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THE PSEUDO-ETHNOS OF THE DACIANS – A ROMAN INVENTION 
 

Karl Strobel 
 

Both Termini, Getae/Getai and Daci, are exonym summarizing 
denominations used in ancient historiography, ethnography and geography. 
In the Greek tradition, all people north of the Haemus mountain range up 
the Scythians and later Sarmatians on both sides of the Istros were Getai as 
all the people south of the Haemus down to the northern Aegean were 
Thraciens. However, The Greeks were well aware of the allonym nature of 
these ‘ethnic’ names, because they know numerous individual ethnic names 
in Thrace and also north of the Haemus as the Aedi, Scaudae and Clariae in 
Pin. n.h. 4, 41. Klaudios Ptolemaios include an impressive list of ethnic 
names, some of them in reality names of political formations, for the region 
east of the Theiß and north of the Danube covering the later 1st century BC 
before the massive clearing actions von Vinicus, Lentulus and Aelius Catus 
starting in 10 BC. For the population in the area west of the Iron Gates and 
especially in western Transylvania the Romans got the information that their 
name is Daci around 60 BC. While until Actium the summarizing pseudo-
ethnic denomination Getae was generally used also by Latin authors, after 
Actium the name Daci became the official roman terminology for all people 
north of the lower Danube, except for the Bastarnae and Sarmatae. There 
was never an ethnos of the Dacians or a ‘Dacian Nation’; these are only 
dogmata of Romanian ‘history’. The geographic terminus Dacia was also 
introduced only by the Romans and was not yet included in Agrippa’s sketch 
of the known world. Ethnic labelling as “Dacian” is omnipresent in Romanian 
literature, school and popular thinking – greatest burden for Romanian 
research, because it is not seen as a modern terminology but as national-
ethnic reality. 
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ORIGINALITY OF THE NORTHERNTHRACIAN/GETAE ART (4TH – 3RD C. BC)  

 
Valeriu Sîrbu  

 
In the area inhabited by the Getae (by the northern Thracians in 

general), one found – mostly by chance – many tumuli and treasures with a 
number of similar features, both in terms of context of the discovery and of 
types of items and figurative representations. Which is an important aspect 
is that almost all of these items are made of gold, silver or gilded silver, 
which points not just to the significant resources that their owners had, but 
also to the sacred significance of these precious metals in the aristocracy’s 
religious and mythological beliefs. 

Helmets, cnemids, clothing accessories and adornments with rich 
figurative motives form the category of ceremonial gear, while the 
ceremonial tableware includes goblets and rhyta, phialae, deep bowls and, 
more rarely, other types of recipients. The third category was represented 
by the the gold and silver harness appliqués. 

The scholars made a thorough analysis of the great number of 
figurative representations on Thracian toreutics in general, and the Getae 
toreutics in particular, which revealed a number of motives and scenes 
specific to them. 

The  constellation of basilei that appeared in the Getae society, 
mostly during the 4th century BC, generated an ideology that would 
emphasize their heroic and divine origin.  

The Thracian art is both a narrative art, because it “tells” a story, and 
a symbolic one, because only those familiar with the “codes” could 
understand the meanings behind the decorative scenes and compositions.  

One can remark, in the Thracian art, a balance between the 
anthropomorphic and the zoomorphic representations, the organicity of the 
faces, the ferocity of the animals is pointed out, while their monstrosity is 
rejected, the refusal of a morphic union between the vegetal and the animal 
kingdom, a moderate geometry of the motives. 
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The investiture or religious ceremonies, accepting embassies, 
marriages or the feasts that took place at the courts of the high-ranking 
aristocracy were the right occasions for displaying the wealth and prestige 
of the pieces’ bearers.  

Being wealthy, the Getae aristocracy gave birth to an ideology of its 
own, with some features different from that of other Thracian peoples. We 
need only to mention the silver and golden helmets, cnemids, goblets, rhyta 
and harness appliqués with a certain specific decorative compositions, such 
as the “animal procession”, the horned bird, the characters on the throne 
and the apotropaic eyes. All these items and scenes are signs of the Getae 
aristocracy’s distinct worldview and its desire to stand out, to display their 
social-political identity.  
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CRAIVA – „PIATRA CRAIVII”. THE CHRONOLOGY OF A LATE LATÈNE PERIOD 

POWER CENTER, BETWEEN ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE AND 
HISTORIOGRAPHICAL OBSESSIONS 

 
Cristinel Plantos 

 
The Late Latène period site, located near the ancient Roman city of 

Apulum (today, Alba Iulia), was studied in multiple stages (1960-1970; 1988; 
2005-2010; 2017). Throughout the years, it incited an entire series of 
discussions regarding its significance within the larger context of the Dacian 
civilization.  

Its dominant geographical position (1078 m) in a fortification, with 
walls of wrought limestone blocks, covering several hectares, the presence 
of some “monumental” constructions (some of which having been 
interpreted as places of worship), the existence of some workshops and of 
ore mining and metalworking facilities, the numerous artefacts that attest 
some supra-regional connections, as well as the presence of an aristocratic 
necropolis are all arguments that sustain the idea that this site is an 
important power center from the Late Latène period (possibly the ancient 
Απουλον).  

From the early stages of research, the temporal frame of the 
evolution of this site was (and still is) subjected to some forced 
interpretations that, especially in the final stage, were based on its 
connection to historical events, particularly to Trajan’s Dacian Wars.  

The present endeavor aims to assess the main opinions and 
arguments regarding the chronological evolution of this monument, 
followed by an evaluation of the realities “in the field” – namely, an analysis 
of the main chronological indicators (imported goods and technologies, 
artifacts that bear greater chronological meanings) and of their stratigraphic 
position (in the cases in which such an approach was possible).   
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FORTIFICATIONS (DAVA), SECONDARY SETTLEMENTS AND ROADS DURING 

THE GETAE IN WESTERN AND CENTRAL WALLACHIA 
 

Cristian Schuster 
 
The political, economic and demographic dynamics of the Getae 

from the western and central Wallachia cannot be understood without 
knowing the geographic and hydrologic framework of the area. While east 
of Mostistea Valley there was a (semi)steppe environment, unfavorable for 
the establishment and functioning of settlements, west of this river as far as 
the Olt River, the environment proved friendlier. The big rivers (Arges, 
Colentina, Dambovita, Vedea, Teleorman) starting from the piedmont of the 
Carpathians or from the hilly area and their tributaries, some of them 
seasonal, allowed the emergence and development of fortified settlements, 
and of smaller ones which gravitated politically, economically and religiously 
around the larger ones. 

In the beginnings (4th-3rd centuries BC), the Dava of some basileus 
were closer to the Danube (Cascioarele, Zimnicea); later (2nd century BC – 1st 
century AD), once the border of the Roman Empire was settled on the right 
bank of the Danube, the citadels (Radovanu, Cetateni) seem to migrate 
north. For certain, these Dava controlled the aquatic arteries that facilitated 
the access from the Danube to the mountains, where the salt sources were 
located. 

Our presentation will refer to a part of the Getae civilization from the 
mentioned area, insisting on the relationship between centers (Dava) and 
periphery, the knitting of politics with the economy and religion and finally 
on the funerary aspects. 
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METHODOLOGICAL STUMBLINGS AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL MEANINGS: THE 

FIRST CENTURY A.D. TUMULI AT POIANA 
 

Daniel Spânu 
 

 Reality is always less glamuros than fantasy and the sleep of reason 
produces monsters. Anything about the "Dacians" can be said, as long as the 
historical research is devoid of an in-depth understanding of the 
archaeological fact. And the archaeological fact remains silent as long as the 
archaeologist is reluctant to publish in a plenary manner the results of his 
own investigations. The historiographic fate of the tumuli at Poiana is a 
suggestive example in this respect. In 1928, 1931 and 1936, Ecaterina and 
Radu Vulpe investigated three tumuli, north of the pre-Roman settlement at 
Poiana. The results of their research have been introduced into research 
with extreme reluctance and some errors. Retrieving the old field diaries 
was difficult. The documentation of the inventories of the three tumuli was 
also faced whit many difficulties. For example, the rich inventory of the 
"Movila Hârtop" tumulus was spread in three distinct institutions. Many of 
the objects are not even inventoried today. Only after documenting these 
materials, eight decades after excavation, the image of the tumuli of Poiana 
tends to clarify.  
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ON THE EVE OF ROMANISATION IN THE REGION OF IRON GATES: THE 

NECROPOLISES FROM DESA 
 

Emilian Teleagă 
 

A funeral custom was developed in second part of the Middle La 
Tène Period (C2) and at the beginning of Late La Tène (D1) in the region 
around Iron Gates (Oltenia, NW Bulgaria and NE Serbia). The custom hasn’t 
correspondences in Middle Europe, there the La Tène necropolises were 
disappeared. Graves with standard panoply (La Tène types swords, 
spearheads, sicae, knights, shields, horse bits and spores in different 
combinations) were grave gifts in single incineration barrows or in small 
barrow groups, seldom in the necropolises too. This custom is known in 
Transilvania too and was considerate belong to the Scordisci or to the 
Burebista warriors: the most famous barrow was discovered on the dava 
from Cugir. At the beginning of this group the most of the warriors buried 
like pedestrian, later like riders. This change of the funeral customs 
corresponds to the social development of the La Tène societies and the 
increasing meaning of the riders. The group ended in the second part of Late 
La Tène period (D2) then only few graves of collaborating warriors with the 
Roman power are known. If the La Tène necropolises continued, the graves 
are without weapons, for example in the necropolis of Belgrade. 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL DISCOVERIES FROM OCNITA, VÂLCEA COUNTY IN THE 

CONTEXT OF THE RESEARCHES DEDICATED TO DACIAN CIVILIZATION 
 

Constantin Augustus Barbulescu 
 
Archaeological research at Ocnita was stopped for two decades. Not 

only the death of Professor Dumitru Berciu, but also the idea that the site is 
exhausted, deprived Ocnita of archaeological interest.   

Unfortunately, the studies and the monograph dedicated to the 
settlement still leave doubts about the evolutionary phases (chronology) 
and the political and economic role played by the Ocniţa power centre.  

Still, the research on Acropolis and Fortress 1 remains unclear, as 
well as the existence of fortifications for Fortresses 2 and 3. Not least, the 
"necropolis" researched by D. Berciu is far from what seems to be the true 
necropolis today.  

The exploitation of the salt deposits in the Ocnele Mari-Ocnita area 
was the decisive factor for the emergence and development of a "centre of 
power", which we consider to have reached the peak in the 1st century AD. 

The resumption of systematic research in 2016 and the results 
obtained confirmed our suspicion, expressed at various conferences, that 
the Ocniţa site is far from having said the last word in the research 
dedicated to the Geto-Dacian civilization. 

The systematic campaigns of 2016 and 2017 highlighted about 20 
incineration tombs, anthropological analyses confirming the existence of a 
necropolis.  

The impressive number of imports allows us to see a centre of power 
whose relations with the Roman world should be re-dimensioned, especially 
from the perspective of the political and military events of the second half of 
the 1st century A.D. 

Ocnita acquired (by virtue of archaeological research) two distinct 
historiographical dimensions for the Dacian civilization in the extra-
Carpathian area:  
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- the political role played as a centre of power in the context of 
clashes with the Roman world throughout the 1st century A.D.;  

- the existence of a unique Dacian necropolis until this date in the 
context of the classical Geto-Dacian civilization;  
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THE ENIGMATIC ARCHITECTURE AT SARMIZEGETUSA REGIA. PROFANE VS. 

HOLY DESTINATION. 
 

Coriolan H. Opreanu 
 

The author is challenging the traditional explanation adopted  70 
years ago which explained the alignments of round-stone bases  uncovered 
by the archaeologists as the remains of temples dedicated to unknown 
native Dacian divinities. C. Daicoviciu and H. Daicoviciu believed that on the 
bases were placed short columns for big votive vessels, so they imagined 
unroofed shrines, even the latter accepted there was a contradiction 
between this solar type of holy places and the underground religious beliefs 
of the Dacians, as ancient literary sources recorded. Later, I. H. Crișan and I. 
Glodariu did not abandoned the religious meaning of the stone alignments, 
but they developed the idea imagining that on the stone bases were placed 
high columns to support a wooden roof, under the influence of the Greek 
and Hellenistic architecture. The last reconstruction is still accepted by the 
younger generations of archaeologists working in the area, who are thinking 
it existed at Sarmizegetusa Regia a huge ceremonial area, composed of 
several such temples, a main stone stairway for accessing to the holy space, 
a square and other smaller stone-paved alleys. In center was a stone altar, 
the so-called “andesite sun”. They did not succeed to add substantial new 
archaeological data to the old frame. 

The big problem of this orphic stories are their lack of scientific 
support. All known inventory recovered from some of these structures 
consists only of iron nails and fittings from the wooden structure of the roof, 
walls and doors. No high stone columns are known. No item has any 
connection with religious beliefs. There are missing any vestige of the 
existence of cella, the holy room of the ancient temple, any votive objects, 
any iconographic images of myths, or gods, any ritual, or sacrifices traces. So 
the explanation of temples for the stone-bases alignments from 
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Sarmizegetusa Regia is not rightful even as a hypothesis, to say nothing but 
its validity! 

If we are using the scientific research method and mainly the 
hypothetico-deductive inference, we have to accept that theories and 
hypotheses are emanating only from archaeological data. In ritual 
archaeology is essential to establish the link between the human world and 
the world of the gods. The religious rituals have as their main object the 
recognition of the divine power and finding a way of communication by 
different votive actions. Some of them must have some archaeological 
equivalents. Rituals are directed toward a symbolic center, representing the 
divinity itself. The essence of the ritual is its recurrence and the attempts of 
placate the divinity. None of these actions can be guessed at Sarmizegetusa 
Regia. If after testing it the old hypothesis failed we have to modify it and 
advance a new hypothesis which has to be tested, as well. That is the 
theoretical background which makes the author to challenge the outdated 
explanation of the stone-bases alignments from Sarmizegetusa Regia. His 
new hypothesis is that they are nothing but the stone-basements for stone 
or wooden pillars supporting an elevated floor of some profane wooden 
buildings.  The floor elevated from the soil was necessary to avoid the 
humidity in a mountain region with a wet climate. As the civilian community 
of the settlement was large and there were no possibility of doing 
agriculture on the spot, it was obviously necessary to have important food 
supplies for the six months of cold season. They were brought from the 
Mureș River plain. The cereals were vital goods which have to be preserved. 
That was why the author presumed the buildings were warehouses. His 
main method of argumentation was the analogy. He mapped characteristics 
of the source over the characteristics of the target, resulting a new theory. 
As Colin Renfrew pointed out, an archaeological complex can be interpreted 
as holy only if there is not possible to consider it as being profane using our 
knowledge about the society. Sacred is what is not profane and is the 
archaeologist responsibility to separate the symbolic from reasoning. The 
alignments from Sarmizegetusa can be explained in profane terms using 
what we know about the society. There is no need to make use of dreamy 
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explanation inventing an unknown holy and an absurd architectural 
equivalent.  

There are known many examples from prehistoric settlements where 
were identified in the excavations alignments of post-holes being 
considered everywhere as traces of warehouses with elevated floor. Their 
plan is very close to the plans of the Sarmizegetusa alignments. The Dacians 
borrowed this type of building from 1st century AD Roman military 
architecture. Roman influence and even Roman craftsmen presence at 
Sarmizegetusa Regia in the 1st century AD is well documented. This type of 
elevated-floor building survived during the Middle Ages till nowadays. Best 
examples are in Spain, where even the Latin name horreum was conserved, 
but also in Britain and other countries. 

The author’s main intention was not to try to impose another 
hypothesis, but to offer an alternative, a better explanation. Finally the 
specialists will choose which one is the most persuasive. 
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SARMIZEGETUSA AND THE REGIA OF DECEBALUS: THE ORĂŞTIE 

MOUNTAINS BETWEEN NATIONAL ARCHAEOLOGICAL MYTH AND THE 
REALITY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL KNOWLEDGE 

 
Karl Strobel 

 
Reading the publications of the two Daicoviciu or of Crişan or of 

Glodariu, everything is within a clear picture of historical reconstruction: 
“Burebista” – a fake name, the real name is only Byrebistas – is the founder 
of the Dacian state unifying all Dacian peoples, the center of his kingdom 
was in south-western Transylvania, he and his second in power Decaeneus 
founded “Sarmizegetusa Regia”, being the holy (pan-Dacian) mountain 
complex of Grădiştea Muncelului. Under Burebista, a system of fortresses 
was built around “Sarmizegetusa Regia” in Transylvania, and this nucleus of 
the Dacian kingdom remained as a long-living state also after the death of 
Burebista until the reunification of all Dacians in a powerful kingdom and 
state which came to an end under the rule of Decebalus. All archaeology 
between Burebista and 106 AD is therefore the archaeology of the time of 
the Dacian kingdom, the so called Classical Dacian Civilization and Culture. 
That’s the myth. However, all the excavations done after World War II until 
the mid of the 90ties are characterized by a lack of methods, the neglecting 
of stratigraphy and necessary standards of documentations and of 
implementing a chronology only based on pseudo-historical axiomata. Only 
around 1995 Glodariu started to move away from the Daicoviciu-dogmata, 
but later returned to the myth of Dacian history again. In Reality, there a 
fundamental problems concerning the search for secure data and 
information, and there is a necessity of radical reinterpretation for the 
whole south-eastern Transylvanian archaeological complex. For example, we 
have until now no chronological data for the development an appearance of 
the so called Murus Dacicus-system out of the emplekton-walls of Late Iron 
Age imitating Hellenistic building techniques. However the greatest problem 
is the not existing archaeological knowledge for most parts of what was in 
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antiquity Sarmizegetusa, and information about the “royal residences” 
(plural in Cassius Dio!) which were the final target of the Romans in 106 is 
today still missing. 
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ABOUT THE HOUSES OF THE DACIAN NOBLES. 

THE STAGE OF RESEARCHES ON THE TOWER HOUSE AT ARDEU 
 

Iosif Vasile Ferencz 
Cristian Constantin Roman 

 
There are two type of houses assigned to the Dacian nobles on the 

Romanian historiography. Some of them had rectangular plan, two rooms 
and an apse gallery, like the one identified on Piatra Roșie. But the most 
numerous are the so called ”tower houses”. 

Both in relation to some and to the others were issued opinions 
concerning their functionality. Some of them there considered military 
barracks, in which the garrisons of the fortress were cantoned. The other 
ones were often interpreted as defensive elements of some  assemblies that 
sometimes go beyond the limits of what has been defined as a Dacian 
fortress. But rarely the graphic and photographic documentation resulting 
from the research was published. 

In 2002, a building of this kind was identified on Hill named Cetățuie 
in Ardeu. And further, starting in 2013, the goal research was initiated. 
Although the current state of the investigation only partially records the 
monument, we are able to disclose a series of information that allows us to 
understand the functionality of the so-called: Dacian Kingdom towers-
houses. Our excavations allow us to reevaluate the research tradition of this 
issue in a new light. 
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SAVING THE DACIANS FROM OUR PRESENT 

 
 Alexandru Niculescu 

 
History and archaeology cannot be done without using current ideas, 

which shape our perception of the past, but we should be able to examine 
them, to see to what extent scientific and ideological writings use the 
Dacians for various purposes which have nothing to do with what they were, 
and are not helpful for our research. We should avoid transforming 
categories found in the ancient sources into substantial ethnic entities, 
constructed following the nationalist imagination of human kinds which has 
developed in the 19th century and put at the origin of the Romanians, 
through genealogical constructions which are inspired by political agendas 
and cannot be supported by current scholarship. 
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DACIAN BLOOD. THE IDEA OF AUTOCHTHONOUS ORIGINS IN 

INTELLECTUAL AND RADICAL DISCOURSES IN ROMANIA BETWEEN THE 
WARS AND ITS ECHOES TODAY 

 
Alexander Rubel 

 
While Romanian historiography and public opinion chose primarily 

the Romans as their imagined ancestors (Scoala Ardelena), late Romanticism 
from the end of the 19th century (e.g. Eminescu) discovered the Dacians as 
the true forefathers of the Romanian people. This idea was further 
developed in the nationalist discourse beginning with the “Sămănătorism” 
at the Beginning of the 10th century and endorsed forcefully by 
ultranationalist discourses in the 20’s and 30’s, culminating in the 
intellectual reflections on origins of the Romanian “people” (neam) and the 
autochthonous dwellers of the Carpathian basin. This discourse was closely 
linked to religious matters of a strict and very nationalist Christian 
orthodoxy. The paper tries to focus on publications of the interwar period 
and tries to accentuate the tradition of this very Romanian thought pattern 
(autochthonic origins, Dacian ancestors), which is traceable till our days in 
modern Romanian thought. In this context I will not focus on historical 
writing (by archaeologists or professional historians), but on the perception 
of the general public and the traditions of thought in Romanian philosophy, 
which is still today very dependent on the school of Nae Ionescu and 
Constantin Noica, who depend mostly on German (very late Romantic) 
models (Lebensphilosophie/Trăirism, Nietzsche, Heidegger). Thus, the 
Romanian version of the idea of “Blut und Boden” is – mostly in mild forms - 
sill very popular in Romanian thought and public perception. 
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ADOPTING THE PAST, ADOPTING IDENTITIES. HOW ROMANIANS 

EMBRACED THEIR DACIAN ANCESTORS 
 

Cătălin N. Popa 
 
In my paper I argue that the Dacians were introduced as ancestors of 

the Romanians in four steps spanning over a century and a half, and that 
this process could not have been achieved without the agency of individual 
people. 

The Dacians entered Romanian identity in four stages that began in 
the second half of the 19th century. Until the First World War, when the first 
Romanian state came to be, the Dacians were still being discovered. During 
the second stage, running between the two World Wars, the Iron Age 
people come to be known by the educated strata of society. Only during the 
third stage did they become a reality for all Romanians. During this critical 
period, covering the 1960s to the 1980s, the full-scale Dacianisation of 
society took place, and Romanians were transformed in decedents of the 
Dacians. The fourth and final stage, which continues today, is one where the 
Dacian narrative reproduces itself given the popularity that it enjoys with 
the public. 

However, the success of the Dacianisation process cannot be 
explained simply as the outcome of totalitarian propaganda. Rather, the 
agency of individuals was fundamental. All media, education, cultural and 
research avenues were controlled in communist Romania, but the ‘inflated’ 
nature of the Dacian narrative would have been observable by many regular 
people. In spite of this, particular identity triggers or catalysers encouraged 
individuals to voluntarily interiorize the Dacian message. The patterns 
behind the occurrence of these triggers, remains to be explored.  
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„‚FREIE DAKER’ ÖSTLICH VON RÖMISCHEN DAKIEN: EINE 

WIEDERKEHRENDER GEISTERERSCHEINUNG DER 
FRÜHGESCHICHTSFORSCHUNG.“ 

 
Alexandru Popa 

 
For a long period of time the „ethnic interpretation” was the main 

objective of archaeological researches in most European countries. 
Researchers believed that archaeology will cease being a historical science, 
unless the question of the ethnical origin of a culture or settlement is 
tackled. In time many monographic studies and collective volumes dealing 
with this topic have been published, thus this phenomenon now has a 
consistent methodical and theoretical support. The ethnical interpretation 
of archaeological material is considered to be the bridge that connects the 
collective (presumably) ethnic identities, known from written sources, and 
the elements of material culture, such as archaeological cultures, being one 
of the ground conventions of archaeology since Montelius forward.  

In this study I set out to discuss the historical and archaeological 
information regarding the populations on the eastern border of roman 
Dacia, looking at them through the legitimacy of the Romanian concept of 
„free Dacians”. The main conclusion of my research revolves around the 
observation and personal opinion that it is dangerous and uncritical to 
approach this issue by superposing a presumed historical identity („free 
Dacians”), unknown from written sources and dating from the period of 
existence of Roman province Dacia, with the system of archaeological 
artefacts, which were identified by modern research over several cultural 
layers and dated, very generally, between the 1st and 3rd Centuries A.D. I 
am very close to being convinced that researchers who still stand, without 
any doubt, for integrally identifying Lipița, Poienești-Vârteșcoi, Militari-Chilia 
cultures with historical identities such as the Costoboke, Carps or „free 
Dacians” base their judgement more on patriotism or pseudo-patriotism 
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rather than on scientific conviction, based on a critical capitalisation of the 
resources that we have as historians.                
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DACIAN ARCHAEOLOGY BETWEEN TRUTH AND IMPOSTURE. A FEW 

CONSIDERATIONS AND POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS 
 

Alexandru Berzovan 
 
The problem of protochronism, in particular the question of the 

dacomania had benefited from lengthy discussions in the specialized 
literature, both in Romania as well as abroad. The connections between this 
ideology and the national-communism prevalent during the Ceaușescu era, 
or certain fascist movements had already been pointed out. We believe 
however that the success of dacomania in present-day Romania has much 
deeper causes. One of them is a lack of publicly available information 
regarding the Late Iron Age that can be easily read by anyone. Currently, 
there are few if any general informative books about Dacian civilization, and 
unfortunately, those that appeared in the last years were written by 
amateurs, thus having numerous shortcomings. Even worse, in the school 
curricula, the information about the period is reduced to a minimum. While 
debunking pseudo-archaeological claims will always be necessary, we 
believe that specialists should engage more positively in dialogue, 
presenting their ideas and finds to a wider audience, thus helping to close 
the deep rift existing between the academia and the general public. 
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THE AUSTRIAN EXCAVATIONS AT GRĂDIȘTEA MUNCELULUI IN 1803-1804 

AND THEIR IMPACT ON THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE 
 

Aurora Peţan 
 
 
The most extensive excavations carried out at Grădiştea Muncelului 

before the beginning of the systematic research were conducted in 1803 
and 1804 by the Austrian administration of Transylvania. Although the aim 
of these excavations was that to find gold, the scholars of the time quickly 
understood the special archaeological value of the area and asked for 
careful interventions on site and periodical reports. However, the results 
have never been made public and the documentation has remained 
unknown for nearly two centuries. 

The recent recovery of this documentation reveals valuable 
information. The excavations of the Austrian authorities resulted on 
discovery and description of several important structures that are very little 
known today. These data complement and could even substantially modify 
the archaeological dossier of this site. 

This paper aims to highlight the most important discoveries made 
during the excavations of the Austrian administration at Grădiștea 
Muncelului and the impact of these data on the archaeological evidence. 
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