
 
 

A DACIAN BRACELET OF “ŞIMLEUL SILVANIEI” TYPE 
ORIGINATING IN THE HISTORY MUSEUM 
“AUGUSTIN BUNEA” - BLAJ (DEP. ALBA) 

 
 
 

Among the jewellery from the Daco-Getic environment on the territory of 
Romania, the bronze bracelets with cord ornaments (Ringe mit schnurartinger 
Verzierung) represent a very important category. We add now to their repertory 
a new discovery, made by the author of these lines on the occasion of a visit at 
the History Museum “Augustin Bunea“ from Blaj in November 2003. The piece 
is displayed in the main exposition and has the inventory number 110 (Pl. I). 
After consulting the inventory register we could not identify the place of origin, 
or the conditions of discovery. We could, though, assume that it comes from 
Blaj or its surroundings. This area is rich in materials dating from the second 
Iron age (we think about the discoveries from within the town1, those from Lupu 
(com. Cergău)2 or Cetatea de Baltă3. 

The artefact is made of three bronze wire parts, united with three rings. 
Each segment had three contorted wires, applied under an angle of 120º by 
welding, due to the knots at the end of the wires. The diameter varies, due to a 
slight deformation, around 10 cm, while the thickness is about 0,6-0,7 cm. 

The bracelet belongs, due to these characteristics, to a wider group of 
jewellery from Dacia, that is bracelet type 3a, according to the typology realised 
by A. Rustoiu4, products known as “bracelets with cord ornaments Şimleul 
Silvaniei type”. 

Similar examples have been discovered in Romania at Ardeu5, Cuciulata 
(Dep. Braşov)6, Costeşti (Dep. Hunedoara)7, OcniŃa (Dep. Vâlcea)8, Pecica (Dep. 
Arad)9, two pieces from Şimleul Silvaniei (Dep. Sălaj)10 and Tilişca (Dep. 
Sibiu)11, and a recent one discovered in the area of the Orăştie Mountains12. 

                                                
1 Rep. Arh. 1995, p. 59. 
2 Glodariu, Moga 1994, p. 33-48. 
3 Rep.Arh. 1995, p. 70. 
4 Rustoiu 1996, p. 95-96. see also Rustoiu 1990, p. 187-188. 
5 New. Kind information from I. V. Ferencz to whom I thank. It is also mentioned by 

Ferencz et alii 2003, p. 41 and Bodò, Ferencz 2004, p. 151. 
6 Costea şi Ciupea 1979-1980, p. 19, fig. 3. 
7 Rustoiu 1991, p. 144-145. It is a piece with moulding deficiencies; Gheorghiu 2005, p. 

160-161, fig. 209/8,9. 
8 Berciu 1981, p. 42, pl. 17/12. 
9 Crişan 1978, p. 144, pl. 126/16. 
10 Roska 1944, p. 71, fig. 48-49; Rustoiu 1992, p. 139-142, fig. 1/4. 
11 Lupu 1989, p. 46, 78, fig. 28/7. 
12 Bodó 2004, p. 64. 
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From the same group, but belonging to other variants, we mention the jewellery 
from Grădiştea de Munte13, Popeşti14 and Orosfaia (Dep. BistriŃa-Năsăud)15. 

The type 3 problem from pre-Roman Dacia has been partially or 
completely discussed in some studies or monographic papers16, thus seeing they 
are not specific only for pre-Roman Dacia. These products were widely spread, 
being known in Germany17, Poland18, ex Cehoslovacia19, Hungary20, Slovenia.21 
The probable origin of this bracelet type is in the similar bracelets with no cord 
ornamentation22. These were discovered, in most cases, in contexts dated in Lt 
C23. They raise some chronological and functional problems. 

The earliest type 3 bracelet from Romania comes from grave 8 at Orosfaia 
(Dep. BistriŃa-Năsăud). Here it was investigated Celtic necropolis, dated mostly 
in Lt C124. The bracelet, also in bronze, is unwonted in the Celtic environment 
from Transylvania. It is important because it could be considered as a link 
between the central-European pieces and the Geto-Dacian ones. 

With few exceptions, the other pieces from Dacia have not enough clear 
contexts in order to be accurately dated. The discovery from Ardeu makes no 
exception. The bracelet was found inside the fortification, at the foot of the 
rocky knoll, were a dwelling-tower had been discovered25. The piece was found 
at the basis of the deposition stratum, together with a bronze vessel bottom26. 
Stratigraphically, here there are two late Latène horizons, one dated especially 
during the I century BC27, the other during the I century BC to the Roman 
conquest. Thus, due to the stratigraphic realities, we could date the bracelet 
during the I century BC28. The bracelet from Cuciulata, recovered from a private 

                                                
13 Miclea, Florescu 1980, p. 78, nr. 515; Rustoiu 1996, p. 95. 
14 Vulpe et alii 1955, p. 256, fig. 23. 
15 Vaida 2000, p. 143. It is a variant that presents some specific features, but generally very 

close to type 3a. 
16 Rustoiu 1990, p. 187- 188; Rustoiu 1991, p. 143-148; Rustoiu 1992, p. 139-142; Rustoiu 1996, 

p. 95-97. I thank Mr. A. Rustoiu for offering and helping me with some bibliographical references. 
17 Rustoiu 1991, p. 143. 
18 Rosen-Przeworska 1946-1947, p. 267, fig. 31/1. 
19 Rosen-Przeworska 1946-1947, p. 267, fig. 31/ 2; Čižmar 1989, pl. 2/12; Čižmar 1990, p. 

313, pl. 2/7; Kruta 1975, p. 127, fig. 2/10. (apud Rustoiu 1996, p. 96). 
20 Miske 1908 (apud Božic 1993, p. 151.) 
21 Guštin, Teržan 1975, pl. 1/5; Božic 1993, p. 151. 
22 Rustoiu 1996, p. 96 
23 Kruta 1975, p. 127, fig. 2/10 (apud Rustoiu 1996, p. 96) 
24 Vaida 2001, p. 147. 
25 Bodó, Ferencz 2004, p. 150-151. 
26 Ferencz et alii 2003, p. 41. 
27 Characteristic for this century we have the bronze thin plaque buckle and the republican 

silver denar (see Pescaru et alii 2002, p. 42) 
28 The authors of the investigations seem to accept a different dating, at the end of the I 

century AD – the beginning of the II century AD (Bodó, Ferencz 2004, p.150-151, 153). If the 
piece was discovered at the bottom of the forst dweelling level from the fortification, it is hard to 
explain its belonging to the end of the second horizon. In our opinion, it is possible for the bracelet 
found at the bottom of the rock not to belong to the debris of the construction above, but to the first 
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collection, is dated, as well as the settlement, between II-I centuries BC29. Few 
informations about the discovery context are known about the piece from 
Costeşti-“CetăŃuie”30. The fragmentary piece from OcniŃa has been discovered in 
the II level of the settlement. According to D. Berciu, it comes from “ditch VIII, 
level II, horizon IIb”31. The IIb horizon correspond, according to the same 
author, to the second half of the I century BC32. The bracelet from Pecica has a 
more clear context. It was found in a dwelling nearby the jeweller workshop. 
According to I. H. Crişan, it functioned from the end of the I century BC – the 
first half of the I century AD33. The inventory of the workshop, that included a 
coin die for Dacian scyphat coins34, the bronze mirror or the fragment of astragals 
belt make us believe that the workshop functioned only during the I century BC. 
Two type 3 bracelets come from Şimleul Silvaniei; one is 9,6 cm diameter, the 
other 6 cm. Unfortunately, we do not know the conditions of discovery. The 
Dacian settlement from Şimleul Silvaniei covers a chronological period starting 
with the II century BC to the Roman conquest35. Finally, the piece from Tilişca 
comes from dwelling 21 situated on the V terrace. According to N. Lupu, it is 
the second phase of the Dacian dwelling, that starts with the half of the I century 
BC and ends with the events from the beginning of the II century AD36. 

At first glance, these jewelleries cover a very wide lapse of time, from the 
end of the II century BC (including the piece from Orosfaia) and the I century 
AD. In these circumstances it is very difficult to sustain a restraint of the 
chronology of these products; though, no copy from Dacia known so far is 
exclusively dated in the I century AD. This is why it is not impossible for them 
to be dated generally during the I century BC, eventually the beginning of the 
next century. An argument would be a related variant for this type (3c), found at 
Popeşti 37, that could be dated only during the I century BC, eventually the 
beginning of the I century AD. New discoveries with clear discovery contexts 
could solve this aspect. 

Another problem would be their function. We notice firstly their diameter, 
around 10 cm. Only in two situations, at Şimleul Silvaniei and Mountains 
Orăştie, we have smaller pieces, 6 cm and 7,5 cm. As for their function, it is 
probable they were carried on the arm or as “ankle rings”38. 

                                                                                                                    
dwelling level, eventually superposed by the ruin of the tower. We should accept it collapsed over 
the rock or, in other words, we have two dwelling phases. 

29 Costea, Ciupea 1979-1980, p. 19, fig. 3. 
30 Rustoiu 1991, p. 144-145; Rustoiu 1996, p. 96. 
31 Berciu 1981, p. 41. 
32 Berciu 1981, p. 151. 
33 Crişan 1978, p. 84-97. 
34 See also Stoicovici, Winkler 1971, p. 478. 
35 Pop 1995-1996, p. 263. 
36 Lupu 1989, p. 45-46, 78, 101-102, pl. 28/7. 
37 Vulpe 1959, p. 331. 
38 Rustoiu 1996, p.97. 
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Discovering these products especially in fortresses or important centres 
from pre-Roman Dacia, together with their large number and their Eastern 
influences, suggests they were prestige elements for the local aristocracy. 

Echo of the Celtic influences in the metal art from pre-Roman Dacia39, 
type 3 bracelets should be looked upon in a wider frame, and make up an 
Eastern group of these jewellery from Europe. 

 
 

CRISTINEL PLANTOS 
 

 
O BRĂłARĂ DACICĂ DE TIP “ŞIMLEUL SILVANIEI” PROVENIND DE LA 

MUZEUL DE ISTORIE “AUGUSTIN BUNEA” - BLAJ (JUD. ALBA) 
 

REZUMAT 
 

Între piesele de podoabă vehiculate în mediul daco-getic pe teritoriul României, brăŃările 
din bronz cu ornament şnurat se constituie într-o grupă bine reprezentată. La repertoriul acestora 
adăugăm, cu acest prilej, un nou exemplar descoperit în colecŃiile Muzeului de Istorie “Augustin 
Bunea” din Blaj, cu ocazia unei vizite realizate în luna noiembrie a anului 2003. Piesa se află în 
expoziŃia de bază şi are numărul de inventar 110. Din consultarea registrului de evidenŃă nu am 
reuşit să indentificăm locul de provenienŃă şi nici condiŃiile sale de descoperire. Putem, totuşi, 
deduce că ea a fost găsită fie pe teritoriul oraşului Blaj, fie în împrejurimi. Zona în discuŃie este 
bine ilustrată de materiale aparŃinând celei de-a doua epoci a fierului: ne gândim la descoperirile 
de pe teritoriul oraşului sau la cele de la Lupu (com. Cergău) ori Cetatea de Baltă etc. 

Artefactul prezentat este confecŃionat din trei segmente de sârmă din bronz unite între ele 
prin trei inele circulare. Pe fiecare segment au fost aplicate în unghi de 120º trei sârme torsionate. 
De asemenea, pe fiecare inel de prindere se constată existenŃa a şase noduri - rezultat al procesului 
de prindere a sârmelor torsionate. Diametrul variază, datorită unei uşoare deformări, în jurul a 10 
cm, în timp ce grosimea este de 0,6-0,7 cm. 

Prin caracteristicile enunŃate, podoaba noastră se încadrează într-o grupă mai largă a 
podoabelor din Dacia, în tipul 3 al brăŃărilor, după tipologia propusă de A. Rustoiu, respectiv în 
prima grupă a acestora (3a), produse cunoscute şi drept “brăŃări cu ornamente şnurate de tip 
Şimleul Silvaniei”. 

Autorul prezintă şi discută artefactele de acest tip, observând că aceste podoabe, apărute 
prevalent în situri importante ale Daciei preromane, se datează cu precădere în sec. I a. Chr, ele 
constituind o grupă estică a acestui gen de brăŃări din Europa barbară a celei de-a doua epoci a fierului. 
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Pl. 1. - Late Latène bracelet from the History Museum “Augustin Bunea” Blaj (Alba county). 

 

 
 

Pl. 2. - Map with type 3 bracelets spread into pre-roman Dacia ( 1. Blaj area; 2. Ardeu; 3. Costeşti, 
4. Cuciulata; 5. Grădiştea de Munte; 6. OcniŃa; 7. Orosfaia; 8. Pecica; 9. Popeşti; 10. Şimleul Silvaniei; 

11. Tilişca; ?. Mountains Orăştie). 


