most likely the connection with the
central atrium. The “corridor” led to rooms through
doors 0.90 m wide with jambs built of brick. The walls of
the structure were 0.55 m wide and built of brick and sto-
ne in opus mixtum technique, and foundations were made
of crushed rock cemented with lime mortar (P1. 2).4

The building was demolished around the end of
the 3" and the beginning of the 4" century, during the
construction of the imperial palace, i. e. southern portico
of the “Large temple” temenos and the large structure
south from it (Building G). In the layer of soot above the
mortar floor of the “corridor”, bronze coins minted at the
time of emperors Aurelianus and Probus were discove-
red. They represent terminus post quem non of the con-
struction of this structure, it being abandoned during
the last quarter of the 3™ century.

Judging from small finds from the rooms: fragments
of ceramic bowls, lamps and bronze fibulae (Fig. 1)
from the 2"d and the first half of the 3" century, it can
be assumed that this facility arose at the first half of the
3t century?, and was determined to be villa rustica by
Dragoslav Srejovic.
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Building 2

In front of the east gate’s southern tower of the ear-
lier fortification (Tower I) a structure that existed prior
to the construction of the fortification was partially
discovered (Building 2, PI. 3).6

The southern pilaster of the entrance to Tower I lies
on the eastern wall of Building 2, which sunk due to
the weight of the tower’s stairway vault. It is impossible
to determine the function and dimensions of Building
2, because only its northeastern corner was discovered,
consisting of three rooms divided by two north-south
partition walls. The walls were made of semi-hewn and
broken stone cemented with lime mortar. The inner sides
of the walls were coated with a layer of lime mortar
and chaff, indicating that they had been decorated with
frescoes. On one partition wall there was an opening for

4 Cpejosuth 1983 a, 21-22, Fig. 14.
5 CpejoBuh 1983 a, 23, Fig. 13; Vasic 1995, 318, Fig. 9.
6 Building 2 was qualified as the older building V1 by C. Vasic,

but neither did he give any description, nor did he explain its relation
to the earlier fortification (Vasi¢ 1995, 317-318, Fig. 8).
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the door, with jambs made of brick, and foundation of
the threshold made of dressed stone bound with mortar.
The walls, 0.80 m thick, were partially preserved up to
a height of 0.90 m from the socle, i.e. the mortar floor
level. Foundation zone that was wider than the above-
ground part (1-1.10 m) was built of crushed rock and
cemented with mortar.

CTAPUHAP LX1/2011

Foundations of the building were buried in a layer of
greenish-brown clay soil, which contained fragments
of Roman and prehistoric pottery. Inside the building
four bronze coins were found, corroded and illegible,
probably minted in the middle of the 3™ century, two
ceramic lamps, a cup on a stem and two goblets with
three handles (Fig. 2).

O 3t century 0 smo " @
4% century _ “

Plan 2. Building 1 in the “Large temple” Sector,
built in the first half of the 3™ century

Plan 3. Building 2 in the East Gate Sector,

build in the 3™ century, before the earlier fortification

Iaan 2. I'pabesuna 1 na Cekiwiopy ,,8eauxor xpama “,
Hacwiasa y Upeoj oa06unu 3 eexka

Iaan 3. Ipabesuna 2 na Cekimiopy ucioune katuje,
Hachiata upe usipagrwe ciapujel ymsphemwa

Hanatie y 3. 8eKy

= 3" century
m 3'9/4% century
M 4% century

Fig. 1. Bronze fibulae 2"*-3" century, discovered in Building 1 in the “Large temple” Sector
Fig. 2. Ceramic vessel 3™ century, discovered in Building 2 East Gate Sector

Ca. 1. Bpousane Qubyae 2-3. éexa, nabene y ipabesunu 1 na Cekimiopy ,, 8eaukoi xpama
Ca. 2. Kepamuuka tiocyga 3. éeka, nahene y ipahesunu 2 na Cekiiopy uciioune kaiuje
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1. Atrium

2. Apodyterium
3. Frigidarium

4, 4a. Tepidarium
5. Caldarium

6. Sudatorium

7. Praefurnium

B 3 century — Building 3
[ 3'/4th century — Thermae
[ the end of 4" century

M 6 century [

t t

Plan 4. Building 3 in the Thermae Sector, build in the 3" century and the southeastern corner
of the earlier fortification’s portico and later reconstruction

I1aan 4. Ipahesuna 3 na Cekiiopy Wiepmu, Haciliala y 3. 8eKy, ca jylOUCTHOUHUM YIAOM HOPIAUKA
ciiiapujei yiwiepherwa u Kachujum upeipagwama

Between the north portico column of the earlier
fortification, which flanked the entrance to the northern
tower of the east gate (Tower II), and the southeastern
corner of the Palace II (Building D 4), a wall of an older
building was discovered in the foundation zone, made
of crushed stone cemented with lime mortar. Unfortuna-
tely, based on the discovered wall it is not possible to
determine the size and function of this object, or whether
it had any architectural or constructional connection
with the building 2 (P1. 3).

Building 3

During the excavations of 1998-2008, when explo-
rations of baths (thermae) from the phase of constru-
ction of Galerius’ palace were conducted, parts of an
earlier building, marked Building 3, were discovered
under the thermae (P1. 1, P1. 4).

Below Galerius’ baths a rectangular annex of Build-
ing 3 was discovered, measuring 12 x 8 m, divided by
partition walls (walls 1 — 3.5) into three rooms.
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In the tepidarium (tepidarium) and sudatorium (sud-
atorium) areas of thermal baths, at a level of 185.90 m,
the remains of a wall of Building 3 were registered, poin-
ting east-west (wall 1).Wall 1 was preserved in the foun-
dation zone (width 0.90 m) and aboveground area in a
single row of dressed stones bound with lime mortar
(width 0.65 m). The bottom of the foundation is at the
level of 184.60 m. The southern wall of the tepidarium
was founded on the walll and the foundation of the west-
ern fagade of Galerius’ thermae is partly supported by it
(Fig. 3). Towards the north, below the caldarium, there
was a room with reinforcements in the southwest and
northwest corners (Fig. 4-6). The western wall of this
room (wall 2) was reinforced by large stone blocks on
the southern and northern end during the construction of
Galerius’ thermae, to serve as the foundation for the
columns or pillars, which could support the first-floor
gallery. There was another, smaller room to the north.

Building 3 extended further to the north, as evi-
denced by the find of an earlier mortar floor under the
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Fig. 3. Wall I of Building 3 and foundations of the western fagade of Galerius’s thermae, viewed from the southeast
Fig. 4. Room in Building 3 (walls 1-3) discovered in the tepidarium of Galerius’s thermae, viewed from the east

Ca. 3. Bug 1 ipabesune 3 u wemen 3atiagne acage larepujesux mepmu, ca jyioucimiorxa
Ca. 4. IIpocwiopuja ipahesune 3 (3ugosu 1-3) omixpusena y menugapujymy I asepujesux mwepmu, ca uciioxa

Fig. 5. Southwestern corner (junction of walls 1 and 2) of a Building 3 room,
discovered in the tepidarium of Galerius’s thermae, viewed from the south
Fig. 6. Wall 1 of Building 3, viewed from the north

Ca. 5. Jytoszatiagnu yiao (ctioj 3ugosa 1 u 2) upoctopuje ipahesune 3,
ollikpugeHe y meniugapujymy I asepujesux wepmu, ca jyia
Ca. 6. 3ug 1 ipabesune 3, ca cesepa

atrium (atrium) and apoditerium (apodyterium) of Gale-
rius’ baths (PL. 4).

Namely, trench investigations of 1998 and 2002,
conducted at the location of atrium and apoditerium
(trenches 11/98, 2/98, 3/98, 1/02), under the bath floors
(floors I-1II) and a leveling layer of yellow-brown clay
containing fragments of prehistoric and Roman pottery,
yielded a mortar floor with crushed brick (floor III).”
Floor III was the earlies one and was part of an earlier
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7 Below the floor made of stone slabs (floor I) and the leveling
layer of loose dark brown earth, a mortar floor decorated by a mosaic
was discovered (floor IT), founded upon an earlier mortar floor and
a substructure made of crushed stone. Below this floor there was a
leveling layer of yellow dark clay and mortar floor III, below which
there was a layer of greenish-brown clay that contained no archae-
ological finds, characterized as subsoil. Similar stratigraphy was
discovered in the apoditerium of the thermae (trench 3/98), with the
exception of the earlier floor I (JIanosuh, Pyxuh, Josanosuh 2001,
284-285).
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Fig. 7. Wall 2 of Building 3, viewed from the east
Fig. 8 Wall 4 of Building 3 in the foundations of the eastern facade of Galerius’s thermae
and the remains of the podium foundation, viewed from the north
Fig. 9. Wall 4 of Building 3, viewed from the north

Ca. 7. 3ug 2 ipabesune 3, ca uctmioka
Ca. 8. Bug 4 ipabesune 3 y wwiemeny ucimioune pacage Iasepujesux wiepmu u ociayu imemena Hogujyma, ca cesepa
Ca. 9. Bug 4 ipabesune 3, ca cesepa

phase of Roman construction in Gamzigrad which pre-  12). However, the apse of the frigidarium lies on his
ceded the construction of Galerius’ palace, corresponding  best-preserved part, where, above the massive founda-
in ground level to the floor of the Building 3 (PL 5). tions, two rows of hewn stone blocks cemented with

Beneath the east fagade of the thermae, a wall was ~ mortar were discovered aboveground (the crown of the
discovered, part of the Building 3 and presumably part ~ wall at ground level of 185.50 m, Figs. 10-11).
of the east fagade (wall 4). This wall has a slight devi- At the southern part of the annex described there
ation to the west in relation to the direction north-south ~ were two apses. At the southeastern corner of the south-
(north-northwest — south-southeast), with foundationzone  ern room of Galerius’ thermae, underneath the hypocaust
1.20 m wide and the aboveground part 0.90 m wide,  system of floor-heating, a part of the semicircular curved
preserved in one or two rows of dressed stone (Fig. 8-9).  wall was discovered at the ground level of 185.80 m in
It was severely damaged in the area between the calda-  the foundations area and in one row of dressed stones
rium and frigidarium of the Galerius’ thermae (Figs.9,  aboveground. Furthermore, it was noted that the apse,
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SECTION I
the south section of Trench 1/02

186. 02 m__ 186. 02.m
floor 111
SECTION II SECTION III
the west section of Trench 1/02 the north section of Trench 1/02

186. 02 m 186. 02 m

SECTION IV
the west section of Trench 1/02

23 grey clay with rubble

2 grey clay
[T dark brown soil with mortar

BTE dark brown soil with ashes,
soot and red burned soil

Plan 5. Sections (trench 1/02) with the remnants of the floor from Building 3 (floor Ill) in the atrium of Galerius’s thermae
Ilaan 5. Ipoguau (conga 1/02) ca ocmiavuma tioga ipahesune 3 (iog II1) y amwpujymy Iasepujesux wiepmu

previously discovered below the prefurnium (praefur- ~ Wall 1 was used as the foundation of one of the pilasters
nium) of Galerius’ thermae was also part of Building 3. of the baths’ west facade (Fig. 14). This pilaster negated
It was 4m in diameter and facing south (PI. 4). a ceramic water pipe, which runs north-south and lied
Along the southeast corner of the described annex  on the described wall of the Building 3 (Fig. 15). Water-
of the Building 3, outside the Galerius’ thermae, in ~ works, which the ceramic pipe was part of, were built
2005, remains of the squared-shaped foundations were ~ during the period between the erection of Building 3
explored, measuring 3.80 x 3.80 m, most likely a podi-  and construction of the southern room of the baths. It
um for a small cult building, an altar or a statue. This  can be linked with a water supply line A, explored dur-
facility was negated by the construction of thermae by  ing 2004-2005 in the area south and southeast of the
Galerius and was covered with a mortar floor substruc-  Galerius’ baths (P1. 4).10
ture of the same phase.® Even though its function is not
entirely clear, we can assume that this sacral building
made an architectural unit with Building 3 (PI. 4, Fig.

13) 8 Tlerkosuh 2008 b, 66, Fig. 2.

. 9 In the western section of the Thermae Sector excavations, ex-
Below the west facade of thermae, wall 1 is pre- cept for parts of earlier structures built with stone bound with yellow
served only in foundation zone, and one row of dressed clay, a cross-section of a solid, 2 m high wall was noted in 1998,
stones, and extends westwards. The extension of this made in opus mixtum technique (JIamosuh, Jopanosuh, Py:xuh 2001,
. . . Fig. 1). The wall was damaged during a decade-long collapse of this

wall can be monitored in the western section of the section
Thermae Sector excavations, where it was preserved in 10 Meronuh 20084, 61, Fig. 6; Metkosuh 2008b, 65-66, Fig. 1,

the aboveground part at the height of approximately 1 m.”  Fig. 3-5.
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Fig. 10. Junction of walls 4 and 5 of Building 3 in the foundation of the Galerius’s baths frigidarioum apse,
viewed from the southeast
Fig. 11. Wall 4 item, foundation zone and two rows of aboveground stone blocks, viewed from the southeast
Fig. 12. Remnants of Building 3 that constitute the foundation of the eastern fagcade of Galerius’s baths,
viewed from northeast

Ca. 10. Ciioj 3ugosa 4 u 5 ipabesune 3 y iwiemeny aiicuge ppuiugapujyma larepujesux wiepmu, ca jyioucimioxa
Ca. 11. Jemian 3uga 4, miemewna 30Ha U gea pega Kkeagepad HAG3emMHOI gead, ca jyIouciioxa
Ca. 12. Ocwwiauu ipahesune 3 koju uune memen ucimoune pacage larepujesux wiepmu, ca ceepoucimioxa

Archaeological excavations conducted south and  the sewer canals and portico columns of the older forti-
east of Galerius’ thermae in 2004—2005, and 2007, are fication (PL 4, P1. 16).
important concerning the chronology of the earlier and The water supply line, oriented east-west, had been
the later fortifications on Gamzigrad and their rela-  negated by the construction of the southern column of
tionship with the earlier Roman settlement which  the older fortification’s southern portico (pillar 2). Its
arose before the construction of the imperial residence. ~ western tip turns towards northwest and had been
During those campaigns the southeastern corner of the  interrupted by the southern fagade of the Galerius’ ther-
portico of the older fortification was explored, as well ~ mae. Pieces of tegulae and mortar had been used to
as the ducts of the sewer and plumbing systems, which  carefully seal up the canel (Fig. 17).
preceded the construction of the Galerius’ palace. This Parallel water and sewage ducts oriented north-
was determined by the stratigraphic correlation between ~ west-southeast (ducts B and C), connect with the pre-
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Fig. 13. Thermae Sector, foundations of the square shaped podium, from the period
before the construction of Galerius’s thermae, viewed from the northeast
Fig. 14. Wall 1 of Building 3, in the foundation zone of the west facade pilaster
of Galerius’s thermae, viewed from northwest

Ca. 13. Ceximiop twiepmu, femens Hogujyma Keagpatine 0CHo8e,
u3 epemena npe usipagrmwe laiepujesux wepmu, ca ce8epoucitioxa
Ca. 14. 3ug 1 ipabesune 3, y Wiemennoj 301y uaacimpa 3aiaghe gpacage Iaaepujesux wiepmu,
ca cesepo3saiiaga

viously described water supply system to form a wider  central part of the Building 3, whose eastern annex was
duct D (cloaca), in order to drain the excessive water ~ negated by the construction of Galerius’ thermae. It

and liquid waste eastwards, through the eastern ram-  was evidenced by:
part, into the present-day Dragan’s brook (Draganov 1. part of wall 1 of the Building 3 visible in the west-
potok, Fig. 18). ern section of the Thermae Sector excavations;

In the Thermae Sector a led sewer pipe was dis- 2. portico of the “Late Roman building”, with south-

covered, oriented north-south. At the northern end, the  ern peristyle of the “Large temple” temenos, and the
tube was dismantled during the construction of the  portico of Galerius’ baths incorporated additionally;

water line A.This tube belongs to the system of siphons 3. the plan of the buildings foundations with a por-
used to supply water to the Roman settlement in the 3" tico and “pylon” flanked with square risalits.
century, before the construction of the earlier fortifica- Excavations in eastern risalit of the “pylon” disco-

tion and the system of walled sewer lines (Fig. 19). A vered a floor made of high-quality white lime mortar
layer of gray-brown or greenish-brown clay (layer G)  (Fig. 21). It was also noted that during a Late Roman
surrounding the ducts and the lead water pipe contain  period, a door had been sealed in (1.20 m wide) on its
few small finds. The exceptions were coins dating from  west wall (Fig. 22), as well as two windows (0.50 m
the middle and the second part of the 3'd century (Gor-  wide) on its southern wall, facing the atrium (Fig. 23).
dianus IIl, Valerianus, Traianus Decius, Florianus, A large quantity of wall frescoes fragments was dis-
Aurelianus, Probus), fragments of the 3" century clay ~ covered in the layer of dark earth above the mortar floor,
and glass vessels, fragment of a lead mirror, fragment  painted in a wide range of colors (yellow, orange, red,
of terracotta in the form of the Dionysus’ head and a  violet, purple, blue, turquoise, green, black, white, ocher,
carnelian gemstone with a depiction of a frog, all of = brown). Also a fresco-mortar mixed with chaff was
which can be dated to 2"4-3" century (Fig. 20). discovered on the east wall of this room. This indicates

Indications that the building 3, discovered beneath  that the walls of the eastern risalit pylon had been lav-
the Galerius’ thermae extends further to the west, led  ishly decorated. Scarce finds of fragments of ceramic
us to explore the so-called “Late Roman building with  and glass pottery can be dated to the 3™ — first half of
a portico”. We assumed that the building is actually a  the 4™ century. The excavations in the area between
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Fig. 15. Ceramic water pipe in the foundation zone of wall 1 of Building 3,
negated by the construction of the Galerius’s baths pilaster, north view
Fig. 16. South portico of the earlier palace fortification (pillars 3-5)
and the 3™ century water line A, viewed from the west
Fig. 17. The 3" century water line A, negated by Pillar 2 of the earlier fortification’s southern portico
and the south facade of Galerius’s thermae, viewed from the west

Ca. 15. Kepamuuka 80gosogna ues y wiememnoj 30nu 3uga 1 ipahesune 3,
Helupana usipagrom auiaciipa I asepujesux wiepmu, ca cesepa
Ca. 16. Jyxcuu topiaux ciiapujet ymephera aqaiie (cigynyu 3-5) u 60gosognu kaunaa A u3 3. exa, ca 3aiaga
Ca. 17. Bogosoghu kanan A u3 3. eexa, Helupan cliiyliyem 2 jyxcnol Hopiiuxka ciapujel yimispherwa
u jyscnom gpacagom Iaaepujesux mwepmu, ca 3ataga

the risalits showed that in the 6" century, the “pylon”
portal had been sealed with large boulders using a dry
wall technique (Fig. 20). Considering that it had been
built by the same technique as the mentioned wall,!!
the apse of the basilica, discovered earlier west of
Galerius’ baths, probably belongs to the same phase of
construction (PI. 4).

There were two cultural layers with two correspon-
ding levels containing Late Roman 6™ century finds.
The earlier lavel consists of a high-quality, yellowish-
white mortar floor. During this phase of the reconstruc-

180

tion of the building with a “pylon”, i. e. Building 3, on
the west wall of the western risalit, a door opening had
been made, and the original door (1.20 m wide) on the

1 T hereby thank Dr. Porde Jankovic, who conducted trench
excavations of the interior of the basilica’s apse, on verbal infor-
mation and suggestions for its dating to the 6™ century.
Unfortunately, considering the construction technique and the fact
that it had been exposed to atmospheric agents for more than twen-
ty years without any preservation interventions, the apse complete-
ly collapsed by the start of 2008.
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Fig. 18. Southeastern corner of the earlier fortification’s portico (pillar 5) and the junction of the water
and sewer canals A—C into the main drain pipe D (cloaca), viewed from northwest
Fig. 19. Pillar 3 of the of the earlier fortification’s south portico, water line A from the 3™ century
and the earlier lead water pipe (23 century) negated by its construction, viewed from southeast

Ca. 18. Jylouctmounu yiao uopimuka ciiapujel yimsphewa (ciiiybay, 5) u ciioj 60go8ogHuUx
u kanaauzauuonux kanaia A—C 'y Laasnu ogeoghu kanaa D (cloaca), ca cesepo3satiaga
Ca. 19. Caiybay, 3 jyxcuot topiauxa citapujei yiwmepherwa, 60gosoghu kanai A u3 3. eeka
u ciapuja 0406HA B0gGOBOGHA Ues (2—3. 8eK), HeTUPAHA HeT08OM USIPAGHOM, Ca JYIOUCTIOKA

south side had been sealed during the Late Roman pe-
riod, before the reconstruction in the 6t century, most
probably by the end of the 4™ or the start of the 5™ cen-
tury (Fig. 24).12

“Pylon” portal of the Buildings 3 was investigated
up to the initial level, where at the entrances to the porti-
co and the building, i. e. the atrium, stone thresholds made
of sandstone and limestone were discovered (Fig. 25).

Plan of the large Building 3, which existed before
the construction of Galerius’ thermae, can only be assu-
med (PI. 4): rooms of different purposes were located
around the central atrium, the entrance from the portico
with four pillars was on the north side (12.35 m long,
4.70 m wide), in the front of the “pylon” (2.95 m wide),
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flanked with square shaped risalits (5.15 x 5.15 m). Por-
tico columns were built of brick bound with lime mor-
tar, L-shaped at the corners and square shaped in the
middle (0.65 x 0.65 m). Between the middle columns
there was a threshold (3 x 0.65 m) made of stone slabs.

The eastern risalit had an entrance from the porti-
co on the west wall (1.20 m wide) and two windows on

12 Severely damaged walls of the “pylon” risalit were prelim-
inarily conserved after having been exposed to atmospheric agents
for longer than two decades, whereas trenches 1/06-4/08 were cov-
ered with fine chippings up to the level of the floor of Galerius’ con-
struction. This way the floors of the thermae were prepared for con-
servation-restoration works and presentation.
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Fig. 20. 2"-3" century finds at the Thermae Sector from the stratum preceding the Galerius’ construction
(stratum G) — a fragment of a mirror, terracotta head of Dionysus and a cameo with an image of a frog
Fig. 21. Eastern risalit of Building 3 and a “pylon” with a sealed entrance to the atrium, viewed from the west

Ca. 20. Haaasu 2-3. sexa u3s caoja capujei og Iaaepujese ipagmwe (caoj G) na Cexiiopy wiepmu
— (ppaimeniui oiaegaaa, inasa mepaxoiie boia [Juonuca u kameja ca upegcmasom xaobe.
Ca. 21. Hctwwiounu pusaauiii ipabesune 3 u ,, iua0oH “ ca 3a3Uganum yaasom y ampujym, ca 3auaga

the south wall (0.50 m wide), most likely facing the
atrium, whereas the entrance to the west risalit was
from the atrium, through the above mentioned door on
the south wall (1.20 m wide).!3 In the eastern risalit,
walls had been decorated with polychrome frescoes,
while the high-quality mortar floor could have been
paved with marble or ceramic tiles. At the entrance to
the pylon of the portico a threshold made of stone slabs
was discovered. The remains of such a threshold were
also discovered at the southern end of the pylon, at the
entrance to the atrium (Figs. 24-25).14

The building was built using opus mixtum technique,
alternating rows of bricks, slabs of marl and blocks of
sandstone, cemented with lime mortar (Pl. 6, Figs. 21-23).

Along the southeast corner of the earlier structure, a
square shaped podium was discovered, negated by Gale-
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rius’ constructions, that could have been the foundation
for a smaller temple, altar or statue (Pl. 4, Fig. 4).
Archaeological data at our disposal at this stage of
research suggest that it had been a public building,
constructed during the second half of the 3™ century.
It is interesting to note that the eastern part of the
Building 3 had been completely destroyed, almost razed
to the ground during the construction of the baths that

13 Windows and doors on both risalits were sealed by ashlars
and smaller stones bound by yellow clay during the Late Roman pe-
riod. In this phase, smaller door openings were noted (0.80-0.90 m
wide) on the south wall of the east risalit and west wall of the west
risalit.

14 Tn the 6™ century the entrance to the atrium was walled in by
large boulders, partly damaging a threshold.
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Fig. 22. Eastern risalit of Building 3, viewed from the southeast
Fig. 23. Southern wall of the eastern risalit of Building 3 with sealed windows, viewed from northeast

Ca. 22. Hctwiounu pusaauii ipabesune 3, ca jylouciioka
Ca. 23. Jyscnu 3ug uciwiounol puzaauita ipahesune 3, ca 3a3uganum Gpo3opumad, ca ceepouciiora

Fig. 24. Building 3 “pylon” with risalits, viewed from the west
Fig. 25. Building 3 “pylon”, viewed from the west
Fig. 26. Item on wall 5 of Building 3, incorporated into the east fagade foundation of the Galerius’s baths,
viewed from the east

Ca. 24. ,,[Tuaon“ ipabesune 3 ca pusaiutmiuma, ca 3auaga
Ca. 25. ,, [Tuaon“ ipabesune 3, ca jyia
Ca. 26. Jletian 3uga 5 ipahesune 3, yKaoubeHOT Y emen uctiioune gacage larepujesux wepmu, ca UCoxa
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The inside (south) surface

1. Brown soil

2. The core of the wall — stone and mortar
3. Fresco-lime mortar

4. Mortar floor, level f

Plan 6. The appearance of the east risalit’s north wall of the of Building 3

I1aan 6. H3ineg ceseproi 3uga uciiounoi pusaauiia ipahesune 3

had been funded on the remnants of these walls. The
western section with a “pylon” and the atrium had been
preserved, even used in later stages of life in Romuli-
ana, from the end of the 4 to the end of the 6 or the
start of the 7™ century. It was interesting to notice that
the southern portico of the “Large temple” temenos was
constructed according to portico of Building 3.

The Building 3 fully reflects the principles of archi-
tecture of Romuliana, characterized not by the various
stages of construction, which negate the previous
facilities, but by numerous stages of reconstructions of
buildings or parts of the settlement.

Interestingly, the walls of the Building 3 had been
used as foundations for the construction of Galerius’
baths: the north wall of the caldarium was funded on wall
3, the southern wall of the frigidarium was built on wall
5, that extends westwards from the eastern fagade, which
lies on wall 4 (PI. 4, Fig. 12). Only a part of the eastern
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facade of the baths, between these rooms, lies on newly-
built foundations (Fig. 26). Crowns of the walls of Build-
ing 3 are at ground levels from 185.00 m up to 185.50 m,
whereas the bottom of the foundation is located appro-
ximately at the ground level of 184.50 m.

The small archaeological finds from the time of
construction and the first phase of Building 3 are scarce.
This was caused by the demolition of earlier buildings,
and filling and leveling of terrain during reconstruc-
tion of the Galerius’ residence, by the start of the 4th
century,'’ as well as a partial reconstruction of existing

15 In the southeastern part of Romuliana, in the Thermae
Sector, there were leveling layers of yellowish-green or gray-brown
clay, along with yellow sandstone below the substructure of the
mortar floor of Galerius’ construction (ITerkoBuh 2008a, 61; ITer-
koBuh 2008b, 66).



Sofija PETKOVIC, The Roman Settlement on Gamzigrad prior to the Imperial Palace... (171-190) CTAPUHAP LX1/2011

o Rp (196,32 m)
4

S X 3T 2
I .&

Lo
250§

]

QA=

0 E g
ey, O S ee‘-;}: :
=3 _ﬁ!’ o the west rampart of
) wkﬂ‘h the earlier fortification
: X
L . '~ |
T L
Lc o

Plan 7. Building 4 in the West Gate Sector, which arose between the constructions
of the later and the earlier fortifications of the palace

Iaan 7. Ipabesuna 4 na Cekimiopy 3aiiaghe kaiuje,
Hactiaaa y epemeny usmehy usipagwe ciiapujei u maabei ywspherwa naaaiie

SECTION AB (north-south) of the Building IV

the west rampart
A=195 88 m of the earlier fortification

the pillar of the later’s fortification

B=195,68 m west porch (in the entrance of Tower 19)
C=196,32m 0 I'm
D=195,52m P

Plan 8. Cross-sections AB (north-south) and CD (east-west) of Building 4
Ilaan 8. Ipeceuu AB (cesep-jyi) u CD (uctiok-3atiag) ipabesune 4
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Fig. 27. A group of bronze fibulae discovered at the southeastern part of the fortified palace (Thermae Sector ?),
from end of the 15 — first half of the 3'? century

Ca. 27. I'pytia bponsanux Qubyaa nabheuna y jyioucwiounom geay ymsphene taaaisie (Ceximiop wiepmu ?),
Kpaj 1. — tpea toaosuna 3. eexa

buildings and their integration into the newly construc-
ted parts of the imperial palace.'® In the first cultural
layer below the level of Galerius’ phase of construction
in the area of Building 3 (trenches 1/08-5/08, stratum G)
fragments of ceramic and glass vessels from the 34t
century were discovered, as well as parts of marble plates,
stone and glass mosaic cubes, and glass window’s shards.
In the earlier strata (stratum H and I) prehistoric Iron
and Bronze Age ceramic shards were found, as well as
a fragment of a prehistoric bronze needle.

Building 4

In front of the entrance to the southern tower of the
later fortification’s western gate (Tower 19), in the
area of the western portico of the later fortification, a
building with the remnants of a hypocaust heating sys-
tem, Building 4, was partially explored in 1986 (P1. 1).
Building 4 extends north-south and one of the pillars of
the later fortification’s western portico lies on its western
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wall, preserved only in the foundation zone. The north-
ern, eastern and southern walls of Building 4, built out
of stone and tegulae using the opus mixtum technique,
0.55 m wide, are much better preserved, in some places
up to a height of 0.90 m from the floor level (Pls. 7-8).
The discovered northwestern part of Building 4, with
a surface area of about 36 m?, has a layout that reminds
of aroman baths, thermae. In the northwestern corner of
Building 4, there was a room measuring 2.20 x 1.90 m,
and another, smaller one (1.70 x 1.20 m) in the exten-
sion along the northern wall, both with a hypocaust
system of floor heating. On the outer side of the north-
ern wall, there is an apse, 2.40 m in diameter (PI. 7).

16 Tt has already been stated that the western part of the Building
3, with a “pylon” and atrium had been renovated repeatedly and
continuously used during the Late Roman period from the 4™ to the
6t century.
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Fig. 28. Brick with a seal of the Legio IV Flavia
(LEG IIII FL), from the circular structure
of the northern settlement outside the fortified palace

Ca. 28. Otieka ca tieuattiom 1V aeiuje Paasujesaya
(LEG IIII FL) u3 kpysxcHe ipahesute u3 cedepHol Hacewba
ean ymephemwa tasaiiie

Between the eastern wall of the building and the
small central room with the hypocaust, remnants of a
floor with hydraulic mortar were noted. It’s especially
interesting that the eastern part of Building 4 was built
over the remnants, i. e. foundation, of the western ram-
part of the earlier fortification (PlIs. 7-8).

On the southern wall, towards the north there was
a small rectangular room, measuring 1.90 x 0.90 m, the
interior of 0.80 x 0.80 m, with the remnants of a vault
(canal?), which extended towards the south, most likely
a praefurnium, the furnace of the hypocaust floor heat-
ing system (P1. 7).

Building 4 was partially explored, i.e. it extends
further to the east and the south, so we cannot with any
certainty speak of its function. Whether the supposed
thermae were part of a larger building (villa) or a self-
standing public baths is impossible to determine based
on the explored part of the object. Also, it is impossi-
ble to determine the dimensions of the entire building.
Anyway, since the eastern part of Building 4 lies on the
remnants of the west rampart of the earlier fortifica-
tion, and the pillars of the western portico of the later
fortificaton negates its western wall, it can be said with
certainty when it was made: before the later fortification
of the imperial palace was built and after the earlier for-
tification was destroyed, somewhere at the transition
from the 3™ to the 4™ century. However, according to
accepted chronology of the earlier and the later fortifi-
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cation of the imperial residence Felix Romuliana,'” a
large Building 4 would have had a short lifespan of just
a few years. '8

I would like to mention that the artifacts dated to the
3" century were found in the explored rooms of Building
4: shards of ceramic and glass vessels, iron tools and
damaged zoomorphic terracotta.

It should be noted that archaeological finds from
the early imperial period (late 1% to mid 3" century)
were also found in the leveling layers under the floors
of the Galerius’ construction in the earlier archaeolog-
ical excavations of the fortified Felix Romuliana impe-
rial palace. Even though they are not numerous, they
testify to the life in Gamzigrad in the 2" and 3" centu-
ries. Among these finds a group of bronze fibulae found
in the southeastern part of Romuliana is the most im-
portant (Fig. 27).17

The relative chronology of the partially explored
four buildings in the area of the fortified imperial res-
idence, that predate Galerius’ palace, is as follows:

1. The earliest phase encompasses Building 1, dis-
covered under the “building with the portico” (Building
G) in the “Large temple” Sector, as well as Building 2 in
the Eastern gate Sector, above which the south octagonal
tower of the earlier fort’s eastern gate was built (Tower
I). This phase precedes the time the earlier fortification
was built and the imperial residence in general, and
based on the archaeological finds, most notably coins,
it can be dated to the 2" and the first half/middle of the
3 century.

2. This phase encompasses the large Building 3, dis-
covered in the Thermae Sector. The relation between
the southeastern part of the earlier fort’s portico, water
duct A and its wall 1 is indicative for its chronology.
Namely, water duct A is negated by the pillar of the
southern portico of the earlier fortification (Fig. 17),
and it lies on wall 1 of the Building 3 (Figs. 14-15).
This indicates that Building 3 had been built before the
earlier fort’s southern portico, at the same time as the
water duct, in any case during the 3™ century.

3. Building 4 is the earliest one, and it’s especially
interesting because it was built at the time when the
western rampart of the older fortification was destroyed,

17" Cpejosuh 1983b, 24-37; Srejovi¢, Vasi¢ 1994, 57-58.

18- Acording to D. Srejovic the construction of the earlier forti-
fication started in 298/299 and the later not before 303. Srejovic 1995,
299-300.

19 Terkosuh, Kusuh 2006.
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and the later one had not yet been built.2? This is backed
by the fact that the eastern part of Building 4 was built
above the ramparts of the older fortification which
were previously razed to the ground, whilst the base of
one pillar lies on its western wall. (P1. 7-8) In absolute
chronology, building 4 belongs to the transition from
the 3" to the 4™ century.

k ok ok

Apart from the traces of the Roman settlement that pre-
dates the palace within the fortification, archaeological
prospection using geophysical methods performed on
the extra muros area in the 2006-2008 period, indicates
that there are building bases to the north and to the south-
east from the ramparts of Romuliana, that belong to a
settlement, probably either predating or built during
the construction of the imperial residence.”?! Among
the residential and economic objects discovered, in the
settlement north of the palace, a building with a circu-
lar base and a circular peristyle consisting of 16 monu-
mental pillars, 34 m in diameter, and a circular building
in the middle, stood out in particular. Trench explora-
tion was performed on this object in 2007.%>

The partially explored circular building had a pub-
lic character, whether it was a sacral object — a temple,
or an imperial monument. Unfortunately, there weren’t
enough elements to successfully date the building.
Among the scarce archaeological finds in the layer of
debris, generated by the destruction of this object, two
tegulae with the seal of the IV legion of Flavians (legio
1V Flavia), which can be dated to the 3rd century, stand
out in particular (Fig. 28).2> Up until now, only seals
from the V Macedonian legion (e. g. LVM, L. V.M., LEG
V M C III) were detected on the bricks in Romuliana,
and it should be noted that they originate from the ram-
part of the later fortification of the palace.?*

Finally, there’s the problem of identifying the Roman
urban settlement in Gamzigrad, which existed before the
Galerius’ residence was built and called Romulianum
after his mother Romula. It should be noted that this
settlement in Dacia Ripensis, according to Pseudo Aure-
lius Victor, was the birthplace of the emperor and his final
resting place. Considering the character of the Roman
settlement in Gamzigrad, it is less likely that Galerius was
of peasant background and that he was a herdsman in
his youth, which gave him his nickname (Armentarius),
like the Roman author claims.>

However, the function of this settlement can be
linked to other mining and metallurgy and trade cen-
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ters (vici, civitas) in the Timok valley, founded at the
end of the 3" century, after the province of Dacia was
abandoned in 272 and the province of New Dacia was
founded on the right bank of the Danube (Dacia Nova,
Dacia Aureliana).°

Archaeological data indicates that an urban Roman
settlement existed in Gamzigrad in the 3™ century, be-
fore Galerius’ imperial residence was built. Earlier
objects, partially explored in the fortified imperial pala-
ce area, show the relative chronology of this settlement:
the earliest Buildings 1 and 2 predate the construction of
the earlier fortification, followed by the large Building
3, which was constructed at the same time as the round
building of sacral or imperial character built to the north
of the fortified palace or perhaps built at the same time
as the earlier palace, while the latest Building 4, built
after the earlier fortification was demolished and before
the later one was constructed. There isn’t enough ma-
terial evidence yet for the existence of an earlier phase
of a Roman settlement in Gamzigrad, dated to the 2"
century. The only traces of life in Early Imperial period
are the small finds dated in the 15t and 2" century, which
originate in the earliest cultural layer in the fortified pa-
lace.?” Also, according to geophysical prospection re-
sults at Gamzigrad, it can be assumed that the earlier
Roman settlement had a larger layout than the fortified
imperial palace, stretching from its ramparts further to
the north and southeast.?8

Translated by Dragan Marijanovic¢

20 €. Vasic provides a relative chronology of the construction
of earlier and later fortifications of the palace in phases I, Ia and II
(Vasic 1995, 318-319). Phase I marks the demolition of the portico
and the rampart between the towers of the earlier fortification, and
precedes the construction of the later fortification that incorporates
the earlier towers (phase II). However our building belongs to the
period between these phases, that can be named phase Ib.

21 Biilow, Schiiler 2009, 232-234, Fig. 1.

22 Biilow, Schiiler 2009, 246248, Figs. 9-12.

23 Terminus post quem non of the construction of this building is
the Diocletian’s administrative reforms and the establishment of Dacia
Ripensis (Dacia Ripensis) in 284 when the jurisdictions of upper Moe-
sian legions, legio IV Flavia and legio VII Claudia, is taken over by
XIII Gemina, camped in Rataria and V Macedonica based in Oescus.

24 Vasi¢ 1997, 152-154.

25 pseudo Aur. Victor, Epitome, 40, 15-17.

26 petkovic 2009, 189-194.

27 Besides the already mentioned group of early fibulae (Fig.
27), in the southeastern part of Romuliana, the ealiest Roman stratum
(stratum G) contained the fragments of the early, Italian terra sigil-
lata and glass vessels from the 15-2" century.

28 Biilow, Schiiler 2009, 232-234, Fig. 1.
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COOUIA IIETKOBUR, Apxeonomku UHCTUTYT, beorpan

PUMCKO HACEJ/BE HA TAM3UI'PALY
ITPE HAPCKE ITAJIATE FELIX ROMULIANA

Kwyune peuu. — Tamsurpan, Felix Romuliana, pumvcku niepuon, noivHa TUMOKa, pIMCKO Hacesbe,
PUMCKO pyIapcTBO, PUMCKa METAIypruja.

ApXeoJIolIKa NCTPasKMBakbha Cy MOTBPIIHIIA TIOCTOjarke PUMCKOT
Hacesba Ha ['am3urpany u3 BpeMeHa mpe usrpanme [anepujese
nanare Felix Romuliana noyetkom IV Beka. TparoBu crapujux
rpaheBrHa KOHCTATOBAHU Cy Ha IPOCTOPY YTBpheHe napcke pe-
suneniuje (Iln. 1): rpabeBuna 1, jyxno on ,,Bemmkor xpama“
(ITn. 2), rpaheBuna 2, ucnpern jy»kHe KyJie NCTOYHE Kamuje CTa-
pujer yrBphemwa (Kyua I, ITn. 3) rpabesuna 3, ucnion I'anepuje-
BUX TEPMH Y jyrorcTouHoM jneny yrephene manare (ITn. 4-6,
Cu. 3-15, 21-26), u rpaheBuna 4, ucnpen ynasa y jy:KHy KyJy
3ananHe kanuje muaber yrephema (Kyna 19, ITn. 7-8).

W3 BpemeHa npe u3rpajime HapcKe najarte y jyrouCTOuHOM
nesty Pomynujane uctpajkeH je jyroucTOYHH yrao IopTHKa cTa-
pujer yrBphema, 3ajeqHo ca crapujuM CUCTEMOM BOIOBOHUX U
onBonHux KaHama (cloaca) us Il Beka 1. H. e. (ITn. 4, Ci1. 16-18).
Y uctoMm zienty HanasumTa HaheHa je in situ 0l0BHAa BOTOBOIHA
ues u3 II-11I Beka (Ca. 19).

CesepHo on1 ytBphene napcke nanate, 2007. ronuHe OTKpu-
BEHO je reo(pr314KOM MPOCHEKLNjOM 1 COHIAXKHUM MCKOIIaBa-
BMMa cTapuje puMcKo Hacesbe. Mehy rpabesunama osor Hace-
Jba MICTUYE Ce KPY’KHU 00jeKaT CaKpasHOT MM UMIEPHjaTHOT
KapakTepa, MPeYHNKa OKo 34 m, ca KpYyKHUM HEePUCTUIIOM Off
16 ctyboBa, KOju je neIuMu4HO uckomnaH. Ha Tpu teryie, koje
[OTUYY U3 rpaheBUHCKOT L1yTa Y OBOj 'paheBrHN KOHCTaTOBaH
je nevar IV neruje ®nasujesana (Legio Il Flavia), mro yka3sy-
je nma je oBaj objexar Hacrao y II-III Beky, npe [IrokienujaHo-
BUX JIMUHUCTPATUBHUX U BOjHUX pedopmu (Ca. 28).

Y KyATYpHUM CJI0jeBUMa KOjU OAroBapajy BpeMeHy rpabhe-
BUHa 14, KOHCTaTOBAHU Cy apXEOJIOIIKHU HaJla3u JaTOBAHU Off
kpaja I no cpenune 111 Beka (Ca. 1-2, 20, 27).

PeslatuBHa XpoHoJsoryja yernpu rpabeBune Hacrase mnpe
TanepujeBe nmanare, koje cy IeIMMUYHO UCTPaKEHe Ha MPOCTO-
py yrBphene napcke pesunennyje je ciaeneha:

1. Hajcrapujoj ¢asu npumnanajy rpahesuna 1 orkpuBeHa
ucnop ,rpahesune ca noprukom“ (rpabesuna G) Ha cekTopy
»BeJIMKor Xxpama“ u rpabesuna 2 Ha CeKTopy MCTOYHE Kamuje,
M3HAJl KOje je NOIUTHyTa OKTOTOHAJIHA jy’KHA KyJIa UICTOYHE Ka-
nje crapujer yrBphema (kyna I). Osa ¢asa je crapuja on u3-
rpanme crapuje dopTudukanje U napcke pe3uzieHIje yor-

mTe, a Ha OCHOBY MOKPETHHX Hajla3a, [pe CBera HOBIIA, MOXeE
ce naroatu y Il — npBy nosnoBuny / cpenuny 111 Beka.

2. OBoj pa3u npunana Beauka rpabeBruHa 3, OTKpUBeHa Ha
Cekropy TepMu. 3a BbeHy XPOHOJIOTHjY MHAMKATUBAH j€ OIHOC
n3Mehy jyroucTodHor yrja nopTuka crapujer yrsphema, Bozno-
BOJHOI KaHaja A u weHor 3una 1. Haume, BoroBogHu kanai A
HErMpaH je CTyIIIeM 2 jyKHOT TIOPTHKA cTapyje (hopTUhUKAIIN-
je (Ca. 17), a nexxu Ha 3uny 1 rpabesune 3 (Cia. 14-15). OBo
yKasyje 1a je rpabeBuHa 3 moaurayTa npe U3rpaime jyKHOr op-
THKa cTapujer yrBphema, a y UCTO BpeMe KaJl ¥ BOJOBOJIHU Ka-
Hasl A, y cBakoM cJryuajy TokoM III Beka.

3. Hajmnabha je rpaheBuna 4, xoja je moceGHO 3aHUMIbHBA
jep je HacTaja y BpeMe Kaja je Ouo CpyIleH 3anaaHu OeleM cTa-
pujer ytBphema, a Mitabu jom nuje 6uo usrpaben.?” O Tome cpe-
TOUM YME-CHUIIA 1A je NCTOYHU 1eo rpaheBrHe 4 MONUTHYT U3HA,
10 TeMmeJba CPYIICHOT, 3aMajHor OerneMa crapujer yTBphema,
IOK 0a3a jemHor CTYIIA 3aMaJHor NopTuKa Miahe ¢gopruduka-
Liyje JIeKU Ha 1beHoM 3anagHoM 3uny (Iln. 7-8). Y ancomytHoj
xpoHoJsoruju rpabesuna 4 npunana npenasy Il y IV Bek.

Y ancosyTHOj XpOHOJIOTHjH MIPBU NEPHOJ, CTapujer puM-
ckor Hacesba Ha ['am3urpany moxke matosatu y I — mpBy mosmo-
Buny III Beka, npyru nepuon oxnrosapa III Beky, a mocienwu
kpajy III u/umm noverky IV Beka.

OyHKIIMja OBOT HACEJba MOZKE Ce MOBE3ATH Ca IPYTUM pyap-
CKO-METaJTypUIKUM ¥ 3aHATCKO-TPrOBUHCKUM LeHTpuMa (vici,
civitas) y nonmman Tumoka, HactammMm kpajem I11. Beka, mocie
HamymTamka npoBuHNyje [Jakuje 272. TonuHe U OCHUBAA MPO-
uHuMje Hose lakuje Ha necHoj obamu dyHasa (Dacia Nova,
Dacia Aureliana).

29 Y, Bacuh j1aje pesiaTiBHY XPOHOJIOTU]Y U3IPajIibe CTapyje 1 Mila-
be doprudukauuje nanare y daszama I, Ia n II (Bacuh 1995, 318-319).
®as3a Ja 03HauaBa pymeme nopTuka u 6efemMa u3Mebhy Kymna crapujer yTsp-
bemwa 1 nperxoau usrpanwu Miahe oprudukanuje y kojy cy MHKOpIo-
pupane crapuje kyje (pasa II). Mehyrum, nama rpaheBuna npumnanga
BpeMeHy u3Mehy oBe nBe (ase, Koje MOKEeMO 03HauUUTH Kao asa Ib.
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