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HISTRIA. NEW RESEARCH ON THE EARLY CHRISTIAN BASILICAS
IN THE SOUTHERN PART OF THE ACROPOLIS

MIRCEA VICTOR ANGELESCU*, VALENTIN BOTTEZ**, IRINA ACHIM***
Keywords: Istros, paleo‑Byzantine period, LRDW, Christian basilica, Late Roman urban planning
Abstract: The present paper discusses the discoveries concerning the Christian basilica in the southern part of the
acropolis of Istros, namely two superposed basilicas, the phases of the second one (6th century AD), street d to its
north and its phases, its northeastern annex and its phases, as well as its architectural connection to the LRDW1. We
also make reference to the discoveries pre‑dating the Christian monuments, and we attempt to integrate the place of
worship in the urban plan it was part of.
Cuvinte‑cheie: Istros, perioada paleo‑bizantină, zidul de incintă roman târziu, basilică creștină, urbanism roman târziu
Rezumat: Articolul de față discută descoperirile referitoare la basilica creștină din sudul acropolei histriene, mai precis
cele două basilici suprapuse, fazele constructive ale celei de a doua (sec. VI p.Chr.), strada d la nord de ea și fazele
acesteia, anexa de nord‑est și fazele ei, precum și legătura arhitectonică cu zidul de incintă roman târziu. De asemenea,
se va face referire la descoperirile ce preced monumentele creștine, în încercarea de a integra clădirea de cult în trama
urbană din care făcea parte.

The sector conventionally named the Basilica Pârvan Sector2 has been the subject of recent
archaeological investigations and covers the area of and around the two superposed Christian basilicas3 in
the southern part of the acropolis of Istros (Constanța County, Romania)4.
This sector extends across the southeastern part of the Late Roman citadel area, which largely
corresponds to the city’s acropolis (fig. 1‑3), where the city’s main public institutions had been concentrated
ever since the Greek Archaic period (e.g. the structures discovered in the Basilica with crypt Sector5,
*  “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology, Bucharest; e-mail: mircea.angelescu@gmail.com.
**  Faculty of History, University of Bucharest, e-mail: valentin.bottez@istorie.unibuc.ro.
***  “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology, Bucharest; e-mail: achimirina@yahoo.com.
1

The following abbreviations are used in the present paper: dm – diameter; GB – Greek building; H – height;
Hp – preserved height; L – length; Lp – preserved length; LRDW – Late Roman Defensive Wall; ms – manuscript; RB –
Roman building; Th – thickness; W – width; Wp – preserved width.
2 The research of this sector is coordinated by M. Angelescu.
3 The oldest Christian monument was conventionally named Basilica no. 1, while the later one was called
Basilica no. 2.
4 The Christian basilica in question is conventionally known as the Basilica Pârvan, after the name of its
discoverer, Vasile Pârvan (former director of the National Museum of Antiquities, Bucharest), see Pârvan 1915, p. 120;
Pârvan 1922; Pârvan 1924, p. 125; Netzhammer 2005a, p. 147, note 35 (with a comment on his visit to Istros on the 28th
of April, 1922, during which he could see the ruins of the basilica discovered by Pârvan); Netzhammer 2005b, p. 1046.
5 Achim et alii 2004, p. 154‑155; Achim 2003‑2005, p. 180‑188, fig. 1‑11; Achim 2005, p. 93‑94, fig. 2, 10;
Achim 2014, p. 269‑271, fig. 2, 6, 12‑16.
DACIA N.S., tome LXI, Bucarest, 2017, p. 103-153
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Fig. 1. The Basilica Pârvan Sector on the acropolis of Istros (plan).
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Fig. 2. The Basilica Pârvan Sector on the acropolis of Istros (photo courtesy MINAC – 2012).
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Fig. 3. General plan of Istros (by C. Mehedințeanu).
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the α sondage inside the episcopal basilica6 or the Basilica Pârvan Sector7). This area’s most distinctive
monument is the LRDW, which was built soon after the city was razed to the ground by the Goths in the
middle of the 3rd century AD8. This constitutes the city’s most dramatic transformation, as its surface was
considerably reduced from 30 ha (during Hadrian’s period) to only 7 ha. In the following decades, the
LRDW underwent a series of major changes9, and further small‑scale repairs are attested during the periods
of Emperors Anastasius (Phase D of the LRDW)10 and the 6th century AD (Phase E of the LRDW)11.
The acropolis area continued to play an important role throughout the Roman period, and even though
no temples that could be dated to this period were discovered12, the western part of the acropolis contained
impressive buildings during the 1st‑3rd centuries AD13, as well as the administrative district (3rd‑4th centuries
AD). The latter comprised no fewer than three civilian basilicas, tabernae and a square with peristyle14. One
of these basilicas is located near the citadel’s main gate and is remarkable for having been used continually
between the Severan period and the 6th century AD while, at the same time, preserving its initial functionality15.
To the southwest lies the baths complex conventionally named Terme I, dated to the 1st century AD and
which continued to function up to the 4th century AD; following the construction of the LRDW its surface
was much reduced (down to approx. 800 m2). At the end of the 4th century the baths complex was completely
abandoned, and the vast structure seems to have been eventually transformed into a private residence16.
We should also mention that, as early as the 4th century AD, one notices a certain “specialization”
of the lots inside the city, such as the so‑called “economic district” in the citadel’s southwest and the one
containing a horreum17 to the north, both added after the construction of the post‑Gothic defensive wall.
To the east lies an elegant 6th century AD residential district, located between the cathedral and the
eastern limit of the LRDW. Four villa‑type patrician residences form a nucleus that represents one of the
latest examples of private architecture in this geographical area18. In this remarkable dwelling ensemble,
Domus 3 is the only one of the residences that has an eastward‑oriented apsed hall. This element in the
plan of the house led to the interpretation that the entire structure was, in fact, a Christian chapel inside
the bishop’s residence, but, based on solid arguments, N. Duval19 considers this hall a stibadium such as
those in North‑African cemeteries or in houses in Cyrene, Antiochia, Apamea, Stobi or Aquilea in the same
period. The sigma‑shaped bench in the apse, with a space for setting a polylobed sigma‑shaped table (several
fragments of which were identified on the site by Iorgu Stoian during excavations at the beginning of the
1950s), supports the idea of a triclinium. The existence of a pentagonal apse in this space would constitute
more of a chronological marker than an irrefutable argument for identifying a Christian religious building.
6 Angelescu,

Bâltâc 2002‑2003.
See the annual excavation reports: Angelescu, Panaite 2001; Angelescu et alii 2002; Angelescu, Panaite, Bottez
2003; Angelescu, Bottez 2004; Angelescu et alii 2005; Angelescu et alii 2006; Angelescu et alii 2007; Angelescu et alii
2008; Angelescu, Bottez 2009a; Angelescu et alii 2010; Angelescu et alii 2011; Angelescu, Bottez, Ganciu 2012;
Angelescu, Bottez, Ganciu 2013; Angelescu, Bottez, Ganciu 2014.
8 Suceveanu 2007, p. 88‑89 (with references), pl. LIV/16.
9 Domăneanțu 1990; Suceveanu 2007, p. 90‑91, pl. LV/16, 22‑23.
10 As attested by bricks stamped with the emperor’s name that were discovered inside the city, near curtain wall
b and the nearby gate, see Pârvan 1916, p. 701‑702, no. 61, and city plan; IGLR, nos. 112 (p. 150‑152) and 113 (p. 152);
Domăneanțu, Sion 1982, p. 387‑388, fig. 9; Suceveanu 2007, p. 98‑99, notes 59‑60.
11 Domăneanțu, Sion 1982, p. 388‑390, fig. 11.
12 A bothros or votive pit containing material dated to the Roman period was discovered in the Basilica with
crypt Sector – Achim 2003‑2005, p. 180‑187; also, a Roman period cult statue of Dionysos was discovered in the
southern part of the Greek sacred area sector – Avram et alii 2010‑2011, p. 67.
13 Damian, Bâltâc 2003‑2005.
14 Histria I, p. 110‑131, fig. 31‑41.
15 Suceveanu, Angelescu 1994, fig. 7‑10, no. 20.
16 Suceveanu 1982, p. 15‑28; Suceveanu 2007, p. 87, 93; the second baths complex, conventionally called
Terme II, was built in the first half of the 2nd century AD and stopped functioning after the Gothic attack – Suceveanu
1982, p. 29‑39; Sucevenu 2007, p. 87.
17 Suceveanu 2007, p. 95, note 48. For a comprehensive discussion concerning the existence of the horrea of
the late 3rd and early 4th century AD in urban contexts in Scythia, the case of Istros included, see Rizos 2013, p. 672‑674,
fig. 13‑17, 29 (the author provides a different interpretation than Suceveanu for the buildings in the economic district).
18 Sodini 1997, p. 452‑453, 539, fig. 26; Bounegru, Lungu 2003‑2005.
19 Duval 1980, p. 329, notes 40‑44.
7
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Starting with the 4th century AD Istros was a city that permanently redefined itself according to
criteria that seem to pertain more to a functional, rather than an ideological and/or religious aspect. Future
archaeological research will clarify the situation of the property lots, the evolution of the parcels, the structure
of the insulae, and the extension of private buildings into the public space all over the city, as well as in the
districts that have already been investigated20.
During the late Roman period, the ancient acropolis was home to three of the city’s four Christian
basilicas21, one of which is the so‑called Basilica Pârvan.
As far as the surrounding archaeological topography is concerned, the Basilica Pârvan Sector is limited
to the south by the southern side of the Late Roman defensive wall22, beyond which no archaeological structures
were identified, so we consider it to represent the city’s southern limit23. To the west lies the so‑called Late
Roman “economic district”24, an area enclosed by the LRDW at the beginning of the 4th century AD25. To the
north there is a Late Roman residential district conventionally called the Cetate Sector26, and to the east another
Late Roman residential district uncovered by the excavations in the Acropolă Centru‑Sud Sector27.
The aim of the present paper is to discuss and interpret the excavation results concerning the Christian
monument itself, as the structures pertaining to previous periods have either been published already, or
will constitute the subject of future publications. As most of the datable material (coins and pottery) was
discovered out of context, we chose to focus on the building structures we uncovered within this perimeter,
as the rest of the finds will constitute the subject of further publications.
PREVIOUS EXCAVATIONS AND SURVEYS
The first to excavate in this area was Vasile Pârvan (between 1914‑1916 and in 1921). During his
excavations aimed at uncovering the LRDW, Pârvan discovered a building with a brick pavement that proved
to be a Christian basilica built “on the city’s southeastern wall”28. S of the basilica’s pavement, at a depth of
several metres, he identified a four‑cornered pit dug in the rock, dated (based on the material found within) to
the 6th and 5th century BC29. After delimiting the basilica, Pârvan continued to investigate the area northwards
and discovered a street (street d) and, beyond it, a large building (RB01)30.
Msg. R. Netzhammer, who visited Istros many times during and after WWI, wrote in his diary
(November 8th, 192131) that the monument discovered by Pârvan, sometime between 1914 and 1916, was
in a very poor state of preservation and mentioned an earlier basilica underneath the one visible on the
surface. In his volume dedicated to the Christian antiquities in Dobrudja he also undertook a brief survey of
the basilica and noted that it had three entrances, three naves, and a 3 m‑wide narthex. The nave was 5.80 m
wide, the aisle 2.50 m and the distance between the apse and the entrance was 21 m32.
The next information is contained in the first aerial photographs of Histria33, as these are showing,
Marcelle Lambrino’s excavations that took place between 1932 and 1935 in this part of the site. There is
scarce data concerning their results34. In Histria I, her name is not mentioned (as both she and her husband,
20

For the Greek period, see Angelescu 2017. For the problems concerning the spatial/functional data and the
urbanism of the Roman town, see Suceveanu 1982 and Suceveanu 2007.
21 Barnea 1977, p. 135‑140, nos. 6‑9, fig. 45/1‑2, 46/1, 3‑4; Duval 1980, p. 326‑329; Achim 2012.
22 Domăneanțu 1990.
23 See Angelescu 2018b, p. 343‑384.
24 Cartierul economic in Romanian. For this sector, see Florescu in Histria I, p. 293‑324.
25 Domăneanțu 1990, p. 267.
26 Histria I, p. 79; Ștefan 1954; Munteanu 2011, p. 33‑42.
27 Bottez, Lițu, Țârlea 2015.
28 Authors’ translation from Pârvan 1923, p. 9, no. 5; the available information concerning the basilica was
published in Histria I, p. 154‑159.
29 Histria I, p. 155; the pit, uncovered by recent excavations, proved to be circular and not rectangular in shape –
see Bottez 2015, p. 366‑367 and fig. 11.
30 Histria I, p. 155.
31 Netzhammer 2005b, p. 1045‑1046.
32 Netzhammer 2005a, p. 147, note 35.
33 Angelescu 2013.
34 Avram 2002‑2003; Avram 2004; Angelescu 2013, in particular Anexa 1, p. 325‑326.
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director of excavations Scarlat Lambrino, were declared personae non gratae by the Communist regime
due to their bourgeois status, and the fact that they emigrated to Western Europe). It is believed that she
extended the excavated area ca. 120 m2 west of the Christian basilica. This was done without recording the
stratigraphic data or the exact plan of the Late Roman buildings (built of stone bound with earth) that she
uncovered. By 1954 most of these structures were severely affected by exposure to the elements35.
The only published information following these excavations is to be found in her book on the Archaic
pottery at Istros36. For this area, she mentioned only that she preserved the late Roman walls she had
discovered and between which she actually excavated, which restricted her area of research37. We must
stress here the fact that nowhere in her publication does she mention having excavated inside the Christian
basilica, and the mention of the small Late Roman “rooms” she dug seems to confirm this even if the aerial
photographs mentioned earlier seem to contradict her.
Marcelle Lambrino discovered three Archaic pottery deposits (α, β and γ), for which she ascribed a
vague location on the site’s first aerial photograph, in a context described simply as at a depth of 3 m, near
the ruins of buildings. In another section of her book, important information is provided regarding these
architectural structures, namely that they could have represented a “votive chapel”38. No further details or
plans are provided in support of this hypothesis. The Archaic pottery finds39 are compared to discoveries
from the shrines at Naucratis and Delos40. These, along with the discovery of a votive leg41, constituted
the arguments for her theory that the Archaic temple of Apollo Ietros was located underneath the Christian
basilica42, a hypothesis that is interesting from the present paper’s perspective. The stratigraphic data obtained
by us concerns only structures or layers earlier than the Christian monument.
Part of Marcelle Lambrino’s archaeological journal was recently recovered43, but the basilica is rarely
mentioned and the most important information concerns its shape, pavement, and internal division44. The
original drawings comprise a sketch containing a compressed plan (main elements) of Basilica no. 2 (fig. 5;
dated October 5th, 1933) – entrances, eastern side, synthronon, with dimensions; a sketch showing the trajectory
of the Decauville tracks, Basilica no. 2 and the LRDW with the angles formed by the walls, the space west of
the entrances with the southern part of the sewer coming from RB02, RB02‑06, and 0845 (fig. 4; dated October
7th, 1933), with the note that some of the “chambers” were excavated down to the yellow layer of clay, while
in others dirt from the excavation was deposited; finally, a sketch (fig. 6; dated August 31st, 1934) depicting the
northern half of Basilica no. 2 (with certain angles), street d, and RB02, 03 and 08.
In the archive of the Institute of Archaeology there are also three photographs from the period of
Marcelle Lambrino’s excavation. The first one (fig. 7; ESE‑WNW view) shows Basilica no. 2, with its double
35 Histria

I, p. 161.
Lambrino 1938.
37 Lambrino 1938, p. 14.
38 Lambrino 1938, p. 359.
39 An inventory of deposit α is presented at p. 359 of Lambrino 1938.
40 Lambrino 1938, p. 25‑26.
41 Although a votive leg could indicate an offering to a healing god, neither this item, nor its context were
described, and we could not identify it in the site’s museum or depots in order to establish if it was a votive leg and not
just a fragmentary statue.
42 Lambrino 1938, p. 356.
43 Archive IAVP (copies): Lambrino 1934, field notebook no. 2 , August 14th, 1934, f. 197; Lambrino 1933, field
notebook no. 4, undated, f. 203; Lambrino 1933, October 7th, 1933, f. 204; Lambrino 1933, October 5th, 1933, p. 5,
Lambrino 1934, August 31st, 1934, f. 210; Lambrino 1934, August 31st, 1934, p. 10, f. 211. All the notebooks between
1928 and 1934 (Lambrino 1928‑1934) will be published by A. Avram.
44 Lambrino 1930, p. 14‑16 and Lambrino 1931a, p. 18‑20, numberless figure at the bottom of page 19: “another
rectangular building, with a brick pavement and separated by two rows of columns” – in Romanian: “ceva mai departe
s‑a descoperit o altă clădire dreptunghiulară, pardosită cu cărămizi şi străbătută de două rânduri de coloane”; a capital
with a cross is also mentioned; the legend of the photograph that accompanies this description has the same information,
plus a reference to the three entrances: “we can see here the ruins of a rectangular building, paved with bricks; two rows
of columns, of which only the bases remain, ran along its length; in the background we can see three gateways that open
southwards” (sic! the entrances open to the west) – in Romanian: “se văd aici rămăşiţele unei clădiri dreptunghiulare,
pardosite cu cărămidă; două şiraguri de coloane, din care nu au mai rămas decât bazele, o străbăteau în lung; în fund
se văd trei porţi care se deschideau spre miazăzi”; Lambrino 1931b, p. 5; Lambrino 1938, p. 14‑15, p. 97, p. 356‑357
(appendix IV), fig. 1.
45 Bottez 2014.
36
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colonnade and three entrances, the presbyterium, the northern wall, what seems to be the Pârvan excavation
and the northern end of the synthronon; we can also see street d and RB02 N of Basilica no. 2. The second
one (fig. 8; W‑E view) shows the pavement west of the entrances to Basilica no. 2, its northern wall, the apse
and synthronon, and the same excavation as in fig. 7. In the third photo (fig. 9; ENE‑WSW) we see Phase 2 of
the northeastern annex (Z105), the entrance with the threshold north of it, street d with the W threshold, RB02
north of it, Basilica no. 2 with its northern wall, the double colonnade, three entrances and Pârvan’s excavation.

Fig. 4. Lambrino 1933, October 7th, 1933, f. 204
(copy in the Archive of the “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology, Bucharest).

Fig. 5. Lambrino 1933, October 5th, 1933, p. 5
(copy in the Archive of the “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology, Bucharest).

Fig. 6. Lambrino 1934, August 31st, 1934, p. 10, f. 211
(copy in the Archive of the “Vasile Pârvan” Institute
of Archaeology, Bucharest).
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Fig. 7. Basilica Pârvan in 1931.
View of the interior (photo courtesy
of “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of
Archaeology, Bucharest, Archive
of the archaeological excavation
Histria).

Fig. 8. Basilica Pârvan in 1931.
Western wall and interior seen from
outside the basilica (photo courtesy
of “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of
Archaeology, Bucharest, Archive
of the archaeological excavation
Histria).

Fig. 9. Basilica Pârvan in 1931.
E-W view of the basilica, its
northeastern annex street d and
Roman building north of the
basilica (photo courtesy of “Vasile
Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology,
Bucharest, Archive of the
archaeological excavation Histria).
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Although he made no excavations himself, Grigore Florescu gathered the available data, made his
own field observations and is thus responsible for the only publication up to now, based on Pârvan’s and
Lambrino’s research46. As far as the basilica itself is concerned, Florescu mentioned it has an irregular plan
and he also published several details regarding its length and construction technique (including the fact that
the southern wall and southern part of the eastern wall were missing). The northern wall was 18.20 m and
the western one 12.30 m long (the latter is not entirely preserved, as the basilica’s southwestern corner is
missing; the three entrances are described in detail). Florescu highlighted the fact that the basilica does not
have a regular plan, as the walls are not perpendicular on one another. Another relevant piece of information
is the fact that this is a three‑naved basilica, with 2.5 m‑wide aisles and a 5.28 m‑wide nave (measurements
based on the remains of the only row of column bases preserved at that moment – to the north – for which
he does not mention a stylobate; he also supposed the existence of a second row of columns to the south).
Additionally, he also mentioned the fact that the central entrance into the basilica is not located in the
building’s longitudinal axis, but approx. 1 m to the south. The presbyterium, which he called the schola
cantorum, was 6.42 m long and projected 3.34 m inside the nave. Together with the partially preserved brick
pavement to the west, the presbyterium, made of large limestone slabs, was the only preserved living floor.
Also, inside the apse he mentions the existence of a semi‑circular bench with a radius of 1.42 m. Finally,
Florescu suggested the existence of a “porch” that provided access to the entrances from street d, which
was even then in a very bad state of preservation and which did not stretch along the entire length of the
monument’s western side.
Concerning street d, Florescu mentioned that it was 5.30 m wide and that it limited the basilica to
the north while continuing west of it for another 10 m; also, he highlighted the fact that it was closed by two
gates with thresholds, of which only the western one was preserved in situ, set in line with the basilica’s
western façade, while the eastern threshold had been moved from its original place and was partially lost.
Starting with 2000, the “Vasile Pârvan” Institute of Archaeology began new research in this sector47.
This excavation was part of the scientific plan48 to resume research on the sectors that had already been
excavated before WWI and between the wars, aiming at publishing the complete results. A first article on the
excavation results presented the sector’s archaeological topography49; the following articles focused on the
Late Roman district west of Basilica no. 250 and the several Greek period buildings identified in the sector51,
as well as on the epigraphic discoveries52.
RESULTS OF THE EXCAVATION
The most recent research was undertaken in several excavation units, as shown in fig. 10 and Table 1.
The general conditions of this area of the site have influenced the excavation results as, given the intense
previous excavations (fig. 11), the stratigraphic situation was seriously affected by the destruction of most
layers during the research undertaken by both Vasile Pârvan and Marcelle Lambrino. The monuments’ state
of conservation is very bad53, following a partial restoration during the 1950s, which irreversibly modified
most walls of Basilica no. 2; thus, the original masonry, which used clay for binding the stones, was restored
using cement, thereby changing the original construction technique.
46

Histria I, p. 155‑162.
Undertaken by a team formed of Mircea Victor Angelescu (director of excavations), Adriana Panaite
(2000‑2002) and Valentin Bottez, as a student (2002‑2003), and then archaeologist (National History Museum of
Romania between 2006-2008; University of Bucharest 2009-2014).
48 Suceveanu 2003‑2005, p. 22, 25‑26.
49 Angelescu, Bottez 2009b.
50 Bottez 2014.
51 Bottez 2015.
52 Bottez 2010; Bottez 2014.
53 As early as the 1950s, G. Florescu mentioned the very poor state of preservation of the ruins in that area, see
Histria I, p. 154‑159, fig. 55.
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Fig. 10. Recent excavations – the trenches.

Fig. 11. Areas affected by previous excavations.
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Table 1. Excavation units on the site of the Christian monument.
Crt.
no.
1

Excavation unit

Location on site

Dimensions

S001

in the centre of Basilica no. 2

approx. 10 × 10 m

2

S001E

next to the western wall, running from north
to south

approx. 14 × 2.50 m

3

S002

northwest of S001 and up to the northern
wall of Basilica no. 2

approx. 3,40 x 3,40 m

4

S003

south of what is left of the presbyterium and
down to the LRDW

approx. 4.70 × 3 m

5

S004

inside the apse of Basilica no. 2

approx. 3.85 × 2.65 m

6

S005

north of the presbyterium and up to the
basilica’s northern wall

3.30 × 2.30 m

7

S006

overlapping Phase 3 of the northeastern
annex and area east of Basilica no. 2’s apse

approx. 7.55 × 3.30 m

8

S011

west of Basilica no. 2

approx. 11.45 × 2.30 m

9

S022

10

S041

north of Basilica no. 2’s northeastern corner,
set across street d
to the east, covering Phases 1 and 2 of the
northeastern annex

approx. 5.50 × 3.80 m
approx. 13 × 7.30 m

Apart from these restoration works, inside Basilica no. 2, most areas had previously been excavated,
except for the one covered by the brick pavement and the preserved segment of the presbyterium, as well as
around one quarter of the internal surface to the west. Outside Basilica no. 2 excavations had been undertaken
to the west, to the north (street d and the large building north of it) and to the east (Phases 2 and 3 of the
northeastern annex, as well as the area east of the apse).
Even though badly damaged, several stratigraphic aspects concerning the Christian monuments were
preserved. As a general discussion on the topic is therefore impossible, those disparate aspects will be
discussed when treating the monument they concern.
ROMAN STRUCTURES PREDATING THE CHRISTIAN COMPLEX
The only dated Roman structure underneath the basilicas is RB07, which functioned in the 4th century
AD and is located under the southeastern corner of Basilica no. 254.
There are also several other structures for which we have no further information as they are in a bad
state of preservation, but which must be listed here:
RB02 (pl. I): two walls were preserved of this structure, namely Z141 and Z033. Z141 (Lp = 1.80 m;
W = 0.55 m; identified at ‑1.55 m; Hp = 0.25 m) is oriented WSW‑ENE and was preserved on one to two
courses of medium green schist stones bound with earth. Z033 (Lp = 1.10 m; W = 0.60 m; Hp = 0.50 m) is
oriented NNW‑SSE and was preserved on four courses of medium green schist stones bound with earth. As
it precedes the Christian basilica, it was probably built sometime during the 4th and 5th centuries AD.
Z013 (context 1003ext; Lp = 2.70 m; W = 0.70 m; Hp = 0.40 m; identified at ‑1.04 m), oriented
SSE‑NNW, was preserved on four courses of mostly medium green schist stones bound with earth (pl. I and
fig. 13). It is almost perpendicular with Z015 from RB07 and its foundations started at the same level, so it
is contemporary with it (4th century AD).
Z086 (context 1009ext; Lp = 1.50 m; W = 0.45 m; Hp = 0.10 m; identified at ‑2.24 m) is oriented
WSW‑ENE and was preserved on two courses of mostly medium green schist stones bound with earth (pl. I
and fig. 12). Given its depth, it could precede the 4th century AD structures.
Z087 (context 1006 and 1004ext; Lp = 3.60 m; W = 0.40 m; Hp = 0.40 m; identified at ‑0.87 m) is
oriented WSW‑ENE and was preserved on four courses of mostly medium green schist stones bound with
54

Bottez 2014, p. 247, fig. 2, 14‑15 and 25.
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earth (pl. I and fig. 12‑13). Z135 was set against it, probably at a later date, as the latter is thicker, and both
of them have been built sometime before the 4th century AD, as they superpose GB01 and are superposed
in their turn by Late Roman structures (Z088 and the two circular column base foundations) that precede
Basilica no. 2.
Z088 (contexts 1003 and 1004ext; Lp = 4.20 m; W = 0.70 m; Hp = 0.40 m; identified at ‑0.32 m; Hmax =
0.39 m) is oriented SW‑NE, and starts under the western wall of Basilica no. 2 on a length of 1.40 m; a 1.80
m‑long segment of the wall was destroyed, and another 1 m of the structure was preserved in the baulk which
provided the main N‑S profile (pl. I and fig. 13‑15). It was preserved on four courses of mostly medium green
schist stones bound with earth. The only available chronological information is that the wall was part of a
structure that pre‑dated Basilica no. 2 and the two circular column base foundations.
Z099 (context 1008ext; Lp = 4.37 m; W = 0.60 m; Hp = 0.40 m) is oriented NNW‑SSE and was
preserved on three courses of mostly medium green schist stones bound with earth (pl. I and fig. 12‑13).
Two segments of it were uncovered, one 1.00 m‑ and the second 1.80 m‑long. It runs parallel to the western
wall of Basilica no. 2.
Z135 (context 1010; Lp = 4.46 m; W = 0.50 m; H = 0.25 m; identified at ‑0.77 m) is oriented
NNW‑SSE and was preserved on three courses of mostly medium green schist stones bound with earth
(pl. I and fig. 14). We uncovered two segments of the wall, 2.56 m and 0.90 m long, respectively. The wall
is perpendicular with Z087, with which it functioned at a certain moment, and the two can largely be dated
to the Early Roman period.
Elements of another interesting structure are two circular column foundations (pl. I and fig. 15)
preserved under the western part of the basilicas, the northern foundation (dm = 0.94 m; H = ?; identified at
‑0.42 m) partially under the westernmost column base, and the southern foundation (dm = 1.02 m; H = 0.25
m; identified at ‑0.37 m) to the south‑southeast (inter‑axis of 3.14 m). The southern foundation was preserved
on three courses (the northern foundation remains unexcavated) of mostly medium green schist stones bound
with earth, and its eastern part was destroyed. Other than to ascertain that it was from the Roman period, we
were not able to date the structure more precisely.
There are also four column base foundations under the western wall of Basilica no. 2 (pl. I and
fig. 12‑13). As they barely protrude from under the wall, we were able to determine only their approximate
diameter. From north to south: 1) dmp = 0.62 m; identified at ‑0.52 m; preserved on two courses; 2) dmp =
0.87 m; identified at ‑0.52 m; preserved on two courses; 3) dmp = 0.83 m; identified at ‑0.50 m; preserved
on two courses; 4) dmp = 1.15 m; identified at ‑0.49 m; preserved on two courses. All of them are made of
mostly green schist bound with earth.
Street d (pl. I and fig. 16‑18). The segment investigated in the Basilica Pârvan Sector is approximately
35 m long. The width of the street varies between 3 and 5 m; it ran eastwards, connecting the so‑called
“economic district” (to the west) with the area east of Basilica no. 2, towards the Domus Sector. It has two
functioning phases: Phase 1 is best preserved west of the threshold (4 × 0.50 m) but was also identified east
of it and is characterized by the use of large (2 × 0.50 m) and medium (1 × 0.50 m) limestone slabs, as well
as green schist pebbles used to fill the gaps between the slabs. In Phase 2, the street was repaired (especially
east of the threshold) using mostly green schists, and sidewalks were added on the southern side (5 large
limestone slabs of approx. 1.10 × 0.90 m).
In addition, the sewer which pertains to this phase (still covered by two green schist slabs) starts
just west of the threshold of RB01 and heads westwards, turns southwards along the western threshold
on street d and then westwards under it (a stone sewer tube – spolia – is used at the passage under the
threshold), descending via street d (the sewer is covered by slabs oblique to the general arrangement of the
stones that form the street’s pavement) and then southwards again, over what used to be RB05, probably
towards the LRDW.
To the east, the last visible phase of street d turns northwards along the eastern wall of RB01 towards
the Episcopal Basilica. It is not clear yet if during an earlier phase street d did not continue eastwards under
the pavement of the building north of the northeastern annex of Basilica no. 2.
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Fig. 12. S-N view of Z086, 087,
088, 099, western wall of Basilica
no. 2 and column base foundations
underneath.

Fig. 13. N-S view of Z099, 088,
087, 013, 015 and western wall of
Basilica no. 2 with column base
foundations underneath.
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Fig. 14. N-S view of Z135 and 087.

Fig. 15. N-S view of westernmost column base of Basilica no. 2, circular column bases, and Z088.
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Fig. 16. Phases of street d.
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Fig. 17. Street d west of threshold.

Fig. 18. Street d east of threshold.
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BASILICA NO. 1
This monument, the same as Basilica no. 2, is located in the southern part of the acropolis of Istros,
between street d and the LRDW. In 2004, while excavating north of the presbyterium of Basilica no. 2, the
ruins of an older Early Christian basilica were uncovered, which should be associated with the one mentioned
by R. Netzhammer (pl. I and fig. 19‑20, 22).
It has a W‑E orientation, with a northward deviation of 40.5°. It was first identified in S005, at a depth
of ‑0.20/‑0.25 m55. It protrudes 1.10 m north of the presbyterium (pl. I) and 2.52 m west of Basilica no. 2’s
eastern wall (fig. 19). It was also uncovered in S004, between the apse and the parallel wall that supported
the bench, and in the central part of the later basilica’s apse (fig. 20). It was built using irregular medium
stones (0.10 × 0.20 m), mostly green shale, bound with white mortar. It has a preserved length of 5.65 m, it
is 1 m wide and the preserved height of the wall is ca. 0.5 m.
The apse’s southern end was destroyed, and only the northern end seems to finish in a straight line,
indicating that from there the eastern side could have started northwards; but there is no wall continuing
in that direction. No indication of a wall or of its negative could be found in S005, but an indication for its
existence is the fact that, on its trajectory, where it would have met Basilica no. 2’s northern wall, there is
a break in this latter structure (fig. 21), as we will see when we present Basilica no. 2. This situation could
indicate either a different construction phase for Basilica no. 2, or the fact that the last 3.90 m of its northern
wall, together with the northern segment of its eastern side (the foundation of these two segments is built of
medium stones bound with mortar, similar to the apse of Basilica no. 1) were added to the northern wall
of Basilica no. 1.
There is another interesting aspect. Near the apse’s northern end, there is a row of four vertical stones,
set 0.15 m inside from its outer line and parallel to it, which resemble a plinth that could document the level
of Basilica no. 1’s living floor at ‑0.25 m.

Fig. 19. Apse of Basilica no. 1. Northern segment.
55

All heights were measured from a fixed point, conventionally called “point 0”, located at 5.14 m above sea
level, in the northwestern corner of the presbyterium’s platform.
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Fig. 20. Apse of Basilica no. 1. Southern segment.

Fig. 21. Basilica no. 2’s northern wall. N-S view of the Eastern segment.
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BASILICA NO. 2
This Christian monument (pl. I and fig. 22‑23) has a W‑E orientation, with a northwards deviation of
31.5°. Although quadrilateral, the structure has a highly irregular plan, with the northeastern corner forming
an angle of 100°, the northwestern corner 97°12’, the southwestern corner 76°30’ and what we suppose to
be the southeastern corner 93°36’. We based our description on the masonry seen mainly on the inner face,
which was excavated more extensively, and left out the portion which was restored (marked in grey).
The northern wall is the longest wall of the basilica to be preserved on all its length (19.42 × 0.65 m).
When first discovered, it was preserved on 1‑2 courses “above the living floor”56. At present, it is restored
to a height of up to +0.98 m, but the original masonry is still visible (fig. 24). Starting from its eastern limit,
on a length of 2.20 m westwards and from a depth of ‑0.17 to ‑1.09 m, the foundation is made of medium
(0.12 × 0.08 m; 0.12 × 0.24 m) and some large stones (0.30 × 0.16 m; 0.50 × 0.20 m), bound with white
mortar. The lowest course of the foundation, laid on a yellow silt layer, slants from west to east while the
top course of the foundation is horizontal (fig. 26). Above the upper course, the wall is made of medium and
large stones, bound with earth. There the foundation disappears/is missing (both the segment using mortar
and the one using earth for binding the stones), and then only the foundation and elevation made of stones
bound with earth continue westwards, from ‑0.07 m, meaning that the foundation was very shallow at this
point. This segment became visible while excavating S005, and in order not to destroy what remained of the
brick pavement of Basilica no. 2, the trench was not extended westwards and therefore we could not continue
investigating this context. But we excavated S022 on the other side of the wall, and there we could see clearly
that the segment continuing westwards had a different trajectory (pl. I and fig. 21), with a 15‑20 cm shift
to the south (the restored wall covered both segments). Therefore, given the different building technique
and the different trajectories, the first two meters of the northern wall belonged to a first construction phase,
while the rest of the wall belonged to a second. It is also noteworthy that the segment which is bound with
mortar is wider than the elevation bound with earth, the extra‑width forming a plinth on the wall’s northern
face (there the wall reaches 0.85 m in width). The shallow depth of the wall’s foundation west of the break
remains, in any case, unusual. It reaches ‑0.57m in the segment exposed in S002 to the west (fig. 24 and 27)
and ‑0.75 m at its western end, which is roughly the same depth under the brick pavement. The dimensions
of the foundation and the general thickness of the wall, compared to the general dimensions of the basilica,
could indicate that part of the elevation was built of lighter material (wattle and daub/mud bricks?). To the
west, the wall is made of stones bound with earth, while the segment exposed in S002 has the lower part of
the foundation made of small stones set at an angle, while in S001E the entire foundation consists mostly of
large stones (0.4 × 0.3 m).
The western wall (pl. I and fig. 25) is 12.5 × 0.65 m and is built only of medium (0.20 × 0.15 m) and
large (0.40 × 0.40 m / 0.55 × 0.15 m) stones bound with earth, set in horizontal courses aligned at the upper
level. It is set on a layer of infill, but the lower part of the foundation was not laid on an even level. The
highest point preserved of the original masonry is +0.34 m, while the lowest reaches ‑0.91m (the highest
point of the restored masonry reaches +0.61 m). A segment of the wall, starting at 8.25 m and reaching 10.15
m south of the northern wall, is visibly restored (at least on the inner face) from top to bottom. There are
three entrances to the basilica on this side; the first is set 2.07‑3.30 m, the second 5.65‑7.05 m and the third
9.30‑10.60 m south of the northern wall. Therefore, the entrances are almost equal (1.25‑1.40 m) and, given
the monument’s general asymmetric proportions, none of the entrances is aligned to the longitudinal axis.
The northern and middle entrances still preserve the large slabs that formed the threshold, although we cannot
be sure they were not affected by the modern restoration57.
The southern wall of Basilica no. 2 (pl. I and fig. 28‑29) is the worst preserved of the entire building.
There is a badly‑preserved wall segment (pl. I and fig. 28) starting from the southwestern corner (Lp =
4.90 m; W = 0.70 m), that runs parallel to a structure that provided access (via a staircase) to what have
been a small gate in the LRDW (pl. I and fig. 30). Also, there is another segment (pl. I and fig. 29) further
56

See Histria I, p. 157.
A bad restoration would explain why the level of the middle threshold is 0.18 m lower than the one of the
northern entrance.
57

Fig. 23. Transversal (N-S) section (V. Bottez; C. Mehedințeanu; R. Georgescu, E. Raicu).

Fig. 22. Longitudinal (E-W) section (R. Georgescu, E. Raicu).
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Fig. 25. Western wall of Basilica no. 2 (V. Bottez, A. Bivolaru).

Fig. 24. Northern wall of Basilica no. 2 (R. Georgescu, S. Obreja).
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Fig. 26. Northern profile of S005 (A. Neagu, V. Bottez).

Fig. 27. Basilica no. 2’s western wall (in S002).
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Fig. 28. Basilica no. 2’s southern
wall, western segment.

Fig. 29. Basilica no. 2’s southern wall,
eastern segment (with mortar bed).

Fig. 30. Small gate with staircase
leading to it.
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E (1.00 × 0.80 m58) that could have belonged to the basilica and was built also of medium stones bound with
earth. The argument for this segment being part of the southern wall is that it was laid on a bed of white
mortar (up to 1.30 m wide) set along the defensive wall on a length of approx. 10 m (fig. 23 and 29). The
mortar was used to level the Greek wall it covers59, but it is unclear why it did not cover the entire length of
the defensive wall up to the point it met the basilica apse’s southern end. The theory concerning the basilica’s
southern wall is therefore that the western segment was initially 5.90 m long and turned at a right angle
southwards, following the structure protecting the staircase, and, once it met the defensive wall, it turned
again to the southeast in order to follow the defensive wall until the southern end of the apse (on this segment
it was partially set on the mortar bed). This means that the basilica, in fact, had no southeastern corner of its
own and that it adapted to the space provided by this location. The only other possibility is that there was a
southern wall that is now completely destroyed and that had been built on the defensive wall, as happened
for the Rhemaxos basilica on the western front of the fortification.
Basilica no. 2’s eastern side is made up of the apse and the northern wall segment. The northern
segment (fig. 31) is 1.70 m long and 0.85 m wide (the same width as that of the segment bound with mortar
in the northern wall, to which it seems to have been contemporary). The original masonry starts at +0.10
m and ends at ‑1.14 m (the restored masonry starts at +0.90 m). It was built using medium and large stones
(0.10 × 0.08 m/0.46 × 0.16 m) bound with mortar. It is worth mentioning that in this segment of the eastern
wall there is what seems to be a 1.30 m‑wide entrance (corresponding to a standard opening) connecting the
basilica to its northeastern annex. This was completely reconstructed though and therefore does not provide
any secure information. The fact that it was restored raises doubts concerning the authenticity of the entrance,
but at the same time it is difficult to believe that those in charge of the restoration would have operated such
a major change in the building’s plan as to create a non‑existing entrance. Therefore, we will treat it as an
authentic architectural element, as it also seems to be confirmed in fig. 8.

Fig. 31. Northern segment of eastern wall of Basilica no. 2 (V. Bottez, A. Bivolaru).

58

In 2002, when it was discovered, it was approximately 3 m long, but given the fact that most of it was not
supported by the mortar bed we describe in the following lines, it collapsed after two days and could not be drawn.
59 For the fragment that we suppose to be a surviving part of the Classical fortification of the acropolis (Z029),
see Bottez 2015, p. 367.
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The apse
The apse of Basilica no. 2 is perhaps the most interesting element of the entire structure (pl. I and
fig. 22‑23, 32‑35 and 36). It is 10.30 m long and 0.85 m wide, with the restored portion starting at +0.87 m
and the original one at +0.21 m and descending down to ‑1.75 m. The stones used are medium to large (0.12
× 0.06 m/0.40 × 0.22 m). Two main segments of the wall can clearly be discerned.
The first one starts at the northern end and slopes down southwards for 5.40 m, while the second one
continues from there for another 4.90 m. The first segment (fig. 36) has the lower part of the foundation made
of stones bound with earth (on a height of 0.56 m). Above it, the masonry is made of stones bound with white
mortar, but on a small portion (between 1.60‑2.86 m on the apse’s length) at +0.03/+0.23 m, hydraulic mortar
was used. This main northern segment was repaired at a certain moment, as shown by the portion where the
wall was built using shuttering (from 2.80‑5.40 m, between +0.23 and ‑1.13 m). The second segment was
built in shuttering, as the mortar covering most of the wall’s surface indicates.
These differences in the building technique could be explained by the need to adapt a new construction
to the existing natural or built context in that specific spot. The southern segment, for example, is built
entirely over a portion of the defensive wall which is thicker than the rest (fig. 33‑34)60, as well as on
the southern and eastern walls of GB05. Also, the apse has a plinth (0.20 m wide), formed following the
rebuilding of the northern segment and running all along the southern segment. We must mention, though,
that the elevation of the apse is completely restored, so we cannot be certain that the present situation
corresponds to the original one.

Fig. 32. Basilica no. 2. Apse, synthronon and presbyterium platform.
60 Although

this segment belongs indeed to the defensive wall, it is inconceivable to think that this vital defensive
structure did not function during such a tumultuous period as the 6th century AD.
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Fig. 33. Basilica no. 2’s apse (detail).

Fig. 34. Basilica no. 2’s apse (detail).

Fig. 35. Basilica no. 2’s apse (detail of its southern end).
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Fig. 36. Western apse of Basilica no. 2 (R. Georgescu, S. Obreja).
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Given this situation, two possibilities may be considered: 1) the apse of Basilica no. 2 had three
construction phases: all that remains of the first is the southern segment, to which during the second phase
the northern segment was added, while the entire apse was repaired during the third phase; 2) it is more likely
that the apse had only two phases: the two main segments belong to the same first phase, and the differences
in the construction technique are due to the characteristics of the surface the wall was set on (earth layer/
defensive wall); the second phase is the above‑mentioned repair works.
The synthronon
The restored one‑step synthronon, as it is preserved today, is a semi‑circular wall that follows a
trajectory concentric with the apse (pl. I and fig. 20, 22 and 32). It has an opening of 2.90 m, a depth of 2
m, W = 0.74 m; Hp = 0.40 m; elevation: 0.6 m). The apse and the clerical bench are set 0.70 m apart; in this
semi‑circular corridor between them no trace of pavement was identified. The northern end of the bench
is connected to the northern end of the apse by a wall, and we can assume that the same situation occurred
at the southern end, which is now lost. The entire structure was heavily restored in the 1950s, and the only
information we can provide with certainty is that it was built using medium stones bound with earth.
The presbyterium61
The Basilica no. 2 used to have a raised rectangular platform in front of the apse (pl. I and fig. 22 and
32), which is only partially preserved (3.15 × 1.20 m), but the initial length (on a NNW‑SSE direction) must
have reached over 6 m. It is bordered by a course of large slabs (0.35 × 0.80/0.85/0.90/1.15 m), one of which
(the one immediately east of the column base) preserves a groove (0.26 × 0.08 m) for fixing the cancelli slabs
(fig. 37). At the platform’s northwestern corner lies a column base (0.60 × 0.60 m), also visible in the old
photographs (fig. 7 and 8), to which the cancelli slabs on the northern and western side of the platform were
affixed. From the platform itself only three limestone slabs remain (1.10 × 0.85 m/0.84 × 0.82 m/0.72 × 0.76
m), and between them and the column base at the corner, there is nowadays modern cement (we could not
identify any trace of mortar or earth as original binding material), which raises the question of the degree to
which the modern restoration affected this structure. What is certain is that of the four smaller slabs to the
southeast, only one appears in the old photographs and plans (fig. 7), and it is impossible to identify with
certainty which one it is.

Fig. 37. Basilica no. 2’s presbyterium (detail of the stone bases of the chancels screen).
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For a discussion concerning this element, see Barnea 1958, p. 333‑334, fig. 3; Duval 1980, no. 8, p. 327‑328.
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The colonnade
The old photographs (fig. 7 and 9) also indicate, without any doubt, that the basilica was divided by
two rows of columns into a nave and two aisles. The northern row had four columns62 covering a distance
of approximately 15.20 m; the only distance between the columns that could be measured with some degree
of accuracy is 2.70 m (the inter‑axis of the only two column bases discovered in place). The one near the
western wall63 (pl. I and fig. 39) is made of a large limestone slab on which we found a column drum, slightly
off‑centred. Underneath, but 0.50 m off‑centre to the west, there is the circular foundation described above;
although it could have been used as such, this is not the foundation for the column base, as a similar structure
was partially preserved 2.20 m to the S‑SE on a trajectory which is not parallel to the western wall of Basilica
no. 2. Also, this second foundation lies in the middle of the nave, which suggests it had nothing to do with
the second basilica; it is also unlikely it was part of Basilica no. 1, as it is not aligned to the northern end of
its apse, where the colonnade would have started. Therefore, this probably was the foundation of a colonnade
that existed there prior to the building of the first basilica. In 2002, we discovered the base for the second
column (0.80 × 0.50 m; pl. I and fig. 38) of Basilica no. 2, which had a foundation made of medium stones
(0.25 × 0.15 m) bound with earth. No other column base was discovered from the northern row, and also
none from the southern one; we must also mention that the colonnades had no stylobate, and each column
had an individual base. As seen in one of the old photographs (fig. 7), at least three other column bases of
the southern row were preserved, and all the architectural fragments were reused.

Fig. 38. Column base in S002.

62
63

Three of which can be seen in fig. 7 and one whose base we discovered in 2002 in S002.
The slab is 0.70 × 0.50 m; the drum diameter is 0.50 m.
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Fig. 39. Westernmost column base.

The brick pavement
As we have already mentioned when presenting the previous research, the inside of Basilica no. 2 was
covered by a brick pavement. Parts of the latter are still preserved in the centre of the northern aisle (pl. I
and fig. 22‑23), and disparate elements of it could still be seen a decade ago near the western wall. The part
that is still preserved is made of bricks of different sizes; along the basilica’s northern wall, there is a row of
large square bricks (0.50 × 0.50 m), nine of which are partially preserved. The rest of the pavement surface
is composed of different types of bricks (0.30 × 0.30 m or 0.50 × 0.30 m) set in rows. We must mention that
this is Basilica no. 2’s only living floor preserved at present. There is no information concerning possible
later living floors that might have been destroyed following modern excavations but, as fig. 40 shows, there
are some indications of a possible previous living floor represented at ‑0.29/‑0.39 m – fragments of a yellow
clay floor, probably covered with bricks.

Fig. 40. Northern profile of S001 (V. Bottez, M. Orzan, A. Timofan).
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The western entrance
Access from street d was provided through an area (11.65 × 2.25 m) west of Basilica no. 2
(pl. I and fig. 8 and 41); this space was delimited to the west by a wall64 in a very bad state of preservation
(Lp = 6.30 m; W = 0.80 m), and was covered by a stone pavement, of which only a very small portion was
still preserved when recent excavations started (pl. I and fig. 41), compared to the photograph taken in 1931
(fig. 8). When investigating this area, we could not identify any physical limit, neither to the north nor to
the south. The reason for this has been the need for a connection between street d and the small gate in the
defensive wall, near the basilica’s southwestern corner (pl. I).

Fig. 41. Area of access to Basilica no. 2, with partially-preserved stone pavement.

The northeastern annex (pl. I and fig. 42)
Phase 1: the northern wall, oriented SW‑NE, is only partially preserved (Lp = 1.80 m; W = 0.60 m)
starting 5.60 m east of Basilica no. 2’s northeastern corner; it turns southwards to form the eastern wall
(4.07 × 0.60 m), which is entirely preserved and which is superposed, near its southern end, by the southern
side of Phase 2; the southern wall (5.25 × 0.60 m?) is superposed on almost its entire length, down to Basilica
no. 2’s apse, by the southern wall of phases 2 and 3 of the annex. It sticks out southwards 0.20 m from the
above‑mentioned walls. This phase of the annex was built of medium stones (0.20 × 0.13 / 0.43 × 0.32 m),
mostly green schist, bound with earth. No clear living floor pertaining to this phase was identified – either
6004 or 6002 (fig. 55) could have played this role for Phase 1, whose walls were razed at +0.10 m, which
corresponds to the plinth of Phase 2. No entrance was identified for this structure, as the walls are preserved
only at a foundation level.
64

This is the eastern wall of CR05 – Bottez 2014, p. 246, 249, n. 17, fig. 2‑3, 11‑12, 26‑28.
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Fig. 42. Phases of the northeastern annex (V. Bottez).
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Phase 2: the northern wall starts just north of Basilica no. 2’s northeastern corner. It is a much wider
wall (0.70 + a plinth of 0.15 = 0.85 m; the plinth was identified at +0.11 m) than that of the first phase, which
was probably partially dismantled in order for the new one to be built. The wall has an initial 5.70 m‑long
segment (SW‑NE)65, then it turns NNW (a segment 1.37 m long, with no plinth) and then northeast again
for at least 12.40 m66. This wall must have bordered what seems to be a continuation of street d, but for
now the results of the excavation suggest that the wall that starts towards the SSE at a distance of 11.10 m
from the SSE‑NNW segment represents Phase 2’s eastern limit. The northern limit is badly destroyed
on certain segments along its trajectory. Again, no entrance could be found. The eastern wall descends
(3.75 × 0.60 m) southwards and then turns southwest (14.05 × 0.60 m), reaching Basilica no. 2’s apse.
For the last 6.40 m before reaching the apse, Phase 2’s southern wall superposes that of Phase 1. All the
walls are built of medium stones (0.15 × 0.20 m / 0.40 × 0.40 m), mostly green schists, bound with earth in
good‑quality masonry.
In Phase 2 of the northeastern annex we identified a hard yellow clay floor (+0.61/+0.70 m) as the
substructure of a living floor covered – at least partially – with bricks, as indicated by several disparate
finds. Debris containing a large quantity of roof tiles and fragments of mud bricks fell over it, marking the
destruction of the last construction level (fig. 58‑59). Unfortunately, this layer was partially excavated before,
as proven by an old photograph (fig. 9) and confirmed by the pottery finds dated mostly to the Early Roman
period (fig. 60)67.
Phase 3: The northern wall is practically that of Phase 2 on the segment with a plinth, only widened
northwards (4.50 × 0.90 m). It turns S (Lp = 4.50 m; W = 1.00 m), reaching the superposed southern walls
of Phases 1 and 2. The southern wall of Phase 3 is now lost, but it must have followed the trajectory of the
other phases’ southern wall westwards up to the apse, on a distance of 1.60 m. The walls are built using
medium stones (0.10 × 0.15 / 0.55 × 0.15 m), generally smaller than during the other two phases, were
bound with earth, and the masonry was also of a much poorer quality than in the other two cases. As we can
see in fig. 55, the eastern wall (the only one with a new trajectory) was built starting from +0.50 m and is
preserved up to approx. +1.00 m, where the wall was razed; the wall rests on a layer of debris caused by the
destruction of Phase 2.
Furniture and equipment in an ecclesiastical context
A U‑shaped adobe platform68 (pl. I and fig. 42) was discovered in the eastern part of Phase 2’s living
floor, where a table could have been set. Its dimensions are: 1.55 (E‑W) × 1.15 m (N‑S), with the arms 0.55 m
(E) and 0.35 m (W) wide. Also, at the northern end of the eastern arm there is an almost circular surface
(dm = 0.35 m) that could represent the area where a supporting column could have been set. Between the
arms there is a lower (1‑2 cm) adobe surface that protrudes 0.37 m northwards. The entire area was covered
by debris containing a large quantity of mud bricks, which could have been used to build such a structure.
Immediately to the east, in the debris covering the yellow clay floor, marble fragments from at least two
rectangular tables were found, as well as two small architectural fragments. A marble mortarium and a
fragment from another table were found immediately west of Phase 1’s eastern limit, but in the same layer
of debris pertaining to Phase 269:
1. Large rectangular table (fig. 43‑44; context: 41004; no. inv.: 106.1‑2/2012; 106.3‑5/2012; fragmentary – two
butt‑jointed corner fragments, three from the floor). White‑yellowish marble of fine and medium grains.
65 The

eastern profile of S006 (fig. 55) shows the pit excavated when building the wall, which partially destroyed
the earlier living floors that probably belonged to Phase 1.
66 The excavation stopped there, and hopefully will be resumed in the future.
67 The preliminary analysis of the pottery discovered in this trench was made by Alexandru Bădescu (National
History Museum of Romania). It is clear that the middle of trench S041 was already excavated while the W and E
profiles still preserved the primary succession of layers.
68 1.40 × 1.15 m; discovered at +0.63/+0.69 m. At the tip of the ‘U’ shape’s eastern arm there is a circular shape
which could represent the imprint (dm 0.34 m) of a small column.
69 A fragment from a circular marble table was discovered in a secondary context, south of Basilica no. 2’s
south‑western corner and over the LRDW.
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106.1‑2/2012: Lp = 19 cm; Wp = 13 cm; Th of the floor = 2.8 cm; H edge = 6.4 cm; W of band = 6 cm; 106.3/2012:
Lp = 8.3 cm; Wp = 5.5 cm; Th = 2.8/3.5 cm; 106.4/2012: Lp = 16.5 cm; Wp = 10.5 cm; Th = 2.5 cm; 106.5/2012:
Lp = 16.8 cm; Wp = 10.5 cm; Th = 2.5 cm.
Band flat and undecorated, inner moulding consists of shallow incised outline, rounded edge and regular
quarter‑round curve, then a sharp edge to floor. The profiled sections of the sides are decorated by a central concave
groove (3 cm), delimited by two incised parallel lines (W 0.5 cm) which end in concave crescents. The preserved
corner is not sharp, but flat. All surfaces are well polished. Three other fragments that belong to the floor and the
sharp edge were discovered.
Small rectangular table (fig. 45‑46; context: 41004; no. inv.: 95.2‑5/2012; fragmentary – one fragment of edge, three
from the floor). White‑yellowish marble of fine and medium grains.
95.2/2012: Lp = 12 cm; Wp = 10.3 cm; H edge = 5.1 cm; W of band = 5.5 cm; 95.3/2012: Lp = 14.8 cm;
Wp = 12.5 cm; Th = 2.6/2 cm; 95.4/2012: Lp = 13.3 cm; Wp = 7.2 cm; Th = 2 cm; 95.5/2012: Lp = 9.5 cm;
Wp = 7 cm; Th = 2 cm.
Band flat and undecorated, inner moulding consists of a shallow incised outline, rounded edge and regular
quarter‑round curve, then a sharp edge to floor. The profiled section of the side is decorated by a central concave
groove (2.5 cm), delimited by two incised parallel lines (W 0.5 cm). All surfaces are well polished. Three other
fragments belonging to the floor and the sharp edge were discovered.
Plateau/tray?70 (fig. 47‑48; context 41029; no. inv. 1/2013; fragmentary). White‑yellowish marble of fine and
medium grains.
Lp = 14.7 cm; Wp = 9.2 cm; Th of the floor = 2.6 cm; Th of the rim = 3 cm; H rim = 4.3 cm
Curved profile with horizontal rim; on the rim there is a 0.2 cm groove. The floor is connected to the rim by a slightly
concave, oblique band. Polished upper surface, reverse with slightly oblique chiselling traces. Indented at foot.
Although the elements that form this item indicate that it was a plateau/tray, its exact shape could not be determined.
Mortarium71 (fig. 49‑50; context 41003; no. inv. 71/2012; entirely preserved). White‑grayish marble with fine and
medium grains.
Total height = 7 cm; Depth = 5 cm; Internal dm = 11 cm; External dm = 16.5 cm; handle left of the spout = 4.5 × 2 cm;
handle right of the spout = 3.9 × 2 cm; the handle opposite of the spout = 3.7 × 2 cm; the spout = 4.5 × 2 cm;
Dm of base = 6 cm.
Smooth horizontal rim. On the outside, under the rim, there is a 2.5 cm‑wide smooth band. Sigma‑shaped horizontal
lugs, smooth surface, incised with three‑line flared arrowhead. The rest of the exterior is rugged, with chiselling
traces (generally vertical, oblique under the handles). Slightly concave circular base. Above it, there is a 1.3 cm‑wide
smooth band. 2.2 cm under the rim, on the inside, there is a trace left on the bowl’s less smooth wall (0.5 cm wide),
maybe left by water? Inside surface covered by a fine yellowish deposit, dark‑yellow deposit on the outside (possibly
to be connected to the adobe debris it was found in).
Circular table72 (fig. 51‑52; context 1015; no. inv. 96/2012; fragmentary). White‑yellowish marble.
Lp = 13 cm; Wp = 9 cm; Th of the floor = 1.4‑2 cm; Th of the rim = 0.5‑2.5 cm; H rim = 5.4 cm
Concave‑rim type, indented at foot. Flat reverse. High‑quality craftsmanship and polished on all surfaces. This
fragment was not discovered in the annex, but in a secondary position S of Basilica no. 2. We mention it here as we
consider it is highly likely it was used in the basilica in question.

70

A white, fine grain marble fragment, initially identified as a chancel slab, and probably found in the same
sector during Pârvan’s excavation, resembles our item very much – see Popescu 1994, p. 331, no. 1, note 59, fig. 18a.
71 Two such objects, one much larger and the other one comparable to this one (with an inscription on the rim)
were discovered in the Templu and Domus Sectors in Istros – see Popescu 1994, p. 341‑342, note 79, fig. 39a, 40a (with
previous bibliography and analogies in the area of Tomis). Another greyish marble mortarium from the episcopal
basilica in Istros is also similar in shape and chiselling technique to our artefact (fig. 53). This mortarium is now
preserved in the site’s archaeological museum. Another one, almost identical to ours in handle decoration and cut traces,
was discovered in the area of the cathedral at Kourion, Cyprus, see Loverance 2007, p. 330‑331, no. 67, fig. 7.5. Others,
most of them without handles, are mentioned by Sodini, Kolokotsas 1984, p. 206‑207, as coupelles from the complex
of the double basilica at Aliki (Thassos).
72 Similar objects, published or not, were discovered in Istros, in the Domus Sector, or in the cathedral at Tomis –
Barnea 1977, p. 126‑127, fig. 39/7, 9; Duval 1980, p. 338, notes 69‑71, fig. 14a‑d; Loverance 2007, p. 327, no. 38,
fig. 7.2.

37

Histria. New research on the Early Christian basilicas in the southern part of the acropolis

Fig. 43. Table no. 1 (drawing I. Grigore-Paraschiv).

Fig. 45. Table no. 2 (drawing I. Grigore-Paraschiv).

Fig. 44. Table no. 1 (photo V. Bottez).

Fig. 46. Table no. 2 (photo V. Bottez).
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Fig. 47. Plateau or tray (drawing I. Grigore-Paraschiv).

Fig. 48. Plateau or tray (photo V. Bottez).

Fig. 49. Mortarium (drawing I. Grigore-Paraschiv).

Fig. 50. Mortarium (photo V. Bottez).

Fig. 51. Circular table (drawing I. Grigore-Paraschiv).

Fig. 52. Circular table (photo V. Bottez).
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Fig. 53. Mortarium from the Episcopal
Basilica (V. Bottez).

STRATIGRAPHY
Main profile and S002 (fig. 54 and 57)
The western profile of S001 and S002 starts southwards from the northern wall of Basilica no. 2, going
over its southern wall (Z016), Z100 and the stairs leading to the poterna, Z029 and the southern side of the
LRDW. Inside the basilica the profile has a maximum height of 2 m, while extra muros, near the defensive
wall, it is no higher than 1.5 m.
The excavation stopped on a yellow silt layer, an Archaic living floor connected to GB04 and 05 (see
further on). It also constitutes the living floor of GB02 (first half of the 6th century BC), and it is perforated
by the Hellenistic GB0173. The multiple destruction levels that can be recognized in the northern side of the
profile should be connected to the destruction of the above‑mentioned Greek structures, but with no further
data we cannot establish clearly to which one of them. The ruins of GB01 were levelled using a consistent
layer of brown earth, mixed with shells. In this layer Z087 was implanted, which, according to the manner
in which it was constructed, should be dated to the Greek period. After this moment the entire area was
covered by a thick layer of yellow silt, which can also be seen on the northern and eastern profiles and could
be associated with the moment the area was prepared for new constructions, among which, eventually, there
were the basilicas. Also, the northern and southern walls of Basilica no. 2 (Z009 and Z016) were implanted
in this layer. Above the yellow silt there is a brown layer, much more difficult to understand, in which we can
see several building structures (circular column foundation and Z088), that do not seem to be part of either
of the basilicas. Moreover, Z088 runs between the two circular column foundations, closer to the southern
one, which indicates they belonged to two different structures. Finally, in this layer we notice the foundation
trench for the northern wall of Basilica no. 274.
South of Basilica no. 2 and over the LRDW, there is a layer of debris caused by the gradual destruction
of the precinct wall. Further south, we can identify – in the profile – the traces left by the excavation
undertaken by Pârvan along the defences, superposed by a layer of earth laid during our own excavations, in
order to evacuate the dirt resulting from the dig. In the southernmost part of the profile there is a thick layer
of sand, which marks the moment the area (initially covered by water) was silted in. Linked to the external
facing of the precinct wall there is what seems to be a stone platform that has a slight slope southwards. This
structure could not be investigated, as it advanced below the water table.
73

Bottez 2015, p. 364, fig. 3‑4 and p. 367‑368, fig. 3, 9.
situation can be seen in the foundation of the northern stylobate of the Basilica with crypt, see Achim
2014, p. 274, fig. 17 and 24.
74 A similar
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Fig. 54. Position of profiles (V. Bottez).

Northern profile of S001 (fig. 40 and 54)
This profile is located at the northern limit of the main old excavation inside the basilica (undertaken
by Vasile Pârvan and Marcelle Lambrino); it was obtained by the regularization of previous circular
interventions, which resulted in a rectangular excavation unit (S001). Therefore, although we have the image
of the layers, the information associated with each one of them was destroyed. Since north of the profile
lies the brick pavement of the basilica, we did not excavate this area in order to preserve what is left of this
original living floor of the northern aisle. Also, the profile stops on an Archaic living floor, which we did not
excavate. This layer is connected to two Late Archaic/Early Classical structures, GB04 and 05.
Above the mentioned Archaic living floor, we discern, on the approximately 2 m‑high profile, two
main thick layers of yellow silt, preserved mostly in the central and eastern part of the profile. The lower
layer should correspond to the moment when GB04 and 05 were no longer in use and the entire area was
levelled. Above this layer there is what seems to be a destruction layer, characterized by strong traces of
firing. Once again, after this destruction moment, the area was reorganized and covered by a thick layer of
clean yellow silt, alternating with thick layers of pottery shards. We noticed this levelling on most profiles
we obtained in S001 and S002, which would indicate it was an action that affected the entire area occupied
by the basilica. Given the fact that in the median area of the profile the massive yellow silt layer leads up to
the surface level, we associate it with the moment the area was reorganized for the construction of Basilica
no. 2. It also means that, normally, the building of this second religious structure affected previous layers,
including those associated with the first basilica.
In the profile’s eastern extremity, 0.10 m below the surface, we identified a very hard yellow silt layer,
maybe the substructure for a brick pavement. As this yellow silt layer corresponds to the plinth of the apse of
Basilica no. 1, there is a remote possibility that this element constitutes Basilica no. 1’s living floor.
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Eastern profile of S001 (fig. 54 and 56)
This profile is located at the eastern limit of S001, connecting the previous profile, along the western
line of the presbyterium, with the southern side of the LRDW (right side of the drawing). To its left, the
profile leads down to the same Archaic living floor, but on the central and right side we notice the traces of
a very large intervention (probably Vasile Pârvan’s), which completely destroyed the stratigraphy of GB04,
followed by a moment when the area was levelled, probably for touristic purposes in the 1950’s. On the left
side we also recognize the stratigraphic succession from the northern profile of S001.
The western profile of S041 (fig. 54 and 58)
This profile provides information about the stratigraphic succession in the eastern part of Phase 1 of
the annex, as well as of the central part of Phase 2. As we can see in one of the archive images (fig. 9), the
area around this profile was profoundly affected by excavations in the first half of the 20th century, and over
Z105 ran the line for the Decauville wagons, which used to carry the excavated dirt off the site.
The excavation stopped in a layer of debris at 0.2 m (context 41023), which probably constitutes the
destruction of this phase of the annex. Above it there is a hard yellow silt floor (41004; 0.5/0.41‑0.41/0.29 m),
representing the living floor of Phase 2 and which passes over Z112 (northern wall of Phase 1). This is
overlapped by a layer of debris (context 41003; 0.41‑0.81/1.18 m), with many traces of firing, which marks
the destruction of Phase 2. In this layer, at 0.48 m, we discovered the mortarium described above. Finally, the
uppermost layer is made of dirt resulted from modern excavations (41000; 1.13/1.91 m). North of Z105 there
are two more such layers (41000 and 41024); they in turn superpose a medium‑solidified layer of yellow silt
that could represent the substruction for the pavement located north of Phase 2.
The eastern profile of S041 (fig. 54 and 59)
This profile provides information regarding the stratigraphy of Phase 2, as well as the pavement north
of it. In this area the stratigraphy seems undisturbed.
The excavation stopped on the living floor (41004; 0.72/0.62 m) of Phase 2, which was superposed
by the layer of debris (context 41003; 0.72/0.62‑2.02/0.72 m) caused by the destruction of the building. It is
characterized by heavy firing traces in the lower part, and a large quantity of construction material (medium‑sized
stones, bricks, and roof tiles) in the upper part. The uppermost layer is the vegetal layer, of variable thickness.
The eastern profile of S006 (fig. 54‑55)
This profile provides information regarding Phases 1, 2 and 3 of the annex.
The excavation stopped on a hard yellow silt floor (context 6005; ‑0.44 m), which probably represented
a living floor before the annex was built. North of it there is an imprint (context 6019; 0.70 m wide and 0.36 m
high; 0.08/‑0.31 m) left by the dismantling of a wall, most probably Z006, the northern side of Phase 1.
Above the latter there is a layer of infill (context 6002; ‑0.29/0.44 m), overlain by a hard yellow silt floor
(context 6004; ‑0.13/‑0.29 m) that probably represented the living floor of Z006 and, therefore, of Phase
1. On top of the silt floor of Phase 1, there is a thick yellow silt layer (context 6003; 0.16/‑0.09 m), which
in its upper part (5‑6 cm‑thick) becomes a hard clay floor that overlaps the plinth of Z005, with which it
functioned. This means context 6003 represents the living floor of Phase 2. Above it is the destruction level
of Phase 2 (context 6000; 0.57/0.09 m), on which Z003 (eastern wall of Phase 3 of the annex) was built.
There is an altitude difference between the floor of Phase 2 in S041 and in S006, which for now cannot be
explained other than by a natural sloping of the terrain.
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Fig. 55. Eastern profile of S006 (A. Neagu, V. Bottez).

Fig. 56. Eastern profile of S001 (V. Bottez, A. Timofan, M. Orzan).
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Fig. 58. Western profile of S041 (V. Bottez, A. Guinut).

Fig. 57. Main N-S profile, western profile of S001 (V. Bottez, A. Timofan, I. Ganciu, S. Fârnoagă).
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Fig. 59. Eastern profile of S041 (V. Bottez).
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DISCUSSION
We must stress again that the multiple interventions in time, both ancient and modern, that affected
the structures and the stratigraphy of the area in question, make it difficult to interpret the ruins of the two
superposed Christian monuments.
The latest excavations proved that the two basilicas were implanted in an area that was continuously
occupied by different buildings, starting with the Archaic period. The presence of the Greek fortifications
along the natural limit of the city to the south offered a dominant view over the port of the town75.
Marcelle Lambrino’s theory concerning the presence of the temple of Apollo Ietros under the two
basilicas, is not contradicted by the existence of GB01, 02, 04 and 05. GB04 has a plan resembling that of a
temple, but its construction technique indicates, possibly, a dwelling with mud‑bricks/wattle‑and‑daub walls
set on a stone foundation, similar to the contemporary examples from Olbia76. However, as this structure
was sectioned by Z029 (possibly a segment of the Greek classical acropolis wall77), it would be impossible
to reconstruct its initial plan and therefore determine its functionality. The Roman period structures are very
badly preserved, and the only information they provide is that they seem to be part of a plan developed with
the small gate in the LRDW to the south as its main focus point.
It is clear that, during both its main‑functioning phases (Basilica no. 1 and 2), the monument had
a most irregular (trapezoidal) plan, determined by the two major pre‑existing urban elements in the area,
curtain wall l to the south and street d to the north. As the new large Christian monument was implanted
into the pre‑existing plan, the solution chosen for maintaining the poterna in the LRDW functional was to
create an access way past the basilica’s southwestern corner, via a descending staircase bordered by Z100
and Z129. Also, Basilica no. 2’s southern part of the apse was built on a thicker segment of the LRDW, while
the southern wall runs along it.
For Basilica no. 1 there are no architectural elements preserved, apart from the apse. Nevertheless, the
northern wall (Z009) of Basilica no. 2 presents several details that raise another possible interpretation. First
of all, in the eastern part of Z009 there is a segment that follows a different trajectory, and its foundations are
made of stone bound with mortar. This type of masonry is identical to that of the eastern wall (pierced by an
entrance) north of the apse, and similar to that of the apse. Therefore, these three segments may have been
built at the same time. Such a change must have occurred in order to enlarge the initial Christian monument78.
Therefore, the first apse was abandoned, the northern segment of the eastern wall was dismantled, and what
remained of the northern wall (Z009) was extended with the new segments of a wall bound with mortar. As
no other architectural element in the perimeter of the two cult buildings can be attributed to the first basilica,
we can only suppose that the latter had an identical plan (apart from the area of the apse) with the second one.
Basilica no. 2 has several main elements that were better preserved than in the case of Basilica no.
1, such as a three‑nave plan completed by a semi‑circular apse, as well as a northeastern annex with access
through the northern nave, but there is no indication of the existence of a narthex or atrium to the west. That
being said, archive images (fig. 8) and the latest excavations (pl. I and fig. 41) confirm the existence of a stone
pavement west of the three entrances that constituted a terraced area meant to enhance the monumentality
of the building. Also, by dismantling the Roman building (RB05)79 west of the pavement, an open area
(5 × 14 m) was obtained for the same purpose. In order to further increase the impact of the initial place of
75

For the position of the port and especially on the evolution of its structure during the Roman times, see
Angelescu 2018b, p. 343‑384.
76 Bujskikh 2017.
77 Angelescu 2018a, p. 204‑207.
78 For a modification of the eastern façade, this time by reducing the length of the initial church, one can see the
case of Basilica II at Argamum (Mărgineanu‑Cârstoiu, Apostol 2017, p. 72, 75, fig. 3, 5‑10). During the same period,
namely the reign of Justinian, Basilica III in Argamum had its eastern façade repaired; these repair works also included
the apse and therefore made necessary the use of masonry of stones bound with mortar (Mărgineanu‑Cârstoiu, Apostol
2017, p. 75, fig. 17‑20), as was the case in Istros. A similar phenomenon, when the eastern face is modified by an
eastward extension, is attested in the case of basilicas no. 2 and 3 in Kjustendil (Pautalia, Dacia Mediterranea, nowadays
Bulgaria, see Pillinger, Lirsch, Popova 2016, Cat. 90, p. 401‑408, fig. 820‑822 with references), or that of the transept
basilica of Dodona (Epirus, see Mailis 2011, Ep. 4, p. 31, fig. 4/Pl. 1‑2).
79 Bottez 2014, p. 246, fig. 2, 11‑12 and 26.
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worship, the eastern façade was pushed further east with 3.3 m, in order to accommodate the presbyterium,
synthronon and the northeastern annex.
The building technique is very similar to that used in the Basilica extra muros (dimensions of stones,
internal setting of the different architectural elements including a comparable synthronon80, etc.), with the
exception of the use of mortar on the eastern façade. Regarding the masonry, we must note the generally
shallow foundations (0.6 m in the central and western parts of the northern wall) that run at different depths
(1.4 m), especially in comparison with the Basilica with crypt81 and the Episcopal basilica82.
This second religious monument is remarkable due to its architectural disposition and its liturgical
apparatus/layout. The awkward plan of the basilica, with the aisles communicating with the nave (suggesting
a Constantinopolitan influence), and each of them with access from the outside through an entrance, ends
in a rectangular sanctuary, elevated from the church’s pavement and which advances westwards into the
nave. The rather large area of the apse is partially occupied by a free‑standing semi‑circular synthronon83
(possibly three‑tiered), of which only the first tier was preserved. The residual space between this first tier
of the presbyterial bench and the apse wall could have been occupied by two other steps made of perishable
material, of which we found no trace though. Moreover, as the elevation of the apse disappeared in time, no
other construction detail supports this hypothesis. Most probably, the sanctuary was delimited by an inverted
Π barrier84, whose aspect cannot be reconstructed based only on the available information.
The northeastern annex has three functioning phases. As proven by the eastern profile of S041
(fig. 59), after the destruction of Phase 2 and the structures north of it, the area became unoccupied. The
basilica continued to function though, as indicated by the much diminished Phase 3 of the annex. Phase 2, the
largest of the three, is the only one in which we discovered furnishings that suggest a possible sacramental
function85 (fragments of marble tables, maybe for deposition of offerings or for the selection of eucharistic
gifts, a marble mortarium and a hard yellow silt area where a table probably stood). Given these structures’
bad state of preservation, the only certain access to the annexes was provided by an opening in the northern
segment of the eastern facade.
CHRONOLOGY
The only area in the sector where it was thought the stratigraphy was undisturbed is S041, where
we excavated the layers corresponding to Phases 1 and 2 of the northeastern annex. The analysis of the
ceramic material discovered there unfortunately proves that part of these layers were surely disturbed by
modern excavations, as the pottery found on Phase 2’s living floor (context 41004) could be dated to the
80

Rusu‑Bolindeț, Bădescu 2003‑2005.
1.5 m in the case of the stylobates of the Basilica with crypt, see Achim 2014, p. 274, fig. 24.
82 Approximately 3 m according to Suceveanu 2007, p. 55.
83 A comparable installation was documented recently inside the intra muros basilica at Ulmetum, see Băjenaru
2015, where the author of the publication comments only upon the reparation of the sanctuary during the 6th century at a
higher topographical level, as well as upon the building of the synthronon. For a detailed discussion on the diffusion of
this type of liturgical furnishing in Scythia, Moesia Secunda or Thracia, see Achim 2012, p. 159, notes 80‑84.
84 This type of barrier is specific for the Aegean area, especially its northern and central parts, as proven by
Sodini 1984, p. 445‑448, fig. 5; this characteristic was also mentioned by Duval 1999, p. 17‑18, 25‑26.
85 For a discussion regarding the development of annexes east of the aisles see Sodini 1984, p. 468, fig. 17. The
same author analyses the case of the liturgical annexes of the four basilicas in Byllis, Albania, and makes valuable
references regarding the use of these areas, starting from the liturgical furnishings discovered during excavations – Sodini
2004, p. 435‑439. More recently, the work of A. Mailis resumes the problem of the annexes in the plans of Christian
churches in Greece, confirming the development of such areas especially at the level of the narthex and on the sides – an
aspect also noticed by J.‑P. Sodini –, and much less east of the aisles, and discusses the issues of their function (Mailis
2011, especially p. 5‑16). Even so, his catalogue offers several examples of basilicas with annexes located east of the aisles:
basilica A of Dion (Mailis 2011, Mac. 14, p. 46, fig. 25); Agora basilica of Thassos (Mailis 2011, Mac. 35, p. 57‑58,
fig. 48); basilica of Stamata, Achaia (Mailis 2011, Ach. 8, p. 85, fig. 72); basilica of Brauron, Achaia (Mailis 2011,
Ach. 11, p. 86‑87, fig. 75); and basilica of Molaoi, Achaia (Mailis 2011, Ach. 34, p. 97‑98, fig. 96).
81 Approximately
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2nd‑4th century AD (fig. 60)86, while the marble tables87 and the mortarium88 are more characteristic for the
production of the 5th and 6th centuries AD. This disturbance must have been caused by an excavation that
could be the one we see in the lower left part of an archive image (fig. 9).
Based on stratigraphic observations, as well as on analogies with the construction phases in other
parts of the city, we consider that Basilica no. 1 was built probably during the reign of Anastasius (491‑517),
when the LRDW was also repaired and Istros received its episcopal basilica89 (fig. 61). This is when street
d received its first stone pavement.

1

2

3

4

5

Fig. 60. Early Roman pottery discovered in context 41004 (I. Iliescu).

The enlargement of the place of worship by extending the church eastwards – which resulted in the
creation of Basilica no. 2 – could be dated to the first half of the 6th century AD (fig. 61), when at least three
other intra and extra urbem churches were active. The masonry of the apse indicates three main functioning
moments for Basilica no. 2, which corresponds to the three phases of the northeastern annex. It is possible
that the destruction of the first phase was caused by the earthquake in AD 54390, while the second one was
86 The

material collected during the excavations of the last decades is extremely heterogeneous and only a small
part of it was dated to the Late Roman period. Among all the repertoire of shapes, we distinguish fragments of drinking
vessels from the Hellenistic period; bowls of Suceveanu VI type, dated to the 2nd‑3rd centuries AD – see Suceveanu
2000, p. 30‑31, pl. 7/ 20‑22; bowl of Suceveanu 14 type, see Suceveanu 2000, p. 55, pl. 18/9‑10.
87 Several fragments of rectangular tables are mentioned by Duval 1980, 338, note 67 in the depots of the
museums of Constanța and Histria. For an ample discussion on the rectangular tables with a central concave groove,
delimited by two incised parallel lines which end in concave crescents see Sodini, Kolokotsas 1984, p. 21‑24, in the
analysis of the eucharistic table of the Southern Basilica in Aliki. The authors stress that this type of furnishings (with
a central groove ending in concave crescents) is common in the entire Eastern Mediterranean area, from Africa to
Dalmatia, with several examples known in Greece. Several such items are mentioned at Marusinac, in Dalmatia – see
comments and catalogue by Duval, Chevalier 1994, p. 158‑159, 162‑166, nos. VII.g.6‑17 and at Xanthos – see Sodini
1999, p. 41‑42, note 7, fig. 1.
88 See the discussion by Sodini, Kolokotsas 1984, p. 207, note 151, concerning the presence of these coupelles
in different contexts, domestic as well as liturgical, in various regions of the Roman world.
89 Suceveanu 2007, p. 19‑30.
90 As suggested by Monica Mărgineanu‑Cârstoiu for Argamum in Mărgineanu‑Cârstoiu, Apostol 2017, p. 93,
note 103. Archaeo‑seismological investigations undertaken at the end of the last decade on the western Black Sea shore
indicate a seismic activity and destructions dated to AD 543 in the area of the temple of Mother of Gods in Balčik,
Bulgaria – Ranguelov 2011, especially p. 396‑402, fig. 9‑10.
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Fig. 61. Construction of Basilica no. 2 as a lengthening of Basilica no. 1 (V. Bottez).
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probably destroyed by one of the devastating raids in the second half of the 6th century AD, such as the
Kutrigur raid in AD 55991. As in Istros we have no record of new buildings constructed during the last quarter
of the 6th century AD, we consider that Phase 3 of the northeastern annex must have been built before that.
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