
 
 

A POSSIBLE DACIAN BURIAL 
IN THE VECINITY OF THE PIATRA CRAIVII FORTRESS 

 
 

The topic of this article is an old discovery in the Craiva area, almost 100 
years ago. The information is published by Herepei Károly in 1901 and refers to 
an accidental discovery at the base of the Piatra Caprei (Piatra Craivii) rock 
outcrop. The archaeologist, from Aiud, explained that, due to the pluvial 
errosion on the slopes a “hideout” was revealed and from which a shepherd took 
about 20 items of various nature. Only a part of these objects have reached the 
Aiud Museum, through a lawyer named Kereches, these being the  known 
objects to be later published by Herepey. The items presented (Pl. 1/1-6) were 
all iron and were described as follows: 
1. Fragment of an iron object 
2. Fragment of a La Tène type sword 
3. Fragment of a La Tène type sword 
4. The bended tip of a La Tène type sword 
5. A sharp iron spear 
6. A throwing spear made of iron. 

Herepey also speaks of other indefinite objects that were not described or 
illustrated1. 

The materials that appeared by chance at Craiva will quickly generate 
interest among the specialist that dealt with La Tène discoveries from Transyl-
vania. Thus, V. Pârvan in his Getica is quoting K. Herepey, about the three 
fragmentary La Tène swords2. It is clear that Pârvan was not thinking of placing 
this discovery as belonging to the gets, but, according to the type of weapon, to 
the Celts3. This is explaining the fact that any later references to this discovery at 
Piatra Craivii were limited to the interpretation given by Pârvan. 

Another reference is made by I. Nestor, on the same idea as V. Pârvan, 
and making a repertory of the lot from Piatra Craivii as belonging to the Celts 
and inserting them in his discission on the “Celtic culture”4. 

For a while the discovery was overlooked, more consistent references 
being made after 1950’s. It is likely that these were the discoveries that I. Berciu 
referred to in 1966, in his study upon the Dacian site of Piatra Craivii, when he 
stated that in the Aiud museum there are nine iron swords on exhibit from before 
                                                 
1 Herepey 1901, p. 76-77, Pl. XXI/228-233. 
2 Pârvan 1926, p. 504. 
3 Ibidem, p. 505; 449 (french resumé). 
4 Nestor 1933, p. 154, footnote 637. 
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1900, among other items5. One year earlier the research team investigating the 
Dacian fortress at Piatra Craivii, composed of I. Berciu, Al. Popa and H. 
Daicoviciu, mentioned this discovery, also stating that the initial significance 
and cultural origin of the objects was no longer plausible6. 

In the archaeological repertory of the county of Alba, published in 1995, 
this discovery was stated as an La Tène iron hoard, with three fragmentary 
swords, three spear tips and one clamp (presented as a buckle). 

In 2005 Gabriela Gheorghiu, refering to the same discovery considers that 
we are dealing with an Dacian iron hoard containing three fragmentary swords, 
three spear tips and one clamp presented as buckle7. 

One year later, I. V. Ferencz places Piatra Craivii among the sites with 
Celtic burials belonging to the Middle La Tène period8. 

Therefore it is obvious that around this discovery an entire small literature 
was generated, most of the time confusing, probably also due to quotations made 
only to recent articles, with distorted information, and not based on the original 
description by Herepey. The discovery oscillates in being described either as an 
iron hoard belonging to the La Tène period, either of Dacian or Celtic origin and 
that of a possible Celtic burial. 

In the literature it was acknowledged that the three fragments of swords 
actually belonged to an equal number of swords, and this is a mistake according 
to us. Considering the published drawing9 (Pl. 1/1-3), the fragments belong 
rather to a single sword, of Celtic origin, that was ritually folded (as suggested 
by the strongly bent tip of the sword) and later broken in three fragments (Pl. 
2/1). Given the association of the spear tips (Pl. 1/5-6 = 2/3-4) with the Celtic 
sword it is very likely that this so called “iron hoard” from Craiva represents in 
fact the remains of a Dacian burial, most likely of the Padea-Panaghiurski-
Kolonii type10, in close connection with the fortification nearby. 

The sword (Pl. 2/1) falls within the so called “Celtic type”, and it is found 
especially in burials dated to the II-I centuries BC. Similar items from burial 
contexts are known at Pope� ti11, R� c� t� u12, Corlate13, B� beni-Olte�14, Orodel15, 

                                                 
5 Berciu 1966, p. 47. 
6 Berciu et alii 1965, p. 118, footnote 5. 
7 Gheorghiu 2005, p. 34. 
8 Ferencz 2006 a, Pl. V, nr. 6; see also Ferencz 2006b, p. 136. 
9 Herepey 1901, Pl. XXI/229-231. 
10 For these discoveries on the Mure�  valley, see Rustoiu 2002, p. 25-40. 
11 Vulpe 1976, p. 201, 213, Fig. 13; Cri� an 1986, p. 82; Cri� an 1993 a, p. 226; Sârbu 1993, Fig. 10/ 
4; Sârbu 1994, p. 133. 
12 Vulpe, C� pitanu 1971, p. 155, 158, Fig. 3/8 = 4/5. 
13 Berciu 1939, p. 207; Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. II/1. 
14 Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. I/1, 3. 
15 Berciu 1939, p. 210, Fig. 257/1; Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. III/1. 
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Gruia16, Ostrovul � imian17, Turnu-Severin18, Gârla Mic� 19, Dobrosloveni20, C� l� ra� i 
(county of Dolj)21, Gogo� i�a22, at Zemplin23, Mala Kopania24 or Montana (Bulga-
ria)25. In south-western Transylvania only five Celtic type swords were found in 
Dacian contexts. A whole sword was discovered in the Piatra Ro� ie fortress26 and 
another one, fragmentary, with a decorated holster, was found in the tumuli tomb 
from C� lan27. Another three items were discovered in the tumuli necropolis at 
Cugir: a sword within a decorated holster from T II (the “princiary” tomb)28 and 
two others from T III29. As there can be noticed, all swords of Celtic type from 
southwestern Transylvania, excepting that from Piatra Ro� ie have a funerary 
context. But also in this last case may be necessary the rediscussion of the whole 
inventary discovered in the “natural cavity” from Piatra Ro� ie, which, at least at 
the first sight, presents associations of pieces specific to the tombs of warriors30. 

The ritual folding of Celtic swords, two or three times, is noticed especially 
for the Celtic warrior tombs, but it is also encountered in the tombs of II to I 
century B. C. in Dacia. The same ritual was observed for swords in the burials of 
Pope� ti (burial 4)31, Zvenigorod32, Zemplin33 or Mala Kopania (burial 2), dated 
as Ist century A. D.34. 

The item with uncertain usage (Pl. 1/4 = 2/2) was considered either as a 
clamp even as a buckle35. It could belong, most likely, to the handle of a shield. 
Similar items are known in the Dacian world, as those from Munkács36. 

                                                 
16 Pârvan 1926, Pl. XXXVII/3; Berciu 1939, p. 210, Fig. 258/1. 
17 Berciu 1939, p. 210, Fig. 258/3; Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. IV/9. 
18 Pârvan 1926, Pl. XXXVII/1; Berciu 1939, p. 210, Fig. 258/4. 
19 Berciu 1939, p. 210, Fig. 258/2; Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. IV/1. 
20 Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. V/12. 
21 Berciu 1939, p. 210; Sârbu 1993, Fig.17/1. 
22 Nicol� escu-Plop�or 1948, Pl. IV/2, 4. 
23 Sârbu 1993, Fig. 22/4; Sârbu 1994, p. 133. 
24 Kotigoro� ko et alii 2000-2004, p. 64, Pl. 3/8. 
25 Alexandrov 1984, p. 219, Fig. 5. 
26 Daicoviciu 1954, p. 90-91, Fig. 32-34; Daicoviciu 1984, p. 100; Cri� an 1986, p. 82. 
27 Rustoiu 2002, p. 49, Fig. 35; Rustoiu et alii 2002, p. 112, Fig. 6a-6b. 
28 Cri� an 1980a, p. 83; Cri� an 1980b, p. 34; Cri� an 1993a, p. 220, 113 (drawing); Cri� an 1994, 
388; Rustoiu 1994, p. 35; Popa 2004, p. 115, 123, Pl. 11/2. 
29 Rustoiu 1994, p. 35; Popa 2004, p. 115. 
30 Vezi Daicoviciu 1954, p. 66. We do not propose to discuss here the discovery from Piatra Ro� ie. 
We hope to materialize the productive discussions with my colleague Cristian Dima in a 
reinterpretation of the inventory from the “natural cavity”. 
31 Sârbu 1993, p. 73, Fig. 19/4. 
32 Ibidem, p. 80, Fig. 19/2. 
33 Ibidem, p. 81, Fig. 22/4. 
34 Kotigoro� ko et alii 2000-2004, p. 64, Pl. 3/8. In another place within the text they state that it 
was folded four times. 
35 RepArhAlba 1995, p. 83. 
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Pl. 1. - “Celtic” iron objects found at Piatra Craivii (after K. Herepey). 

The spear tips are not a frequent item in Transylvanian Dacian burials. 
Two items are known, both with a medial angled string, one in the royal tumuli 
tomb at Cugir (T II) (county of Alba)37 and another in the C� lan tomb (county of 
Hunedoara)38. The two items at Piatra Craivii seem to fit the same type, but it is 
hard to make an accurate assumption based only on sketched drawings published 
by Herepey. In broad lines, with all the schematisation used in the drawings, the 
spear tips from Piatra Craivii (Pl. 1/5-6 = 2/3-4) can be attributed to type I, using 
the typology proposed by I. Glodariu and E. Iaroslavschi, and can be dated 
broadly between Ist century B. C. – Ist century A. D.39. 
                                                                                                                         
36 Pârvan 1926, p. 525, Fig. 357, miss-interpreted as a shield’s umbo. 
37 Cri� an 1980 a, p. 82-83; Cri� an 1986, p. 78-79; Popa 2004, p. 115, 124, Pl. 12/10. 
38 Rustoiu et alii 2002, p. 112, Fig. 6/1. 
39 Glodariu, Iaroslavschi 1979, p. 132-133. 
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Pl. 2. – Reconstruction of a part from the inventory of the Dacian grave from Piatra Craivii, 

after the pieces reproduced by K. Herepey. 
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The association between the weapons found at Piatra Craivii gives reasons 
to assume the hypothesis that we are dealing with a Dacian funerary inventory, 
as suggested by the folded blade of the Celtic sword. It is hard to make a 
chronological assumption to the discovery but it can be most likely dated to the 
Ist century B. C. The items being discussed are, with little doubt, a unitary lot 
and may indicate the presence of an incineration Dacian necropolis40, similar to 
the other well-known one, around the Dacian fortress Cugir41. 

The recent investigations that are being carried at the Piatra Craivii 
settlement are giving hope to a more precise identification of this second 
necropolis found nearby a Dacian fortress and will hopefully allow the recovery 
of important and new information for the specialists. 

Finally, we wish to make a few observations regarding on the location of 
warrior burials/necropolis for Transylvania. Until the investigation of the Dacian 
necropolis at Cugir it was hard to ascertain the designated place for burials in 
relation to the fortifications that this elite had to defend. As it stands, using 
recent information, we can establish a “pattern” in the location of such aristocratic 
Dacian necropolis. On the Cet�� ii  hill at Cugir, the tumuli necropolis with the 
famous “princiary tomb” occupies the southern, most abrupt slope, close to the 
short edge of the fortification. A different situation is noticed in close-by burials 
for the south-western Transylvania fortifications, but this includes uncertain 
burials, according to the authors. Both at Craiva, Coste� ti-Cet�� uie42, Ardeu43 
and Piatra Ro� ie (?) the burials and the items that can have a funerary role were 
recovered outside the citadel, on the slopes or at the base of the hill, on the long 
side of the fortifications. This likely “pattern” was also followed in the case of 
the others burials next to Dacian fortresses within the Carpathian basin, but with 
no warrior burials found. It is still under debate the location of Dacian warrior 
burials found in isolated places, away from fortifications, such as those from 
T� rt� ria, Blandiana, Teleac or C� lan. For the first three, we express our opinion 
that, at some point, they relate to the finds next to the fortress at Craiva44. The 
recent reinterpretation of this discovery under a funerary role determines us to 
reconsider this opinion. It is thus possible that the burials from Blandiana45, 
T� rt� ria46 and Teleac47, found within relative short distance of each other, by the 
                                                 
40 A recently recovered lot of items, attributed to a possible burial inventory at Piatra Craivii was 
presented by Gabriela Gheorghiu in the special session of the Dacian and Roman Civilisation 
Museum in Deva (June 2007), and gives further basis to the hypothesis of a necropolis around the 
fortress. 
41 Cri� an 1980a; Popa 2004, p. 114-127, Pl. 11-12. 
42 Glodariu et alii 1998, p. 65-66; Glodariu et alii 2000, p. 31; Gheorghiu 2005, p. 208. 
43 Pescaru et alii 2002, p. 42. 
44 Popa, Simina 2004, p. 70. 
45 Ciugudean 1980. 
46 Ciugudean, Ciugudean 1993. 
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river Mure� 48, are linked to an array of defence and control stations on the 
commercial routes that had also a strategic meaning. The tumuli tomb at C� lan 
would also fit this frame, being most likely linked to the exploitation of the rock 
quarry at M� gura C� lanului. 

 
CRISTIAN IOAN POPA 

 
 

UN POSIBIL MORMÂNT DACIC 
ÎN VECIN � TATEA CET �� II DE LA PIATRA CRAIVII 

 
REZUMAT 

 
Obiectul lucr� rii de fa��  îl constituie o mai veche descoperire produs�  la Craiva, cu mai 

bine de 100 de ani în urm� . Informa�ia este publicat�  în limba maghiar�  de c� tre Herepei Károly în 
anul 1901 � i face referire la o apari�ie accidental�  produs�  la poalele în� l�imii numit�  Piatra 
Caprei (Piatra Craivii). Materialele ap� rute fortuit la Craiva vor intra repede în aten�ia 
speciali� tilor care au abordat sintetic descoperirile La Tène din Transilvania, fiind atribuite cel�ilor 
� i interpretate ca fragmente a trei spade, trei vârfuri de lance � i o scoab� -cataram� . 

Dup�  p� rerea noastr� , fragmentele apar�in mai degrab�  unei singure spade de tip celtic, 
îndoit�  ritual (fapt sugerat de vârful piesei puternic îndoit) � i rupt� , ulterior, în trei. Dat�  fiind 
asocierea între vârfurile de lance � i spada de tip celtic, nu este exclus ca piesele de la Craiva s�  
reprezinte, în realitate, resturile unui mormânt dacic, probabil de tip Padea-Panaghiurski-Kolonii, 
aflat în rela�ie cu fortifica�ia din imediata vecin� tate. 

Sabia (Pl. 2/1) se înscrie în rândul celor de “tip celtic”, întâlnite mai cu seam�  în morminte 
datate în sec. II-I a. Chr. Din contexte cu caracter funerar, exemplare de acela� i tip se cunosc de la 
Pope� ti, R� c� t� u, Corlate, B� beni-Olte�, Orodel, Gruia, Ostrovul � imian, Turnu-Severin, Gârla Mic� , 
Dobrosloveni, C� l� ra� i (jud. Dolj), Gogo� i�a, la Zemplin, Mala Kopania ori Montana (Bulgaria). 
Din sud-vestul Transilvaniei provin doar cinci s� bii de tip celtic aflate în contexte dacice. O sabie 
întreag�  s-a g� sit în cetatea de la Piatra Ro� ie, iar o alta, fragmentar� , împreun�  cu teaca decorat� , 
în mormântul tumular de la C� lan. Alte trei exemplare se cunosc din necropola tumular�  de la 
Cugir: o sabie cu teac�  ornamentat�  provine din T II, “mormântul princiar”, iar alte dou�  s� bii din 
T III. Dup�  cum se poate observa, toate spadele de tip celtic din sud-vestul Transilvaniei, cu 
excep�ia celei de la Piatra Ro� ie au un context funerar. Dar � i în acest ultim caz poate ar fi necesar�  
rediscutarea întregului inventar descoperit în „cavitatea natural� ” de la Piatra Ro� ie care, cel pu�in 
la o prim�  vedere, prezint�  asocieri de piese specifice mormintelor de r� zboinici. 

Îndoirea ritual� , de dou�  sau trei ori, a sabiilor de tip celtic se constat�  îndeosebi pentru 
mormintele lupt� torilor cel�i, dar este întâlnit�  � i pentru cele din Dacia secolelor II-I a. Chr. 
Aceea� i practic�  ritual�  a fost observat�  � i în cazul exemplarului din mormântul 4 de la Pope� ti, 
Zvenigorod, Zemplin sau în cazul celui descoperit în mormântul 2 de la Mala Kopania, datat în 
sec. I p. Chr. 

Piesa cu atribuire incert� , considerat�  fie scoab� , fie chiar cataram� , ar putea apar�ine, mai 
probabil, unui mâner de scut. Astfel de piese se cunosc � i în lumea dacic� , precum în descoperirile 
de la Muncaci. 

                                                                                                                         
47 Moga 1982. 
48 Tombs from Blandiana have been discovered quite in the actual bank of the Mure� . Those from 
T� rt� ria and Teleac at a distance from Mure� , but there mustn’t be forgotten the fact that the Mure�  
flew much more closer to their discovery place during Antiquity. 
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Vârfurile de l� nci nu sunt piese tocmai frecvente în mormintele dacice transilv� nene. Se 
cunosc dou�  exemplare, ambele cu nervur�  median�  unghiular� , unul din mormântul princiar 
tumular (T II) de la Cugir � i un altul din cel de la C� lan. Cele dou�  exemplare de la Piatra Craivii 
par a se încadra în acela� i tip. 

Asocierea dintre armele de la Piatra Craivii face plauzibil�  ipoteza c�  ne-am afla în fa�a 
unui inventar funerar dacic, lucru înt� rit în special de prezen�a sabiei de tip celtic îndoit�  ritual. 
Este greu de procedat la o încadrare cronologic�  a descoperirii, dar probabil c�  ea se dateaz�  pe 
parcursul sec. I a. Chr. Piesele în discu�ie, ce par destul de neîndoielnic ca parte a unui lot unitar, 
ilustreaz�  existen�a unei necropole dacice de incinera�ie, caz similar, pentru Transilvania, celui 
deja mult mai cunoscut, din preajma fortifica�iei dacice de la Cugir. 
 

EXPLICA� IA PLAN� ELOR 
 
Pl. 1. - Obiectele de fier “celtice” descoperite la Piatra Craivii (dup�  K. Herepey). 
Pl. 2. - Reconstituirea unei p� r�i a inventarului mormântului dacic de la Piatra Craivii, dup�  piesele 

reproduse de K. Herepey. 
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