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 We would work from 7:30 am in our trenches, and then break for half an hour at 

10:30am. At the beginning of break time we would all trudge up to the site dig house and plop 

down in the shade created by the shadow of the house. Tired and sweaty we would eat our 

crackers and snacks and drink our water until it was time to get back to work at 11am. We would 

then work until 1pm, where we would clean up the trenches and pack up the equipment, gather 

the bags of pottery for cleaning and head up to the road where we would wait for the busses. We 

would then have a precious 30-40 minutes decide whether or not you had enough time to shower 

before lunch, or to cut your losses, get a drink from the bar, and relax until 2pm when lunch was 

served.  

 Girus provided us with meals, however if you wanted a drink you had to bring it yourself. 

Some people would stick with the water that they brought while some would get a Fanta, soda, 

or beer from the bar. Meals at Girus were typical Romanian food as described earlier; lunch 

would be hot soup and an entrée, while dinner was just an entrée, always with some form of 

meat. Bread was also served at every meal. In the beginning, the women who made the food 

would just place out the trays of food and let us fill our own plates, however as time went on 

they thought that we were taking too much and not leaving enough for people who came later, so 

they started to serve the plates of food themselves. The problem with this was that they would 

start serving before 2pm for lunch or 7pm for dinner, fill the plates and take away the leftovers. 

This posed a problem sometimes when someone came late to lunch or dinner and found no plate 

for them and no leftovers. This also meant that even if you felt that you did not get enough food, 

by the time you finished your first serving the leftovers were gone. 

 After lunch we had free time to nap, read, or really do whatever we pleased. Most people 

cleaned up, napped or hung around. At 5pm everyone headed over to Casa Halmyris where we 
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would wash pottery before dinner. Potter washing consisted of carefully dumping the bags of 

pottery sherds collected over the course of the day or days into a plastic washing tub filled with 

water. You would then gently scrub the pottery sherds one at a time until they were devoid of 

dirt, or as clean as they could be, and then laying them in the sun to dry. Once the pottery sherds 

were dry, you would paint a small corner or edge of a sherd with clear nail polish, wait for that to 

dry, and then write the context number in which the sherd was found on the nail polish with a 

thin permanent marker. You would then wait for the marker to dry, and then paint another coat 

of clear nail polish on the writing to preserve it. All of this pottery would be sent to labs in 

Bucharest to be cataloged. If there were pieces which we knew to be from the same pot, or 

appeared to fit together, we would place them in separate bags to be sent to the labs to be 

reconstructed.  

 Dinner was at 7pm every day, and after dinner we would either be free for the night 

(usually retreating to Girus or the other bar in town to play cards, or pool, and drink) or we 

would have a lecture from one of the directors or a member of the excavation team. The lectures 

all focused on either Halmyris itself, or the Roman activity in the area. They were very 

educational, if not a little dull. Many members of the team decided to pass the lecture time by 

participating in drinking games with what the lecturer was saying. All the while small children 

tried to look in at the windows, to see what the foreigners were watching.  

 

The Site of Halmyris. 

 Halmyris is a Roman military fort constructed in around 106AD during Trajan’s Dacian 

Wars. Dr. Zahariade has been excavating the site since 1981, and started the excavation with 40 
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Romanian soldiers under his command who were the first to dig excavation trenches here. 

Today, the East and North sides of the fort have been excavated in the four by four grid 

methodology, where you dig square trenches four meters by four meters leaving a half meter 

balk to separate the trenches. These balks serve as barriers between trenches, ways to see 

stratigraphy of the soil, as well as walkways between trenches. Over the years many of the 

trenches made in the 1980s have been allowed to be reclaimed by nature. Dr. Zahariade knows 

the site like the back of his hand, and so knows where each trench is, when it was excavated, and 

if it should be kept. During excavation in the summer of 2015, which I was a part of, we kept 

three trenches near the active excavation for the disposal of dirt. As long as the Roman walls in 

the trenches were not covered by our dirt, Dr. Zahariade could still be aware of what was there in 

relation to the newly excavated material. Once one trench was deemed full by Dr. Zahariade, we 

would hack at some plants to make another path for our wheelbarrows to the next trench; and 

digging continued.  

 The site of Halmyris contains hundreds of years of history, all shown through the 

archaeology that is preformed there. Archaeology is governed by the Law of Superposition, 

meaning that the layers of rock, soil, and archaeological material are placed down one after the 

other as time goes by. Each consecutive layer is older than the last. Therefore, the layers at the 

top are younger, and as you continue to excavate downward you come upon older and older 

layers. There are different ways for archaeologists to go about uncovering these layers. You can 

excavate each trench until you come upon the bedrock, or sterile soil, meaning that evidence of 

human activity of the site ceases because you have reached a layer of time before humans 

occupied the site. This method is called vertical excavation. There is also horizontal excavation, 



65 
 

where you bring the entire site down context by context, keeping each trench roughly at the same 

time period. You then may stop excavation to keep later features exposed.  

The problem with all excavation is its destructive nature. That is, once you have 

excavated a layer, you can’t get it back, that evidence is essentially gone except the records that 

archaeologists have kept and the artifacts that they have collected. However these excavations 

can never be repeated because of the loss of material, meaning that when accidents and mistakes 

happen, and they do happen, that evidence cannot be re-excavated by other scientists.  

Not all layers, or strata, are as cut and dry as one on top of the other. Different forces can 

shift strata, and some might not carry all the way through the area that you’re excavating. Nature 

can also disrupt strata, tree roots can make holes and turn soil disrupting the archaeological 

layers. Other disruptive forces are animals. This was the case in my trench, Trench B. We had 

evidence of mole like animals which burrowed in the ground creating holes. Their bones were 

everywhere. Burrowing animals such as these create holes within the strata layers and can move 

small artefacts from one layer to another. These disturbances have to be documented on every 

context sheet for the trench.  

 Another form of archaeology is survey. There are different types of surveys that can be 

conducted, aerial survey, regional survey, and geophysical survey. All surveys look at surface 

finds, or finds that can be seen just below the ground surface through ground penetrating radar. 

All of these types of surveys are nondestructive. This means that you can revisit the site and 

continue to find and document material. It also lets archaeologists see the wider context of the 

landscape and the relationship of the site to the surrounding land, whereas excavation shows you 

a narrower view of life solely inside the areas of excavation.  
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Let’s get Dirty! 

 During the 2015 season, we opened up three new trenches and continued excavation on a 

trench opened the previous year, right next to the new trenches. (See Figure 1) We were hoping 

to spread some light on what exactly was going on architecturally, and how the rooms of Trench 

B fit into the fort. The new trenches were 16x4 meters, and separated into 4x4 sections with three 

excavators per section. I was placed into Trench B in section 2. Trench B was Emily’s trench, 

and the section leaders were Matt, my section leader, and Cassie, the section leader of B1. (See 

Figure 3) Trench B was a room where lots of pottery fragments were found and some coins. 

Trench B started as a single room with two doorways facing south. (See Figure 2) The North 

wall of the trench was the large fortification wall of the fort. For these reasons, before excavation 

in 2015, the room was thought to be a possible storage room or perhaps barracks. As we 

excavated, Trench B became somewhat of a mystery. 

 The process of excavation is rather simple, remove the top 3-5cm of soil as a 

contaminated context layer, bagging any finds it contains, after which you remove soil and rock 

layer by layer in contexts, keeping track of all finds. A context changes when there is a change is 

soil type, meaning that it might become finer, grainer, be made of different types of soil, or if 

there is an obvious change in types of finds, increase in pottery sherds, or if there are obvious 

features which warrant their own contexts. In Trench B, the top layer was a destruction layer, 

and we could continue to find destruction layers at various points during the excavation. At each 

change in context, new find bags would be labeled and used, and the trench would be swept 

clean and photographed for documentation. Photographing the trench also required the use of 

visual measurements to provide researchers with points of reference, and the corners and average 

depth of the trench was taken after each context was finished. A sketch would also be done of 
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each context as it was finished, soil texture and gain size was noted and logged, and all finds and 

methods were documented on a context sheet along with all the conditions and dates in which the 

context was excavated. For measuring the depth of each trench section, there was a reference 

point at the highest point along the walls of the trench which was used for each measurement.  

 Methods of excavating were determined by the type of soil of each context. For 

destruction layers which comprised of rock fall from when the walls and ceiling collapsed, a 

large pickaxe was used along with shovels. Shovels, hand picks, and trowels were great tools not 

just for removing soil, but for also keeping track of depth and keeping the entire trench level. 

You would remove the soil across the whole trench at certain centimeter depth making sure to 

keep the whole trench section level as you moved. For compact soil hand picks and shovels 

sometimes have to be used. If you find something larger that needs to be excavated around, an 

archaeologist will use a trowel and leave the object in situ, or as it lies until it is fully excavated 

around as to not remove it prematurely from the context and risk breaking it or disturbing the 

layers underneath it. (See Figure 4) It was always hard when we found something that did not 

pop out of the ground when prompted, and have to leave it in the ground because we had gone 

the depth of the context. Our first instinct is to pull it up, but that can damage it, and cause holes 

to be formed in your context which go too deep.  

 In Trench B2, one of my trench mates, Phil, kept meeting with this problem. He found 

nails, large pieces of pottery, and bone that had to be left for a while until the whole context was 

down to the proper depth, documented, and all finds catalogued before he could excavate his 

finds as part of a new context.  Poor Phil also met with the reoccurring instances of leaving his 

area of work, only to have a small find be found in the immediate area where he was just 

working.  
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 Documenting finds worked in different ways. All pottery and bone had their respective 

bags. General pottery was placed into a large bag containing other sherds from that same context. 

Fine ware, larger sherds, and sherds with distinctive markings such as engravings, paint, or 

decoration where placed in another context bag. All bone was place in a bag and documented as 

well, except worked bone which went into its own context bag. All other artifact finds were 

documented as “small finds”. These small finds were cataloged separately, their location in the 

trench was noted along with their depth, when they were found, what contest they were found in, 

and who found them. All small finds where then placed in labeled bags in a box by the directors 

table. Small finds ranged from metal sling shot balls, to nails, to coins, and oil lamps.  

 Coins where especially coveted finds, and their discovery always was a cause for 

celebration and excitement. Coins can be dated, which gives a general reference date for the 

areas that we excavated. Dr. Karavas was especially happy about coin finds, and bought a bottle 

of beer for whoever found it. During the 2015 season, only three coins were found, which is a 

small amount considering the previous season when over ten were discovered. My trench, led by 

Matt and Cassie, made a bet with the next trench over, headed by JQ, which was whosever 

trench found a coin fist would be bought and served beer by the opposing trench. It was fun, 

competitive, and Trench B was victorious. Two of the three coins found were found in Trench B 

Section 2, and both were found by Erika, who was one of the luckiest people on the excavation 

when it came to small finds. Matt has excavated in various places, on various continents for six 

years, and has yet to find a single coin. Lucky Erika.  

 Days excavating took a routine pattern, which was fun and soothing. We took shifts 

standing on the trench’s fortification wall being passed buckets of dirt to be wheelbarrowed 

away. We would each do five wheelbarrows full of dirt, before switching with the next person on 
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rotation, making sure that whoever started that day did not start on wheelbarrow duty the next 

day as well. As the trench became deeper it became impossible for those in the trench to lift the 

heavy buckets up to the person standing on the wall, and so the person on wheelbarrow duty had 

to move to the doorways of the room. No one is the trench complained about taking dirt duty and 

there was mutual understanding and comradery among us. This was not true in every trench 

however, where there was no system of wheelbarrow duty set up. I often heard how some of the 

stronger students were tasked with moving more wheelbarrows then some of their companions, 

which after a few weeks started to grate at some people. However for the most part, people 

worked hard, and there were few issues that needed to be sorted out with the work load spread 

among the 30 archaeologists.  

 I myself was very happy and fortunate with my trench and my trench mates. The first day 

I brought a small speaker so the whole trench could enjoy music as we worked. Having earbuds 

in was dangerous with the tools being used and the risk of injury, so were thus prohibited; but as 

long as we turned off the music when one of the directors was giving instruction and we could all 

hear each other, our music could play away. After our example, the other trenches followed suit 

with music of their own, and different types of music could be heard depending on what trench 

you were in. As for Trench B, we were blessed with having Murph in our presents, our very own 

crass musician, which facilitated hysterical and engaging conversations about the music we were 

listening too, and about his many crazy Australian adventures. Our music tastes ranged from 

Rap, to country, to 80s pop music, and you never knew what would be on when the tourists came 

around. One memorable day saw me almost fall face first in the dirt as I hastened to turn off the 

Eminem that was blasting obesities as a school group of small Romanian children toured our site.  
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 Conversation flowed easily in our trench, and although I cannot say to the dynamic and 

nature of other trenches, work moved quickly as we talked. The sections of Trench B soon 

became separated by a wall as we excavated, separating it into two rooms. A step down into each 

section from both doorways showed their continued relation to each other. We found paving 

stones at the north end of the trench along the fortification wall which was at one time a floor, 

with another floor some centimeters deeper, showing different phases of occupation. A raised 

walkway as well as a basin was discovered in Section 1, and a strange formation which might 

have been another basin, or perhaps a hearth were found in section 2, although the lack of 

charcoal and burn layers leave it doubtful of it being a hearth. 

   

Tourists Everywhere! 

 Many times Dr. Karavas and Dr. Zahariade made sure to keep certain finds and features 

present, so as to display them and show context to future tourists. Tourism was always on the 

minds of the directors, and they had a whole plan for how a tourist would walk through the site, 

and what needed to be emphasized and explained. A large section of B2 was left unexcavated 

leaving floor paving stones in situ so that possible tourists could see their connection to the 

doorway and step, despite the hole found against the wall separating the two sections of the 

trench. This hole, and the possible finds it may shelter most likely will never be excavated all so 

that the tourists can understand objects relation to each other and the time periods that the trench 

spans.  

 Despite not having a sign at the road marking the actual location of the site, we saw many 

tourists from all over the world visit. We had Romanian school groups, Canadian vacationers, 
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Australians, Britons, Italians, and Romanians visiting the site. Often times they would stop and 

chat for lengths of time with Dr. Zahariade. The whole site was geared toward public and tourist 

archaeology. Signs explaining different finds and features of the fort were placed all around the 

site at points of excavation. A museum was being built on site, next to the farm house which 

houses the equipment. This museum will house the finds of the excavation and will draw more 

tourists to the area. The museum will be curated by Dr. Zahariade, although be denied being the 

curator, but did say that he would decide what is displayed and what is written about the pieces 

(which we all laughed at because that is almost the very definition of a curator). Everything that 

we did had the looming thought of tourism in the background, and accessibility and presentation 

of the site were often the topics of conversation between John Karavas and Mihail Zahariade.  

 This increase in tourism has already been felt by the local community through its increase 

in paved roads and the money that it brings to the area from traffic through the town and its 

stores and restaurant, as I have mentioned previously.  

 

The Town and the Excavation Team 

 During the four weeks of the excavation, most members of the team stayed within the 

town except to go on weekend day trips to the resort across the lake to relax by the pool. The 

sudden arrival and stay of 30 odd Americans and Europeans is something that I think the town 

has become accustomed to during the summer, and according to Emily, the source of 

entertainment and gossip for the locals.  

 For the most part, people went about their business as they normally did. According to 

Emily, most of the older people didn’t really know why we were there, and those younger people 
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that understood the excavation, didn’t care why we were interested in the site in the first place. 

Emily said that the excavation team was the source of gossip for the town, and that it was always 

a big deal when the season started, however beyond the gossip, people were not directly affected 

or benefited by our presence and really paid us no mind. Only visitors to the Murighiol were 

interested as to why there were so many foreigners here, and when they learned about the 

excavation they seemed interested in the site, but not in its larger social and political 

implications. The only one who seemed to associate the site with Romania and its heritage was a 

man from Moldova who was biking across Romania, and stopped to help out for a few days. The 

man, whom I will call Andrei, stopped at the site to inquire what it was and for a drink of water. 

Learning that only Mihail was Romanian, he set about helping to carry buckets of dirt and rock, 

and take wheelbarrows to be emptied, and other helpful things in the trenches. He said that it was 

a shame that there were not more Romanians working on a Romanian site, and as a Romanian, 

felt he should lend a hand. This was the only person who I met that directly associated the 

Roman ruins as being directly Romanian in nature. He worked with us for two days, and gave us 

all watermelon and ice cream as a parting gift.  

 The people in Murighiol where well aware of the site, but besides the tourist traffic 

through their town seemed to have no interest in the excavation. They did however have a local 

legend associated with it that was not told to me by a local, but rather by Mihail, John, and other 

members of the team. Mihail first heard the story from the locals, and now loves to tell it to the 

team. The story is an Urban Legend which states that if you go out to the site on a full moon, a 

woman dressed in white and riding a white horse will appear and ride around the inside of the 

fort at midnight. The legend says, that if you see her you will die within 24 hours. Mihail always 

thought the story was an interesting old wives tale, but in 2004, they uncovered the body of a 
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women, a warrior judging by her injuries and the arrow head in her spine, buried beneath the 

Basilica on top of the crypt which held two Christian saints. They gave the women the nickname 

“Xena” after the fictional warrior princes. Mihail always thought that it was interesting that there 

was a kernel of historical truth to the legend: that there was a warrior woman buried at the site. 

Urban Legends like this often pop up around archaeological ruins. People can see that people 

once lived there, and that ruins had been abandoned. Legends such as this one often involve 

ghosts and curses to explain why sites were abandoned and people no longer live there.  

 Beyond the urban legend, which I was told about not by the people of Murighiol but 

rather Mihail, there really was no interaction between the town and the site. No one besides 

Andrei who was just passing through, seemed to have any interest in the actual archaeology and 

the history of the site. They were more interested in our being there than the work being done.  

 People who directly benefited from the money that the team brought into the town were 

very willing to accommodate our needs. As mentioned previously, Girus, the general store, and 

Mariana’s were the business who seemed to me to gain the most, however other people 

benefitted as well. One Saturday, which was a day off of excavation, the fisherman, mainly 

Nicou and his friends, offered to take us on the Danube in their fishing boats for a fee. This fee 

was around 70 Leu per person, which in American Dollars was about $17.30. The Danube cruise 

was a fun relaxing morning, in which the fisherman zoomed us around the Danube and the delta, 

and then had us eat in the restaurant of one of their brothers. In Murighiol I saw at least three 

houses with signs out front which advertised Danube tours, and as you walked toward the 

Danube inlet where the fisherman docked their boats, which was about 4-5 km from the town, 

you saw more of these “tours” being advertised; another effect of the increase in tourism in the 

area.  
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 The day of the cruise, was also the day of one of the more significant local political and 

social events of the town; although I was not aware of its importance until about an hour before 

the party. Every year the excavation team throws a birthday party for Mihail at his home at Casa 

Halmyris. This is the biggest event of the summer and everyone important in the town is invited. 

There is masses of meat cooked on an outdoor fire and Emily and I were in charge of making a 

cake with multiple tiers. Four other members of our team were tasked with making about ten 

pounds of pasta and sauce to go with it. This was a big event in such a small town.  

 What took me off guard was who was not invited: Mariana. Mihail has been living in the 

town every summer for the last 30 years. He and Mariana had a falling out when it came to 

housing the excavation members. Since then, Nicou and Mariana have not been invited to his 

birthday parties, all because pride was hurt. These parties are the social event to go for the year, 

to be invited is an important social standing, saying that you have connections with Mihail and 

therefore Bucharest and the foreigners. According to one longstanding member of the excavation 

team, tensions between Mariana and Mihail have created a social and political rift through the 

town.  

 Through my time in Murighiol and at Halmyris I was surprised to find an almost lack of 

interest in the Roman ruins just a few miles down the road. Where the government and education 

system seem to use the Roman and Dacian heritage of the region to their political gains, on a 

local scale there is not much interest either way. The people of Murighiol may see themselves as 

the decedents of the Romans and the Dacians, I am not sure, but through their everyday lives it 

does not affect them; the ruins are a tourist attraction, and have a much bigger role as an 

economic tie to the area then a landmark of their heritage.  
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Archaeological Findings 

 Through the excavation, we uncovered artefacts that support the ideas that Halmyris was 

connected to the rest of the Roman Empire though trade. While the excavation of the summer of 

2015 focused on contexts that date closer to the 4th through 6th centuries, the finds within these 

contexts can tell us a lot about what life was like, and the connections of people and places 

outside of Halmyris to the fort and surrounding region. During excavation we found two coins, 

worked bone, large amounts of pottery and ceramic material, and a type of rock called porphyry. 

 While the ceramic ware was not dated while on excavation, it can be inferred that some 

contexts are from after the martyrdom of Epictet and Astion in 290 CE, because of the Christian 

iconography depicted on them, such as crosses, and inscriptions. Christianity did not come into 

this region before the mass conversions performed by the martyrs before their deaths. In the 

previous year’s excavation, one oil lamp was even found with an inscription which said “I am 

the light”, which could be both a reference to the function of the lamp as a source of light and the 

fact that the lamp was also stamped with Christian crosses, referring to Jesus. These crosses and 

other Christian iconographies show the spread of Christianity though the empire during the late 

Roman and early Byzantine periods. The region was connected to others through shared 

ideologies, and the spread of religion. This religion would spread through the Dacian province 

and become the foundation of Romania’s modern day Orthodox Church. Other ceramics that 

were found include different sizes of fishing weights which shows the support of the fortress 

through practices such as fishing, and which could also suggest that there may have been a 

commercial fishing industry in the civic period of the fortress. (See Figure 5) 

 The coins that were found can also point to strong connections both socially and 

economically to other areas of the empire. The coin that was the most identifiable and well 
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preserved was a Byzantine coin with the mark of Constantinople. This coin dating roughly to the 

4th century CE shows that Halmyris was connected to Constantinople through trade and through 

people. (See Figure6) While we do not know the circumstances of how the coin ended up at 

Halmyris, its origins are in Constantinople as only coins minted in the city could bare the stamp. 

This means that either the coin wound up in its final resting place because its owner traveled 

from Constantinople to Halmyris, or that is passed through many hands because of trade and the 

economy before finding itself in the archaeological context of the site. Either way, this shows the 

connections of Halmyris to the rest of the empire: where money travels, so does culture and 

ideas.  

 Another significant find was the discovery of three different pieces porphyry. This stone 

is only found architecturally in a handful of other places in the Roman Empire. It is normally 

used for temples, basilicas, and important civic buildings. To find it in Halmyris is very 

significant, but it was found in no context which would point to the nature of the building in 

which it was found. Two pieces were found during the excavation, while the third was found on 

a shelf in the dig house where the guard must have placed it after picking it up on one of his 

walks around the site. The pieces were found on their own, and it is impossible to tell if they 

were a part of floors or walls. Having such an important architectural feature might infer that 

Halmyris had a much larger importance and role in the region than even previously thought.    

 Being a port for both the Black Sea and the Danube River, as well as being a boundary 

between the empire and barbarian lands (at some points in its lifespan), means that Halmyris was 

a hub for the transfer of ideas and culture, as well as goods. The finds that the excavation 

continues to uncover only add to the evidence of the connection the fort and region had to the 

greater empire. Without this exchange of peoples, ideas, economy, and culture, Romania may not 
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have been able to develop a culture that would withstand the pressure and influence of outside 

political and social forces in the hundreds of years that it took for Romania to gain its 

independence and become modern day Romania.  
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ARGUMENTUM 

Romania has a history that has seen countless influences from outside forces. The Roman 

army paved the way for Romanization of the Dacian region, and was the driving force for the 

Roman influence through law and culture which would ultimately shape the history and drive of 

the modern Romanian state. Through the push into Dacia by the Emperor Trajan during his 

Dacian Wars, the region was flooded with Roman culture, codes of law, and the organized 

structure of the Roman military order.  

The Roman military was a political, social, and military force in the regions in which 

they were stationed. Soldiers would being their religion, their language, and their culture to the 

regions in which they were stationed, and often these legions were originally from the same 

regions of the empire, meaning that they transferred as a whole the different cultures of the 

empire. Legions were more than just fighting forces, they were also constructed and maintained 

the fortification in which they lived. They used local resources and the help of local craftsman to 

build and maintain them. This brought close social interactions between the soldiers of the army 

and the local people. These social connections spread the Roman culture, along with Roman 

code of law which would continue through Dacia even once the Roman administration retreated 

south in 274BCE.  

The Roman military was not only the catalyst of the spread of Roman culture through the 

soldiers and sailors who served Rome, but also through the security they provided to the lands 

they protected. Trade along the Danube would have been protected and controlled by the 

presence of the sting of Roman forts along the river, where the fort of Halmyris controlled not 

just the river, but also the delta where all traffic going in and out of the Danube would be forced 
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to pass to and from the Black Sea. The economy of the region would have stabilized and 

flourished under the protection that the military provided. Trade by water was the safest and fast 

way to transport goods through the empire and beyond its borders. Land transportation could 

only transport as much as a team of oxen were able to pull, and everyone on the cargo caravan 

had to be payed per day of transport, including the drivers and the hired protection. 

Transportation by ship however was preferred by merchants because of the ease of transport. 

Ships could hold much more cargo then a team of oxen, and depending on tide and weather 

conditions goods could be transported quickly from one end of the empire to another. By 

allowing safe and controlled waters, and safe access to the Danube River and the land it flows 

through, the Roman army allowed culture, ideas, and goods to flow through Dacia. By providing 

such protection, the army also allowed for Roman colonists to spread and to settle in Dacia, 

which further cemented the Roman legacy in the region.  

Politics after the withdrawal of Rome from Dacia never truly got rid of the Roman model. 

Roman Codes of Law and administration were scaled down to meet the needs of the smaller 

settlements which popped up after the Romans retreated. Latin is what firmly cemented the 

legacy of Rome as well; when Romania became surrounded by the Slavs, it held onto its 

Romanic language which had its origins firmly planted in Latin. Throughout the political history 

of Romania, it is the language which kept being brought into the argument for having a Roman 

heritage, and made the people of Romania the inheritors and descendants of Rome. Manipulation 

of Romania’s Roman past were used by those who proposed unity and Independence of the 

Romanian provinces such Stephen the Great, Prince Michael the Brave, and King Ferdinand I. 

They used the common language of Romanian to argue that Moldova, Walachia, and 

Transylvania should be one nation, with the Romanian language as proof of a common heritage 
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and identity.  They also used it as a link to the West and Western Europe rather than the Slavic 

dominated East and the rising power of Communism. However during the communist era of 

Romania, the leaders suppressed the ideas of the Latin origin of the language and highlighted 

instead the small Slavic influences on the language.  

Roman heritage was used by those in power in the 13th through 19th centuries to support 

an idea of a common heritage through Rome; saying that the Romans came in and wiped out the 

Dacians, leaving only Roman settlers behind. This meant that they were descended from Romans 

alone, and therefore were the inheritors of the Roman culture. During the reign of the Romanian 

Communist Party, these ideas of heritage were turned on its head to link the country with the 

east, saying that the modern day Romanians were decedents solely of the Dacians. While the 

truth is much more confusing and complicated than that, the views and ideas of heritage that 

have changed over time is an insight into how perception can change based on the push and pull 

of political systems. In reality, the two cultures of Dacia and Rome, and the soldiers and settlers 

who colonized Dacia mixed socially, and the result was the medieval culture which continued to 

adapt and change to form the culture of today. Heritage and culture are things that change 

through time, and are influenced by numerous internal and external forces.  

On a larger political scale, the influence of Rome and the heritage that is being portrayed 

by the government and ruling body have little effect on a smaller local level that can be seen at 

the archaeological site of Halmyris and in the town of Murighiol. There the local politics and 

social culture is more revolved around the money and tourism that the excavation brings into the 

area, rather than the history and the potential link to the Romanian past it may signify. In my 

own experience working at Halmyris, people were more interested in the business that was 

brought into the area rather than why people were interested in the old site to begin with, and no 
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one but Andrei seemed concerned that a group of foreigners were excavating a Romanian site. 

The only group or organization that had a problem with the excavation preceding as it did was 

the Romanian Orthodox Church, who took particular interest in the site after the discovery of the 

two saints buried in a crypt under the basilica. This history of the site, where the first 

conversations to Christianity and the martyrdom of two saints occurred mark Halmyris as a holy 

site, and if it were up to the church there would be no further excavation. However even with this 

interest and this obvious link to the Christian heritage of Romania, the Orthodox Church still will 

not allocate the funds to help the excavation preserve the basilica, the crypt, and the frescos, 

which are slowly succumbing to the test of time. So even while this obvious link to heritage is 

found at the site, the local interest is not there. Instead the interest is from the government and 

the Universities in Bucharest, who fund the excavation and use it as a tool to boost tourism to the 

country, and further link themselves with the West and their connection with a Roman past.  

Throughout all of this, the one factor that made the whole history of Romania possible 

was the Roman Military. Without that driving force, the culture of Rome would not have had the 

foothold in Romania that it did and it would not have lasted, at least in part, to the test of history 

without the Roman Military. The Roman Military brought Roman culture into Romania, and 

made the region stable and secure enough for it to spread, adapt, and flourish to become the 

legacy that Romania now holds claim to.  
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PHOTO CATALOG 

 

Figure 1 

Location: East Precinct of Fort 

Description: The opening of the 

three 16x4 trenches, second day of 

excavation.  

Photo Credit: Colleen Lovely 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2 

Location: Trench B, East 

Precinct of Fort 

Description: Building B, 

which had been opened in the 

summer excavation of 2014. 

The building had two doors at 

the west wall, and stood along 

the Fort fortification wall on 

the east side. First day of 

excavation 2015. 

Photo Credit: Colleen Lovely 
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Figure 3 

Location: Trench B, East 

Precinct of the Fort 

Description: The members of 

trench B two weeks into 

excavation. Through two 

destruction layers it became 

apparent that Room B was two 

rooms, separated by a wall.  

Photo Credit: Megan 

McCloud  

 

 

 

Figure 4 

Location: Trench B2, East Precinct of Fort 

Description: Excavation team member 

Shelly preforming the proper way to use a 

trowel for detailed excavation.  

Photo Credit: Colleen Lovely 
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Figure 5 

Artefact: Fishing weight  

Description: A ceramic fishing weight 

found in Building B. This fishing 

weight and others like it indicate that 

there may have been urban fishing 

network connected with the fort. 

 

Photo Credit: Colleen Lovely 

 

 

 

  

Figure 6 

Artefact: Coin with the seal of 

Constantinople   

Description: This coin was found in 

trench 12 on the East Precinct of the 

fort. Dated during the reign of 

Constantine, c 4th century CE. This 

shows movement of goods and people 

through the Empire, as this coin has to 

have been minted in Constantinople to 

bear this seal.  

Photo Credit: Colleen Lovely  
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