
ASOCIAŢIA ARHEO VEST 
TIMIŞOARA 

 
 
 
 

ARHEOVEST 
 

VII1 
 
 
 

-IN HONOREM SABIN ADRIAN LUCA- 
 

Interdisciplinaritate în Arheologie 
 
 

Timişoara, 23 noiembrie 2019 

 

 

 
JATEPress Kiadó 

Szeged 
2019 



Editor: Sorin FORȚIU  
Coordonator: Dorel MICLE 
DVD-ROM: Adrian CÎNTAR 
WEB: Sorin FORȚIU și Claudiu TOMA 
 
 
 
 
Coperta: Alice DUMITRAȘCU 
Foto: Sabin Adrian LUCA; Editare grafică: Aurelian SCOROBETE 
 
Această lucrarea a apărut sub egida: 
 

 

  
 

© ArheoVest, Timișoara, 2019 
Președinte Lorena SMADU 

www.arheovest.com  
 
 
 

ISBN 978-963-315-419-9 (Összes/General) 
ISBN 978-963-315-417-5 (I. kötet/volumul) 

 
 
 
 

Responsabilitatea pentru conţinutul materialelor revine în totalitate 
autorilor. 

DVD-ROMul conține contribuțiile în varianta color precum și imaginile  
la rezoluția maximă trimisă de autor. 



 

261 

RECENT ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN  
TOMIS (CONSTANȚA) 

 
 
Aurel Constantin Mototoleaa, Tiberiu Potârnicheb, Simina Margareta Stancc 

 
 
a Muzeul de Istorie Națională și Arheologie Constanța; aurelmototolea@yahoo.com 
b Muzeul de Istorie Națională și Arheologie Constanța; tiberiupotarniche@gmail.com 
c Universitatea “Alexandru Ioan Cuza”, Iași, Facultatea de Biologie; simina.stanc@uaic.ro 
 
 
Rezumat. Prezentul studiu își propune să prezinte pe scurt rezultatele unor cercetări arheolo-
gice, recent încheiate, în zona peninsulară a municipiului Constanța. Ca urmare a săpăturilor 
efectuate aici, s-a putut observa că zona înaltă a Tomisului antic avea o locuire de durată și pro-
eminentă. Fazele locuirii au aparținut deopotrivă perioadelor grecești arhaice și clasice, dar și 
din perioada elenistică, romană și romană târzie. Materialul arheologic, precum și starea de con-
servare a clădirilor descoperite, ne arată o locuire neîntreruptă pentru mai mult de un mileniu. 
Resturile faunistice recuperate oferă indicii pentru regimul alimentar al secolelor V-VI dHr. 
 
Cuvinte cheie: Tomis, locuință-bordei, rețea stradală, edificii, resturi faunistice.  
 
 

1. Introduction. Historical framework 
Recent archaeological researches carried out in the inner wall of Tomis fortress 

have contributed to obtaining new information regarding the history and evolution of 
the Pontic metropolis in the interval between the 6th century BC and 6th century AD. 
These were conducted, intermittently, between July 2017 and June 2019, close to the 
well-known Cathedral Park1, in the acropolis area of the ancient Tomis fortress. Most 
of the recovered material is being processed, so that in this article we will briefly pres-
ent the situation recorded here, just for the purpose of signaling the new information 
acquired and the encountered situations. The research was carried out in a zone be-
longing to an area rich in traces of ancient habitation, over time, in the adjacent areas 
showing interesting results, proving a density of vestiges, as well as the fact that the 
area was constantly inhabited. For example, to a short distance from the research site, 
to the north, the crypt of a Christian edifice was identified2 (the results of this research 
were resumed in a recent study3, the discussion focusing on the analysis of the special 

                                                      
Note: A number of preliminary results of these researches were presented successively during 
the Symposium “Marea Unire de la Marea Neagră” (Constanța, October 26‒28, 2018) and the 
International Scientific Conference “Patrimoniul cultural: cercetare, valorificare, promovare. 
De la cunoaștere spre salvgardare și conservare” (Chișinău, October 29‒30, 2019). 
1 Rădulescu, Scorpan, 1975, p. 9-54. 
2 Rădulescu, Lungu, 1989, p. 2573-2576, fig. 5-7; Lungu, 2000, p. 69-70, 156, fig. 8. 
3 Achim, Cliante, 2017, p. 73-88. 
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material). Also, to the west, on the occasion of the execution of the foundation for the 
current block L12 on the Revoluției din 22 decembrie 1989 Street, a thermal construc-
tion of appreciable size was discovered4.  

 
Fig. 1. The general research plan for 2017‒'18. 

                                                      
4 Papuc, 2005, p. 92, 129, fig.1. 
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These discoveries appear natural in the general context of the importance that 
the city of Tomis acquired during its evolution, uninterrupted for almost thirteen cen-
turies. 

Tomis fortress was founded by the Milesians, probably in the second half of 
the 6th century BC. This origin is signaled by Demetrios from Callatis and taken over 
by Pseudo-Skymnos, who asserts: “Tomis was a colony of the Milesians”5; later, the 
poet Publius Ovidius Naso supports this statement in his work, written in exile6. The 
name of the locality varies, in Greek being called Tomis or Tomeos, a name taken by 
Romans in the form of Tomi or Tomis7. 

For the Archaic (6th‒5th centuries BC) and Classical (5th‒4th centuries BC) 
periods, archaeological information is scarce, most of them coming from a narrow pe-
rimeter - Cathedral Park. In the levels identified and numbered XII‒XI, a number of 
dwelling-huts belonging to the archaic period were identified8. The classical period 
is represented, in the same area, by the discovery of a numismatic deposit of Histrian 
coins, dating to the 5th century BC, as well as specific ceramic fragments. 

In the Hellenistic period, after 260 BC, as a consequence of the conflicts be-
tween Byzantium and Callatis, Tomis took advantage of the decline of the other West-
Pontic colonies and is experiencing a substantial economic development, a fact re-
flected by the city's first bronze coin issue9. 

With the entry under the control of the Roman administration, the city of Tomis 
enjoyed a privileged status, being in the 1st and 2nd centuries AD the center of the 
Greek Association of West-Pontic Cities - Pentapolis, who later became Hexapolis. 
Under the reign of emperors Antoninus Pius and Septimius Severus, the city reached 
a high level of prosperity, during which several public buildings and the new precinct 
wall of the fortress were built. 

At the beginning of the 4th century AD, under the rule of Constantine the Great, 
the metropolis of Tomis is experiencing a period of economic prosperity, at which time 
many public buildings are being built or other existing ones are restored. The Roman 
Mosaic edifice, an emblematic construction of the ancient fortress, most likely dates 
back to this period. The city of Tomis was rebuilt under emperor Iustinian. Later, from 
the beginning of the 7th century, the inhabitants of the city had a precarious existence, 
and around 680, Tomis fell under the prolonged attacks of the Avars and the Slavs10. 

2. Presentation of archaeological research 
The chronological succession of the Tomitan history, presented briefly above, 

is largely found in the results of the recently concluded archaeological research, which 
is the subject of this presentation. 

The archaeological research was carried out on two distinct, but neighboring 

                                                      
5 Buzoianu, Bărbulescu, 2012, p. 15. 
6 Buzoianu, Bărbulescu, 2012, p. 15. 
7 Buzoianu, Bărbulescu, 2012, p. 12. 
8 Rădulescu, Scorpan, 1975, p. 29. 
9 Buzoianu, Bărbulescu, 2012, p. 27. 
10 Barbu, 1972, p. 72-73. 
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Fig. 2. Aerial view of the excavation from 2017‒'18. 

properties, on an area totaling approx. 700 sqm; fortunately, the area has not been irre-
versibly disturbed by modern anthropic interventions, specific to the peninsular area. 
The surface has been fully investigated by drawing stratigraphic sections; following  
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Fig. 3. Aerial view of the excavation from 2018‒'19. 

the archaeological research, a total number of 66 complexes, identified in a generous 
interval, between the end of the 6th century BC and the 6th century AD were identified 
(Fig. 1‒3). A number of seven occupational levels have been documented archaeolo-
gically, as follows: 
   N1: the current level, corresponding to the arrangements made in the 20th century – 
until nowadays. 
   N2: modern level corresponding to the arrangements made at the end of the eighteenth 
century and throughout the nineteenth century: the fountain / hollow, the foundations 
that reuse the ancient stone in the spolia regime. 
   N3: late Roman level: 6th century AD, until its end: restoration of the E2 edifice, 
spillways, street paving, dolium.  
   N4: level corresponding to the tetrarchic period: the end of the 3rd century, the begin-
ning of the 4th century; represents the best documented range; from this period were 
identified 3 buildings E1, E2 and E3, which are located on two different streets, ori-
ented NE‒SV and NV‒SE. 
   N5: level corresponding to the early Roman period: 1st‒3rd centuries AD. Although 
there is no clear record of constructive order, this period is represented by the specific 
archaeological material consisting of ceramic and numismatic discoveries, thus proving 
the continuity of the dwelling in the area. 
   N6: level corresponding to the Hellenistic period: the 4th BC–1st AD centuries. It 
is represented by at least two housing structures, pavements, household pits and votive 
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pits. The abundance of the material datable during this period proves an intense use of 
the area. 
   N7: level corresponding to the Greek Archaic and Classical periods: 5th‒4th centuries 
BC. It is represented by two distinct complexes: the household pit (C30) with deposits 
from the filling of which materials dating to the 5th century BC were recovered, such 
as Chios amphorae and gray ceramic bowls, and the dwelling-hut (C32) most likely 
dated to the limit of these periods. 

 
Fig. 4. Aerial view of the investigated surfaces (cumulated). 

The Archaic and Classical periods are represented by the delimitation of a 
household pit and a dwelling-hut. The two complexes were identified on the same chro-
nological horizon, being outlined under the ancient fertile layer of the soil.  

From the filling of the circular shaped pit (C30), with a truncated tronconic 
section, several ceramic and faunal fragments were recovered, among which there is a 
large gray ceramic bowl (Fig. 5), on the basis of which the complex can be dated at the 
end of the 5th century ‒ the first half of the 4th century BC11.  

The dwelling-hut (C32), of quasi-rectangular shape, it is probably the most 
spectacular of the discoveries made here (Fig. 6). Due to the overlaps of the later phases, 
the contour of the house could be surprised in a proportion of approx. 70%, enough 
to draw some conclusions. Thus, the technique used in the construction of the walls  
                                                      
11 We thank PhD. Livia BUZOIANU, for her bibliographical information and suggestions. We 
also thank Mr. Traian CLIANTE for the generosity with which he shared with us his experience 
in the archeological excavations of the region. 
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Fig. 5. Dry bowl, 5th–4th centuries BC. 

 

 
Fig. 6. Dwelling-hut (C32). 
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is that of the "olbian foundations", the foundation being made of stone wall connected 
with the earth, and the elevation from successive layers of brown earth interspersed 
with yellow earth. The closest analogies of this construction technique can be found 
in the archaeological researches carried out in the neighboring fortress Histria12. At 
the base of the north wall was identified a platform made of rolled stones, of medium 
size, which seems to belong to the floor. Because the complex was perforated by a pit 
dating to the late Roman period, we can consider that the entire floor was paved with 
such stones, an additional argument being that other lithic pieces are found in both the 
eastern and southern profiles, on the same alignment. The material recovered from the 
filling of this complex is represented by amphorae fragments of Chios, bowls and cups 
with black firnis (some showing traces of repairs with lead slabs), fragmentary lucer-
nae, ceramics with red and black figures, tips of arrows with pre-monetary value, and 
some ferrules of bronze. (Fig. 7.a‒e).  

 
Fig. 7. a‒e. Pottery discovered in the dwelling-hut. 

In the Hellenistic period, the area has experienced a limited spatial develop-
ment, being mainly documented household pits or with votive destination. The level 
of the ancient fertile layer of the soil was identified, from the surface of which were 
recovered tips of arrows with pre-monetary value, but also Histrian coins bearing on 
the obverse the motif of the four-spoke wheel. For this chronological interval are known 
some traces of living structures, being identified the remains of two constructions made 
with stone walls, a street pavement and a collecting channel, several household pits 
and a votive pit (Fig. 14). In the central part of the investigated area, a wall made of 
stone blocks connected with earth, oriented towards the east-west direction, which most 
likely belongs to a civil construction, was identified. The south-east side and the south-
west side are not so well preserved. However, from inside this complex were recovered 

                                                      
12 Dimitriu, 1966, p. 28, 32-34, fig. 8, 9; Domăneanțu, 2003-2005, p. 95, 97, fig. 5.  
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ceramic fragments with black firnis, decorated with palmettes, a bronze ring, as well 
as an entire fish-plate, dating from the 4th‒3rd centuries BC. 

The second larger complex is represented by the southwest segment of a build-
ing from which two walls made of large stone blocks, parallel to the ground, connect-
ed to the ground, have been preserved. The north-east side of the edifice was destroyed 
by the arrangement of a fountain, probably in the modern era, and the north-west side 
was embedded - in part - in a later arrangement, dating to the late Roman era (Fig. 8). 

 
Fig. 8. Hellenistic period edifice. 

The street pavement was identified to the south of the building mentioned 
above, which was probably bordering it to the south-east side. It was made of large 
stone slabs, roasted, showing traces of attrition. Between the pavement and the south-
east wall of the previous complex was identified a spillway channel, which has a drain-
age slope to the south. 

This situation is also preserved at the beginning of the early Roman period, es-
pecially documented by the presence of ceramic material. The absence of major hous-
ing structures can be interpreted differently: either by lack or by dismantling them at 
a later period. 

Through the monumentality and the state of preservation of the buildings dis-
covered, the Roman and late Roman periods are best represented. Although all the 
centuries corresponding to the Roman presence in Tomis have been documented  
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Fig. 9. Tetrarchic period edifice. 

 
Fig. 10. Edifice with traces of restoration and fresco. 
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archaeologically through the material discovered, we will stop at only two moments, 
dating to the 3rd‒4th centuries AD, respectively 6th century. 

For the tetrarchic period, the investigated area documents a street segment with 
an intersection in which no less than three buildings meet. The first of these, conven-
tionally called E1, is represented by two walls (Fig. 9) made of stone, connected with 
mortar, representing the southwest corner of the building. The outside of it has been 
lined with an additional brick layer, connected with waterproof mortar, probably in a 
secondary phase. This aspect can lead us to the hypothesis regarding the functionality 
of the building: possible pool or cistern for water needed for public consumption.  

To the west of E1 is delimited a second building (E2 -Fig. 10), that includes 
in its structure the old Hellenistic construction mentioned previously. In this case we 
are dealing with an imposing, massive construction, with at least two rooms. The sec-
ond room, attached to the complex, was made of stone walls connected with sandy 
mortar. The walls were plastered and later decorated with fresco and stucco (Fig. 11). 
In the lower and middle part, the parietal fresco was made in grooved panels, in an 
attempt to mimic the marble plating, a situation commonly encountered in that time. 
At the top we can distinguish the stucco and the fine decoration with inlays. The colors 
are vivid and vary in a wide palette, demonstrating the master's ingenuity and meticu-
lousness. Unfortunately, the fresco fragments were discovered in a secondary position, 
as a result of the subsequent dismantling. 

The third building, E3, is located opposite the building E2, south of it. It is a 
construction made in the opus mixtum technique, with the observation that belts made 
of four brick axes were documented. A similar situation is encountered in the case of 
the Roman Mosaic edifice, built in the last years of the 3rd century and the beginning 

 
Fig. 11. Fresco (in situ and reunited). 
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Fig. 12. Dolium. 

of the 4th century AD. 
Between the buildings E2 

and E3 was identified a street, 5 m 
wide, of which only a few pavement 
remains have been preserved. This 
aspect is natural, considering the 
multiple anthropogenic interventions 
and decommissionings carried out 
on the land during the modern pe-
riod. This street intersects, to the 
south-east, a second, narrower (3 m) 
street, which offered access to the 
E1 building, thus creating an inter-
section. Due to the equidistant loca-
tion of the three buildings in relation 
to the mentioned intersection, we 
can consider the fact that towards 
the south-east and east of E3, there 
could be a fourth building, which we 
could not identify on the ground. 

The urban development is 
preserved in the following centuries, 
being documented several interven- 

tions and repairs made according to the already existing buildings. In this regard, we 
are witnessing a massive leveling, dating back to the 6th century, as well as an improve-
ment of the street circuit. Thus, for this period, two spillways were identified, oriented 
towards the northeast / southwest direction, destined for the collection of waste water, 
which presents a drainage slope towards southwest. It should be noted also the exis-
tence of a well (Fig. 15) dug up to the limestone layer, probably arranged in a circular 
shaped pit dug in the loess, which was made of blocks of earth-bound stone. In addition, 
the building E2 presents a restoration of the masonry exactly in the area of the Helle-
nistic period housing, this restoration corresponding to the level of ironing for the 6th 
century. An argument in this regard is also offered by the discovery, inside the build-
ing E2, of a supply vessel - dolium (Fig. 12) whose "operating" quota corresponds to 
the same level of ironing. Also in the building E2 there are changes related to the inte-
rior partitioning: to the southwest side the old entrance is blocked by a wall made of 
mortar-bound stone, while the opposite side, to the northeast, is completely restored, 
almost on the same alignment. In the current stage of research, in the context of multi-
ple avaricious and slave attacks directed at Tomis, we can consider that the edifice 
functioned at least beyond the last quarter of the 6th century, fact documented by the 
discovery of a solidus (Fig. 13) dating from 582‒586, the time of emperor Flavius 
Mauricius Tiberius Augustus. This discovery is not an isolated one, being in accor-
dance with the other numismatic discoveries recovered from the researched perimeter. 
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Fig. 13. Solidus (582‒586). 

3. Preliminary conclusions 
Archaeological discoveries prove that, for more than a millennium, the re-

searched area has been inhabited continuously. At first hesitating, the space was grad-
ually occupied by the Greek colonists, the dwelling reaching its peak under Roman 
rule. From this moment, the urban landscape has been kept constant, the new build-
ings gradually taking the place of the older ones, as the space allowed, without modi-
fying the street plot. This is not a unique situation for Tomis; recently, another pre-
ventive archaeological research conducted in 2016 on Traian Street no. 35, supports 
this claim. 

The street plot, coupled with multiple repairs and restorations, shows an obvi-
ous continuity in an area that coincides, geographically, with the highest part of the 
Tomitan peninsula: the Tomitan Acropolis - referring stricto sensu to the acceptance 
of the term, without having the demand for a rigorous topographic delimitation. At the 
same time, the buildings discovered here do not impress by monumentality however, 
judging by the state of conservation and the constructive elements used, as for example 
the opus mixtum technique, the parietal fresco and the water-repellent mortar, we can 
consider that we are dealing with buildings of public utility, placed in an accessible 
area and crossed by intens traffic (Fig. 4). 

4. Analysis of faunal remains 
In addition to the ceramic and numismatic material found, during the archaeo-

logical excavations numerous faunal remains were also collected. The archaeozoolog-
ical analysis followed identification of the animal species with which the human com-
munity came into contact, of the types of relationships between them and the animals 
identified (animal husbandry, hunting, fishing)13. An anatomical, taxonomic and taf-
fonomic analysis of the archaeozoological material recovered during the archaeological 
                                                      
13 Udrescu, Bejenaru, Hrișcu, 1999. 
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Fig. 14. Ceramic artifacts found in the votive pit of Hellenistic period. 

 
Fig. 15. Water supply well. 
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excavations was also carried out. Most of the faunal sample, collected from the ar-
chaeological layers corresponding to the 5th‒6th centuries AD is represented by frag-
ments of bones, teeth and horns from domestic and wild mammals (domestic neat, pig, 
ovicaprine, dog, deer, wild boar); in addition to the mammal remains there are also 
bone remains from fish (carp, catfish, sturgeons) and birds (hen).  

* 
*   * 

The results presented are a preliminary study of the recently completed archaeological 
research in the Tomitan acropolis area. Doubts are kept regarding stratigraphic and 
chronological interpretation. Thorough and exhaustive analysis of the material discov-
ered, especially the ceramic and numismatic one, but also faunal, will surely provide 
additional information, the basis of a more complete future study, for archaeological 
research conducted in the Tomitan Acropolis.  
 

This work was supported by a grant of Ministry of Research and Innovation CNCS-
UEFISCDI, project number PN-III-P4-ID-PCE-2016-0852 (within PNCDI III). 
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