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Linear field survey  

 

Although lacking from all the dictionaries of Romanian language that we had access at1, and ς 
surprisingly ς from the Encyclopaedia of Romanian Archaeology and Ancient History (vol. 3, 2000), 
άǇŜǊƛŜƎŜǎƛǎέ όŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅύ ƛǎ a word that comes from ancient Greek, being approximately translatable 
as άǇǊƻƳŜƴŀŘŜ όǿŀƭƪύ ŀǊƻǳƴŘέ ŀƴ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜΦ !ǎ ŀ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ǘŜǊƳΣ ƛƴ wƻƳŀƴƛŀƴ ŀǊŎƘŀŜƻƭƻƎȅΣ ƛǘ ŘŜŦƛƴŜǎ 
(for several decades now) a surface research, in other words without digging.  

During the last three or four decades, it is more and more used the concept (and the connected 
practice) of άǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎ ǎǳǊǾŜȅέΣ which means an attempt of documenting as complete as possible a 
well-defined territory, using complementary techniques, gathering of archaeological materials in a 
grid type system, gathering of data such as those regarding building materials, the study of aerial 
imagery, geophysics, geologic probing. We will not discuss any further the problematic of systematic 
field survey, because this ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ŀ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΣ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ 
execution stage2. 

The concept of άƭƛƴŜŀǊ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅέ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŜȄƛǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜŎǊŀǘŜŘ specialty terminology; we 
created it ever since the initial design stage of the project, with the purpose of answering a specific 
need. This research project, dedicated to a limes, is a linear project by its very matter of study. The 
main problem which arises before the small research team is the dimension of the object of study: 
approx. 150 km. If the techniques that are associated to άǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅέ ŀǊŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ƛƴ 
order to measure, as accurate as possible, the frequency of inhabiting in certain perimeters (which 
are small, because of the ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΗύΣ άǘƘŜ ƭƛƴŜŀǊ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅέ ƛǎ aimed to produce 
data for all the length of the Roman frontier, including to identify areas for which there might be a 
special interest for organizing a άǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅέΦ {ǳǊŜƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
documentation provided by linear field survey is way inferior to the one obtained by systematic field 
survey.  

All our outgoings from Bucharest, along the direction of thŜ wƻƳŀƴ ŦǊƻƴǘƛŜǊΣ ǿŜǊŜ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ αƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎέ 
(same as all the drone take offs, that bear the same name), being particularized by a proper name, a 
determinative, which correlates to specific activities; thus, we have ά{ƭŀǘƛƴŀ aƛǎǎƛƻƴέΣ άTurnu 
aŇƎǳǊŜƭŜ aƛǎǎƛƻƴέ, etc. The exposition ς compendious ς of the field actions is structured in this 
manner.  

 

                                                           
1
 We only found the form αǇŜǊƛŜƎŜǎƛǎέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦȅ αǘǊŀǾŜƭέ όαƭƻƴƎέΣ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ a5b нлллΤ αŀǊƻǳƴŘ 
ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘέΣ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ DN 1986) reportedly deriving from French; of course, as a technique term it derives 
from French. 
2
 We cannot but remark, at least in a footnote, that in Romanian research programs dedicated to field survey 

are lacking, as well as funds oriented towards surface survey. Given the fact that nowadays the most 
redoubtable enemy of historical monuments has becomeΧ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎΣ ƛƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƭƭ ǎƻǊǘǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ 
from transportation or energy, to the big immovable projects, the institutions of the national archaeological 
system (the Culture Minister, the Education Minister, Romanian Academy) have no defence strategy. Recently, 
at old problems had added some new ones, due to the invasion of metal detectors. We are not able to mention 
at one field directed research project, on large surfaces (therefore field survey), except for the action of some 
foreign teams, such was the British mission from Noviodunum (Isaccea; see the page 
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/archaeology/research/projects/noviodunum; see also Lockyear et al. 2006), or the 
international project from Troesmis όLƎƭƛסŀύΣ ƭŜŀŘŜŘ ōȅ /Ǌƛǎǘƛƴŀ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘǊŜǎŎǳ όwww.troesmis.arheomedia.ro, see 
also ALEXANDRESCU, GUGL, 2014), which has a completely foreign team (a fact which also reflects within the 
research approach), even if the manager of this project is today the leader of the Classic History and 
Archaeology Department from the Institute of !ǊŎƘŀŜƻƭƻƎȅ  ±Φ tŃǊǾŀƴΦ  

http://www.ucl.ac.uk/archaeology/research/projects/noviodunum
http://www.troesmis.arheomedia.ro/


 

 

2.1. Slatina Mission 

¢ƘŜ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǘǊŀŎƪ ǿŀǎ tƛǘŜǒǘƛ-Slatina-Alexandria, with the purpose of improving the Cooperation 
Protocols3 with the county museums (namely ArƎŜǒΣ hƭǘΣ ¢ŜƭŜƻǊƳŀƴύ ƻƴ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǘŜǊǊƛǘƻǊȅ has unfolded 
our research project. We took advantage of this circumstance, most of all of the fact that we had to 
spend two nights in the Slatina area, whilst the time we had left was used for surface quests on the 
hƭǘΩǎ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ōŀƴƪΣ ǎŜŜƪƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜƭŀȅǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ŦǊƻƴǘƛŜǊΣ 
ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ōŀƴƪ ό{ƭŇǾŜƴƛΣ wƻƳǳƭŀΣ !ŎƛŘŀǾŀΣ wǳǎƛŘŀǾŀύΣ to the transalutanus line. 

Although the study of the communications between the alutanus (i.e. Alutus, the antique name of 
the Olt River) and the transalutanus makes no explicit part of our activity project, the thing is that 
area cannot escape the attention on any researcher who studies the 3rd century frontier from 
western Muntenia. The inclusion of this theme within the project would had signified an increase of 
the research area from approx. 1000 km2 (the actual form) to approx. 5000 km2, which would have 
been completely unfeasible with the actual resources (including time); on the other hand, the use of 
any opportunity of information regarding the communication tracks between the two defence lines 
cannot be but to the benefit of a complete acquaintance with Limes Transalutanus, that, like any 
ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳƛƭƛǘŀǊȅ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘΣ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦŜƴǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƳǇƻƴŜƴǘΣ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǘƘŜ ƭƻƎƛǎǘƛŎ one, 
which is actually vital for any military project.  

The principal gains of the short investigations on the eastern bank of Olt River, south of Slatina, sums 
up to information about the points from aŇǊǳƴסŜƛΣ 5ǊŇƎŇƴŜǒǘƛΣ ½ŇƴƻŀƎŀ-north and the area 
{ǇǊŃƴŎŜƴŀǘŀ-.ŃǊǎŜǒǘƛƛ ŘŜ WƻǎΦ 

нΦмΦмΦ aŇǊǳƴסŜƛ 
 

 

Figure 2.1. 

aŇǊǳƴץŜƛ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜ όhƭǘ Ŏƻǳƴǘȅύ ŀƴŘ 

the re-established layout of a Roman 

water aqueduct. 

Orthophoto (2012) with terrain model 

(SRTM), levels  between 75 and 125 m. 
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 The cooperation protocols are almost compulsory for obtaining Evaluation Authorizarion from the Culture 

Minister. Such authorizations can also be obtained in the absence of protocols, but they take a lot more time 
όǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǊƛǎƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƭŀǘŜΤ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ ǾŜǊȅ ƘŀǊŘ ŀƴȅǿŀȅΧύΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜΣ 
nevertheless, many other reasons to try to establish a collaboration with the local authorities, such as 
exchanging information about the situation in the field, or the access to the archaeological materials from the 
deposits.  



 

 

One of the members of the Limes Transalutanus ǘŜŀƳΣ !ƭŜȄŀƴŘǊǳ .ŇŘŜǎŎǳΣ ƎǊŜǿ ǳǇ ƛƴ aŇǊǳƴסŜƛΣ hƭǘ 
County. Alexandru conjured memories from his youth, about the legends of a captured spring. 
Starting from the existing data, including memories about the area where the rivulet should have 
been, (north-western extremity of the village), we were able to find, in ploughland, the remains of a 
large sized water pipe (the diameter was estimated to 20 cm, and even better, guided by the locals, 
we discovered the captured spring. We went back on the track, towards south-east, which is the 
direction toward which the identified remains of the Roman pipe were heading; the track ς 
incomplete in this moment ς ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ мусл Ƴ όŦƛƎΦ нΦмΦύΦ hŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜΣ ƛŦ ǿŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǇƛǇŜΩǎ 
diameter and the length of the adduction, at the end of this track there should have been an 
important objective, like a villa rustica, for instance. South-east of the 64 GPS waypoint tubuli 
fragments were no longer found, but it is also true ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƘŀŘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ 
a thorough search. 

Nevertheless, the most striking thing, at aŇǊǳƴסŜƛΣ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŀŘŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƭƛƴŜ ŎǊƻǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ 
inferior flow of Iminog (including a 5-6 m level breaking), a fact which suggests clearly that during 
Antiquity Iminog was flowing somewhere towards east, and not within its present bed.   

нΦмΦнΦ 5ǊŇƎŇƴŜǒǘƛ-Olt 

In this locality we have visited the town museum, organized due to the enthusiasm of an amateur 
archaeologist, Traian Zorzoliu, who, among others, was kind enough to show us, from his collection, 
Roman pottery fragments gathered from {ŇƭƛǒǘŜ ǎǘǊŜŜǘ ŀǊŜŀΣ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ edge of the town, where 
there is also the road that ƭŜŀŘǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘƛŎ ǊŜǇƭƛŎŀ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 5ŀŎƛŀƴ ŦƻǊǘǊŜǎǎ ŦǊƻƳ {ǇǊŃƴŎŜƴŀǘŀΦ ¢ƘŜ 
diversity of pottery typology and the quality of the archaeological material, gathered from a wide 
surface, have convinced us thŀǘ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ 5ǊŇƎŇƴŜǒǘƛ ƻƴŎŜ ŜȄƛǎǘŜŘ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ wƻƳŀƴ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘΦ   

нΦмΦоΦ ½ŇƴƻŀƎŀ 

!ŘǾƛǎŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ aǊΦ ½ƻǊȊƻƭƛǳ ǿŜ ǾƛǎƛǘŜŘ ŀ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘǳŀǘŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻȄΦ м ƪƳ b² ƻŦ ½ŇƴƻŀƎŀ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ 
(Olt County), north of the route ƘŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ¢ǳǊƴǳ aŇƎǳǊŜƭŜΦ ²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ Ŧƻund a large Roman 
settlement, probably fortified, developed on a surface of over 57 hectares. According to the nature 
of the pottery scattered throughout ploughland, it is very likely that the settlement has functioned 
during the entire 3rd century, inclusively after the Roman administration retreated from the province; 
if most of the pottery is completely typical for the Roman sites of the 3rd century, a part of the 
pottery material ς ƎǊŜȅ ŎƻƭƻǳǊΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǇŀǊǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǇƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŘŞŎƻǊ ς suggests that the settlement continued 
(or was, in any case, reoccupied) until end 3rd or the beginning of 4th century. 

нΦмΦпΦ .ŃǊǎŜǒǘƛƛ ŘŜ {ǳǎ - /ƻǘǳ aƻǊƛƛ ό{ǇǊŃƴŎŜƴŀǘŀ tŀǊƛǎƘΣ hƭǘ /ƻǳƴǘȅύ 

²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ǎŜŀǊŎƘŜŘΣ ƛƴ hƭǘΩǎ ƎǊŀǎǎƭŀƴŘΣ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘe which was classified as historical monument, from the 
List of Historical Monuments (2010 ς OT-I-s-B-луропύΣ ōǳǘ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜƴΩǘ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛǘΣ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ our insistence 
and ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭǎΩ ŀƛŘ in finding the toponym. The Monument was documented before the large works 
for damming up Olt RiverΣ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ тлΩs, and it is probably covered by drift. 

2.1.5. Brief conclusions concerning the field surveys on the Olt eastern terrace  

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƳŀŘŜ ƛƴ hƭǘ /ƻǳƴǘȅΣ ƻƴ hƭǘΩǎ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ōŀƴƪΣ ƘŀǾŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 
additional information for establishing the connection between the two fortified lines ς Limes 
Alutanus and Limes Transalutanus (see fig. 2.2).  

aŇǊǳƴסŜƛ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ ƛǎ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ in front of the capital of Dacia Inferior (Romula). The documentation of an 
adduction over 2 km long, with such a large diameter (20 cm) suggests an important need for potable 
water. For now the position of the target objective is not known, being probably beneath the modern 
village. The most probable hypothesis is that indicating a villa rustica, first of all because of its 
relatively small dimensions (which, in a way, might explain why it is unknown).  



 

Five kilometres downriver is located the Roman settlement from 5ǊŇƎŇƴŜǒǘƛΣ ŘƛǎŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ōȅ ¢Ǌŀƛŀƴ 
Zorzoliu, the recovered pottery demonstrating its functioning during the Roman province.  

Considering that such rural objectives were on both sides of the military road, we may assume that 
the road started towards east from a position located somewhere facing the capital, thus crossing 
near villa rustica ŦǊƻƳ aŇǊǳƴסŜƛ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ 5ǊŇƎŇƴŜǒǘƛΦ ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƳŜŘƛŀǊȅ 
archaeological landmark of the road towards Limes Transalutanus ƛǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŦƻǳƴŘ ŀǘ {ǘƻƛŎŇƴŜǒǘƛ όƻƴ 
/ŇƭƳŇסǳƛύ4, sǳƎƎŜǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ŧƛƴŀƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǿŀǎ ǎƻƳŜǿƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ƻŦ aŃƴŘǊŀ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜΣ ƻƴ 
Vedea. Within the area of this village were previously discovered (TEODOR 2013, 146-147) the 
remains of a watchtower, but the appearance of a much more important objective in the same area 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜŘΦ  

Approximately 10 km to the south a second communication channel is possible between the 
alutanus and transalutanus lines. On OƭǘΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘŜǊǊŀŎŜ όƛƴŦŜǊƛƻǊύ ǘƘƛǎ is marked by the large 
settlement (possibly fortified) from ½ŇƴƻŀƎŀΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ǊƛƎƘǘ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ŦƻǊǘ ƻŦ 5ŀŎƛŀ 
Inferior ς {ƭŇǾŜƴƛΦ 9ŀǎǘ ƻŦ ½ŇƴƻŀƎŀ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǘǿƻ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŀǊŎƘŀŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ōŜƴŎƘƳŀǊƪǎ ς the 
wƻƳŀƴ ǎŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ wŀŘƻƳƛǊŜǒǘƛ5, and a villa rustica ŦǊƻƳ aƛƘŇŜǒǘƛ6. The direction along which 
ǘƘƛǎ ǊƻŀŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ƘŀǎΣ ŀǘ ƛǘǎ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ŜƴŘΣ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ Ŏƛǘȅ wƻǒƛƻǊƛƛ ŘŜ ±ŜŘŜΣ ƻƴ 
whose territory is assumed, for some time now, the existence of a fort. The strong suggestion 
proposed by this road does nothing more than to strengthen the hypothesis.  

 

 

Figure 2.2. Map of the possible connections between the two frontiers, in the area of inferior Olt. 

Legend: star ς city (capital of Dacia Inferior, Romula); red square ς main fort of Limes Alutanus; black square ς 
points of interest on Limes Transalutanus; red point ς ǎƛǘŜǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀŘŜΣ ƻƴ hƭǘΩǎ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ ǎƛŘŜΤ 

green point ς archaeological sites from the 3
rd

 century, in pre-existent archaeological evidence. 
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 From where, curiously, derive several isolated numismatic discoveries (associated tƻ α5ŀŎƛŀƴ ŀƴŘ wƻƳŀƴ 

pottŜǊȅέύ ǿƛǘƘ a total of 7 coins from Vespasian to Severus Alexander and another 3 coins from Constantine the 
Great to Valentinian (BICHIR 1984, 76, with references). 
5
 Preventive researches connected to the modernization of the road Alexandria-Caracal-Craiova, 2012, Mircea 

Negru (http://cronica.cimec.ro/detail.asp?k=5034&d=Radomiresti-Olt-DN6/E70-Lot-2-Alexandria-Craiova-
sectorul-Mihaiesti-Caracal-Draghiceni-2012ύΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜ ƻǊǘƘƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ ƛǎ αaƛƘŇŜǒǘƛέΦ  
6
 LMI 2010, OT-I-s-A-08519. 

http://cronica.cimec.ro/detail.asp?k=5034&d=Radomiresti-Olt-DN6/E70-Lot-2-Alexandria-Craiova-sectorul-Mihaiesti-Caracal-Draghiceni-2012
http://cronica.cimec.ro/detail.asp?k=5034&d=Radomiresti-Olt-DN6/E70-Lot-2-Alexandria-Craiova-sectorul-Mihaiesti-Caracal-Draghiceni-2012


 

2.2. TǳǊƴǳ aŇƎǳǊŜƭŜ aƛǎǎƛƻƴ 

2.2.1. Danube meadow  

The trip was made between 10-12 October, starting from the Danube bank and heading towards 
north.  

The field survey begun in Poiana village, advancing towards ǘƘŜ όƎǊŜŀǘύ ŦƻǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ CƭŇƳŃƴŘŀ7, on the 
dyke which has beeƴ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ тлΩǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ over the northern precinct of the fortification.  

The area of the fort seems completely compromised by the repeated workings for defence against 
5ŀƴǳōŜΩǎ ŦƭƻƻŘƛƴƎΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘŜǊ literature had also underlinedΦ ¦ƴƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ тлΩǎΣ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ 
archaeological researches were made όLƻŀƴŀ .ƻƎŘŀƴ /ŇǘŇƴƛŎƛǳύΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŦƭƻƻŘŀōƭŜ ƭŀƴŘ 
(south of the dyke) a forest was planted, still young, but thick enough to make the archaeological 
ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƳǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦ ²Ŝ ǿŜǊŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ƻƴƭȅ ǘǿƻ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŘǊŀǿƴ ōȅ .ƻƎŘŀƴ /ŇǘŇƴƛŎƛǳΣ ōǳt 
nothing else, during the aforementioned workings the embankment and eastern precinct of the fort 
being destroyedΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊǘΩǎ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ ŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ōȅ ǿŀǘŜǊΦ  

Today, the only apparent solution is a drone take off above the fortification, during a season with less 
leafs, namely in March, if the difficult field will allow the access; even so, the processing of the aerial 
data, in a thick forest full of branches, seems tricky.  

An equally deplorable situation can be found aƭƻƴƎ α¢ǊŀƛŀƴΩǎ wƻŀŘέ όas the ancient embankment 
heading north appears on maps) on its entire length while crossing the Danube grassland (ca 2 km). 
The path, which was once used only by carriages or small tractors, it is intensively used today by 
heavy farm equipment, including large trucks (for international servicesΧ). The actual field road is no 
longer straight (as it is represented on maps), but it is full of curves, probably determined by the 
need to avoid softer areas. The old track (vallum?) of the monument can no longer be distinguished 
on the field. 

Unfortunately, the Roman limes in the grassland area seems completely lost for research. In the 
immediate proximity of the village there is a short length ς of approx. 100 m ς on which part of the 
elevation and of the embankment width are still profiled. It is the only place from Limes 
Transalutanus where the embankment is still preserved on a 1.4 height, but this was also rearranged 
(with a bulldozer!) with the purpose of receiving a road that leads to the field. Its western side seems 
to be preserved in a more or less unaltered form (fig. 2.3), on a length of almost 10 m, but its eastern 
side can no longer be measured, worked as it is with road-blading, while the dirt is pushed to the 
east.  

 

 
 

Figure 2.3. Topographic section through the embankment in Traian village, at ca 76 m south of the 
county road. 

 

In spring we will nevertheless resume the activity is order to identify some additional elements, 
within the perimeter of the villages Poiana and Traian.  
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 As it is known in literature, according to the late 19

th
 century name of the actual village Poiana. 



 

2.2.2. Crossing Burnasului Plain 

ImmeŘƛŀǘŜƭȅ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¢Ǌŀƛŀƴ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜΩǎ ƘŜŀǊǘƘΣ ǘƘŜ embankment climbs the high terrace of Danube, 
the difference of height between the grassland and the terrace being of 50 m. Unlike those observed 
ƛƴ 5ŀƴǳōŜΩǎ meadow, here the embankment is not completely destroyed, nor preserved at 
appreciable heights. The monument can be described as being very flattened, with a profiling of 
approx. 1% (0.5 m height on a dissipation of approx. 50 m), in other words being very discrete in the 
landscape, practically impossible to find without a GPS. From here, near Traian village, until the 
immediate closeness of the next locality to the north, Putineiu, the embankment is not only very 
ŦƭŀǘǘŜƴŜŘΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŜǾŜƴ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǾƛǎƛōƭŜ ǘǊŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ōǳǊƴƛƴƎ8, thus it is hard to find. The exceptions 
are represented by the views at distance occasioned by the crossings of some (torrent) valleys, as, for 
example, Valea AŘŃƴŎŇ (Deep Valley, fig. 2.4). In this case, a striking detail is the colouring of the 
terrain, which falsely suggest that we have a ditch between two banks9; once arrived at the spot it 
becomes obvious that we are dealing with a bank (darker in colour!) between two lighter coloured 
areas. We will not attempt to explain the phenomenon here, just mentioning it for the time being.   

Another characteristic of this vallum is the presence of some mounds (as they are marked on the 
military maps, older or more recent) right behind the embankment (some 15-20 m west of the 
embankmentΩǎ ŀȄƛǎύΤ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴƛƴƎΣ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǿŜǎǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜgular distance to the 
embankmentΩǎ ŀȄƛǎΣ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ Ǌǳƛƴǎ ƻŦ ǎƻƳŜ ǿŀǘŎƘǘƻǿŜǊǎ ό¢9h5hw нлмоΣ нн-
24). Unlike those observed on other areas of the frontier embankment όƭƛƪŜ {ŎǊƛƻŀǒǘŜŀ ƻǊ ¦ǊƭǳŜƴƛύΣ 
these watchtowers no longer survive, nor yet as profile10, or as possible archaeological materials 
gathered from ploughland. At least for now, these differences might be interpreted as a distinct 
history of those embankment segments: some were burnt (at least their watchtowers), some 
ǿŜǊŜƴΩǘΦ ¢ƻ ǘhe latter category seems to belong a good part of the track from Danube to Vedea.  
 

 

 

CƛƎǳǊŜ нΦпΦ α ¢ǊŀƛŀƴΩǎ wƻŀŘέ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ the Deep Valley. 

The arrows represent an approximation of the dispersion, in ploughland, of the ancient embankment. 
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 α.ǳǊƴŜŘ embankmentέ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǎǘǊƛƪƛƴƎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ vallum of Limes Transalutanus, or at least 

this is how it is known from the literature; still, this thing is not holding everywhere. Traces of burned adobe 
can be found, here and there, practically everywhere, but the density of the phenomenon has very wide limits, 
from very discrete, to extremely obvious (reddish coloured land). South of the Putineiu village, the 
embankment is very discrete.   
9
 According to the usual practices of interpreting the aerial imagery, in other words the lighter coloured terrain 

is interpreted as being higher, because it is the first to lose humidity.  
10

 Obviously, because the mass of collapsed materials from the watchtower was a lot smaller than that of the 
embankment.  



 

 

The only exception to this general rule is the mound Traian Nord, situated at the very edge of 
5ŀƴǳōŜΩǎ ƘƛƎƘ ǘŜǊǊŀŎŜΣ ŀōƻǾŜ ¢Ǌŀƛŀƴ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜΦ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōǳǊƴƛƴƎ ǘǊŀŎŜǎΣ ōǳǘ it still keeps some of 
the profile (approx. 0.5 m). The centre of the mound was not tilled, and the reason for this was right 
at our foot: a parallelepipedic limestone rock, of 130 x 60 x 54 cm, carved but apparently 
anepigraphic11. The dimensions are typical for a military milestone, but the section of the stone ς 
ƛǎƴΩǘ όƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŜƭƭƛǇǎƻƛŘŀƭύΦ !ƴȅǿŀȅΣ its positioning, right behind the embankment, 
indicates a deliberate action, a significant gesture, because this type of rock is lacking completely in 
the area and it was probably brought from across Danube.   

There are no significant variations to the descriptions above. A new topographic section was made 
over the embankment, in a position situated 2 km north of DN 52, exactly because it seemed to us 
that the monument was better preserved. The measurements have confirmed this feeling, the 
embankment having another 60 cm in height, at a dispersion of 40 m, representing a 1.5% profiling.  

At figure 2.5 it is described, with discontinuous lines, the track followed for two days, in plain field, 
with a city car on tractor roads. This thing was possible up to the close proximity of the fort from 
tǳǘƛƴŜƛǳΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǿŜ ǎǘƻǇǇŜŘ ŀǘ ±ŀƭŜŀ ¢ƻǘƛסŀΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎǊƻǎǎŜŘ ōȅ ŀƴȅ ǊƻŀŘ όǘƘŜ ǾŀƭƭŜȅ ƛǎ ŦƭƻƻŘŜŘΣ 
boggy). 

  

 

Figure 2.5. The track of the embankment from 

5ŀƴǳōŜ ǘƻ /ŇƭƳŇץǳƛΦ 

Legend: dark red line ς bank; light red ς localization of 

ǘƘŜ αƳƻǳƴŘǎέ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ embankment; 

dotted line ς Tracklog file (GPS); line and dot ς 

important roads; hachure ς actual localities. EU-DEM 

(levels between 20 and 120 m). 
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 We managed to free almost completely two sides of the stone, in order to make the measurements. We 
ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǘǊȅ ǘƻ ǘǳǊƴ ƛǘ ƻǾŜǊΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ƛƳǇƭƛŜŘ ŀ ŘŜŜǇŜǊ ŘƛƎƎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘΣ ŀƴȅǿŀȅΣ ǿŜ ŎƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƭƛŦǘ ƛǘ 
(the weight estimation is of 570 kg). 



 

We reached the northern bank ƻŦ ¢ƻǘƛסŀ ǾŀƭƭŜȅ ŀŦǘŜǊ a long detour to DN 65A. Here, in the position 
specified on maps as having a mound behind the embankment, but also around (especially towards 
the valley), we have found a significant quantity of pottery (but also construction materials), enough 
to suggest a permanent position of the Roman army, probably as a picket of a very likely bridge over 
the boggy valley.  

The next stop was at the fort which is south of Putineiu village, near the cemetery. The area of the 
fort has not been tilled uƴǘƛƭ ƻǳǊ ǘǊƛǇΣ ǎƻ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ŦƻǊǘ ŎƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ ƛƴǎǇŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ ǳǎŜŦǳƭ ƳŀƴƴŜǊΣ 
despite the fact we had the exact coordinates in GPS. Other useful observations, of high interest, 
were nevertheless made; two areas with indubitable traces of human activity were observed, one at 
approx. 180-190 m WNW of the fort, and a second one, isolated, (the intermediary area does not 
present consistent traces), 50 m west of the fort, expanding over approx. 100 meters, along a north-
south axis. In both areas was acknowledged not only the frequency of pottery, but also of the 
building materials, the most remarkable being the rolling stone (which completely lacks in the area!), 
a clear sign of a road construction. Dealing with two distinctive areas, they cannot be but a small 
civilian settlement and a necropolis. The dimensions of the extra-muros objectives are symmetrical 
with the fort, which is one of the smallest from the frontier (a square with a side of approx. 37 
ƳŜǘŜǊǎΣ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ .hD5!b /(¢(bL/L¦ мффтΣ ŦƛƎΦ тсύΦ 

The field survey at Putineiu brings a long expected element: the civilian settlement pendant to the 
fort. As we ƪƴƻǿΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŀǊŎƘŀŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ǊŜǾŜŀƭ ŀƴȅ ƪƛƴŘ ƻŦ record of this type, 
settling down the idea that these settlements were absent (which is slightly absurd). We came back 
to the place of the fort from Putineiu during our next mission (see further below). 

From the position of the fort the embankment is practically invisible; it is like that ever since Pamfil 
tƻƭƻƴƛŎΩǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ŀ consequence of the old and repeated ploughing around the village, but also of the 
ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ōǳǊƴŜŘ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ŜŀǎƛŜǊ ǘƻ ǎŜŜΦ Still, we re-identified the 
embankment (positioned 125 m east of the fort), in a position ca 200 m south. Its profiling, in this 
place, near the village, is practically null.   

With the same occasion we tried to find, north of the village, the position of a watchtower, observed 
on the most recent orthophotos at the edge ƻŦ /ŇƭƳŇסǳƛ ƎǊŀǎǎƭŀƴŘΦ 5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ ƻǳǊ ǇŜǊǎŜǾŜǊŀƴŎŜΣ we 
ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŀŎƘ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŜ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ on the wet field.  

нΦнΦоΦ hōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ /ŇƭƳŇסǳƛ River 

North of /ŇƭƳŇסǳƛ River, the research of the embankment line had a less systematic character. This 
fact is owed to the fact that for 11 km the embankment is superposed by modern roads and field 
roads.  
 

 
 

Figure 2.6. View from the Great Mound ŦǊƻƳ .ŇƴŜŀǎŀΣ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ŜŀǎǘΦ 

 



 

We made a first stop on Movila Mare (Great Mound) from .ŇƴŜŀǎŀΣ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ŀǎ ǿŜ ǿŜǊŜ ōȅ ƛǘǎ ǎƛȊŜ 
όŀ ŎƛǊŎǳƳŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ŀǇǇǊƻȄΦ пр Ƴ ŀƴŘ ŀ ƘŜƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ с ƳύΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳǎ ƛǘ ƛƴ ŀ αƴŀǘǳǊŀƭέ όŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 
anthropic!) observation post, surely observed (and used) by the Romans. Even if, without any doubt, 
the mound should have belonged to some Prehistoric cultures (Bronze Age?), the mound is an 
excellent opportunity of observation at distance. Our suspicions were confirmed by another stone 
with rectangular section, a little smaller than the one from Mound Traian North, namely 90 x 28 x 28 
cm, also anepigraphic.  This too is a shaped stone, with regular form, brought from across Danube (it 
is the closest source of stone!), and which, without any doubt, was used by the Romans. Its 
positioning on the western side of the mound (beneath the top level) also indicates the direction in 
which the Roman road should be looked for.  

A last action, during this mission (conventionally named ά¢ǳǊƴǳ aŇƎǳǊŜƭŜέύΣ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ 
of the fort from Urlui Valley. The Urlui Rivulet ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǎƻǳǊŎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ /ŇƭƳŇסǳƛ 
and Vedea, forming today a chain of artificial lakes12Φ ¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊǘ ƛǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǾŀƭƭŜȅΩǎ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ǎƛŘŜΣ ƻƴ ŀ 
dominant height, quite well protected naturally, and at a distance of over 300 m of the embankment, 
from which is separated by two valleys. Although systematically tilled, the fort seems relatively well 
preserved, being quite visible on the field, first of all because at the construction of its paraments a 
lot of burned adobe was used. The archaeological material can be found in quite large quantities, 
especially throughout the surface of the fort, but also on the slopes east of the fort, namely on the 
direction of the water, but it is not clear whether they indicate a civilian settlement, or they are 
artefacts that rolled on the slope (a little too far, thou, 91 meters to be exact, for the most remote 
position). 

We have to underline here that the fort from Urlui Valley ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƻƴŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘΣ ǳƴǘƛƭ 
today, of any archaeological investigation.  

 

 
 

Figure 2.7. Detail of the embankment from Urlui Valley, illustrating the size of the fragments of 
burned adobe, but also the composition, with clear traces of chalk. 
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 Checking rapidly other data, like the number of localities spred along the water course, and the fact that at 
the end of the 18

th
 century (according to Specht map) there were such fillings, as for instance at Belitori (today 

Troianul), suggest a valley with resources that were sufficient also in the past, despite the clime and the steppe 
aspect.   



 

It is no surprise that the embankment before the fort (a second vallum?) is built of burned adobe, in 
significant quantities (fig. 2.7). The aspect of burning does not indicate a άŦƛǊŜέΣ ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ŀ 
deliberate burning of the construction material, in a different place than the construction site itself. 
We have to mention that embankments of this type were studied only for the first and second Iron 
Ages, without further analogies in the Roman world13.   

We also researched in detail a frontier embankment segment of 240 m, placed right above Urlui 
Valley. The width of the burned field (and slightly more elevated) is of 4-5 m. There were also 
observed two positions where the burning extended even more, in the area behind the 
embankment, being ς possibly ς the remains of two watchtowers (the distance between them being 
smaller than we expected)14. 

 

 

Figure 2.8. 

Surface research in 

the area of Urlui 

Valley. 

Legend: dark red line 

ς embankment track; 

interrupted blue ς 

identified segment of 

a road (very likely 

Roman); interrupted 

black ς followed track. 

 

As before, we identified the tracks of chalk in the burned mixture; they are interesting, having as 
replica only the Dacian embankment from tƻƴƻǊƛŎƛ όαhǊŇǒǘƛŜƛέ Mountains, near Cioclovina village)15. 
The studies made on the field at the last location have concluded ό¢ŜƻŘƻǊΣ tŜסŀƴΣ .ŜǊȊƻǾŀn, 2013) 
that the mixture of burned adobe, which contains a lot of calcium, is very hard, similar to a brick, 
despite the fact that it is lighter and more porous; the mixture is the result of the local conditions, 
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 As a preliminary hypothesisΣ ǘƘƛǎ αƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ wƻƳŀƴǎ ƻǿŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ƻǘƘŜǊ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎΦ 
The Romans are famous not only for their building standards, but also for their practical spirit and the capacity 
to adapt to local resources. The sedimentology samplings (see Section 8 of the report) gave interesting 
suggestions including about the building of these banks.   
14

 The usual distance, from previous researches, should not be smaller than half a mile. In this case we are only 
300 meters of the fort, and the guard might have been more rigorous.  
15

 See TEODOR et al. 2013, (ample) report of the field survey in the area Ponorici, with elements of 
archeometric analysis of the burned materials.  



 

the chalkstone being almost omnipresent in the area. The appearance of the same aspect ς burned 
adobe with clear traces of a whitish material (see fig. 2.7) ς had the sure gift of intriguing us; our 
attempt of breaking the burned clay boulder from the image, with two boot hits, failed, thus 
demonstrating a considerable hardness. To our great surprise, we found at the base of the slope 
chalkstone basins, at less than 20 m from the embankmentΩǎ ƛƴŦŜǊƛƻǊ ŜƴŘΣ clearly visible in 
ploughland, and a second one further on, at 127 m WNW from the same landmark, revealed by small 
unauthorized diggings (probably by users of detectors), at the foot of the slope. .ŀŎƪ ǘƘŜƴ ǿŜ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ 
understood why both were in the valley, but now we got it: there was the resource, calcareous 
concretions that appear at a certain depth, therefore easier to be found in the valley, where the 
water had carved in the superior geologic layers. Clarifications of this aspect were made later, in two 
distinct missions, labelled as άPutineiu missionέ and άCoring missionέΦ 

A last episode, άTurnu aŇƎǳǊŜƭŜ missionέ consisted in searching a previously drone revealed Roman 
road, north of Urlui Valley. The track was long and unusually hard (especially for the car, see fig. 2.8). 
We failed in the attempt of finding the southern segment of the road, near Urlui rivulet; still the road 
was identified on the field, quite difficult, on the northern half of the investigated segment, as a very 
discrete shrivelling of the earth, sporadically accompanied by supposedly Roman building materials 
(including a brick fragment). 

The research from Urlui Valley ended in a point east of Mocanului Valley, which is very important 
because it is the only one for which we know two Roman roads, plus the embankment, in a relatively 
restrained perimeter. In this point was made a new topographic section across the embankment, our 
desire being especially to describe the relationship between the embankment and the terrain around 
it (fig. 2.9); as we can easily see, despite the fact that the field is slightly sloped16, no ditches can be 
observed, on neither side of the embankment. The preserved height is, depending on the calculus 
method, between 0.86 and 0.75 m, at a dissipation of only 28.5 m; here, the profiling is a lot bigger 
than in other known parts, namely 2.8%. On short ς this segment of embankment is relatively easy to 
observe, even from some distance.   
 

 

Figure 2.9. Topographic axis (NW-SE) across the Roman embankment in the point Mocanului Valley. 
 

 

 

 

2.3. Putineiu Mission 

2.3.1. Activities in the area of Putineiu village 

The field activity developed on 16-17 October, with the purpose of completing the previous mission, 
including getting back to some points and gathering some details. The first objectives were 
connected to Putineiu village, hence the (conventional) name of the mission 
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 !ǘ ǘƘŜ ŀȄƛǎΩ ǎǳǇŜǊƛƻǊ ǇŀǊǘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƛǎ 3.29 m, on a slope of 2.32%. 



 

 
 

Figure 2.10. Field survey on the fortlet from Putineiu. 

 

We came back on the place of the fort, south of the village. The surface of interest was partially 
freshly tilled (fig. 2.10). ¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊǘΩǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƛƳŜ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀŎŎǳǊŀǘŜƭȅ17, 
the place being almost one meter higher than the surrounding surfaces. The density of 
archaeological materials is normal for a Roman fort (although inferior, for instance, than those found 
at Urlui Valley). ¢ƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ǇŀǊŀƳŜƴǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǊŀƛǎŜŘ ƛƴ ŀ 
similar manner with those from Urlui Valley, using burned adobe; here also there is a quantitative 
difference, in the sense that at Putineiu these traces are somehow more discrete. Worthy of 
signalling, the frontier embankment nearby (135 m east of the fort) dƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ 
burned adobe, keeping the characteristics observed along the track from Danube until up here.  The 
embankment is practically invisible in the proximity of the village, on the fort line18. It was observed 
in a position located 700 m SSE of the fort, as an extremely discrete shrivelling of the plain, 
accompanied by very few artefacts.   

The second objective followed at Putineiu was /ŇƭƳŇסǳi River grassland, seeking the military facilities 
which controlled the crossing of the most important water course between Danube and Vedea. The 
previous literature never expressed its point about the subject, except for Pamfil Polonic19, who only 
said that the embankment could be seen in /ŇƭƳŇסǳƛ grassland, without offering a description or 
topographic landmarks. An important suggestion concerning the place where this thing could happen 
is offered by Planurile Director de Tragere (sheet 3637 from 1930), indicating the embankment 
alignment north of the rivulet; the most probable continuation would be, of course, in a face-to-face 
position. On the strength of these clues, taking profit ς starting with April 2014 ς of a better 
orthophotoplan20 than the previous editions, we were able to sketch a more exact hypothesis 
concerning the layout of the embankment in the grassland (see fig. 2.11). 
 

                                                           
17

 Although we have four sets of orthophotos, at which we can add those accessible on Google Earth or Bing, 
until now we were not able to locate the fort αbeyond any doubtέΦ In our previous documentation (which 
derives from TEODOR 2013) the fort was located approx. correctly (with an error of approx. 15 m, considering 
the fort centre), but this fact was rather the result of luck than of a certitude.  
18

 He had disappeared from the landscape since Pamfil PolonicΩǎ ǘƛƳŜǎ, who explicitly mentioned this thing. Not 
completely though, as long as it still appeared on Planurile Director de Tragere (sheet 3637 from 1930). 
Anyway, today this segment of 600 meters is not visible on any of the accessible orthophotos.  
19

 We refer to the notebooks of the topographer of Grigore Tocilescu (the manager of the National Museum of 
Antiquities, at the end of the 19

th
 century), remained unpublished until recently (TEODOR 2013, Appendix 1, for 

the passages referring to Limes Transalututanus). 
20

 We refer to the military orthophotos (2012), from which the National Museum of History benefits due to a 
protocol between the Defence and Culture Ministries.  


