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Contumatz Pricske. A study of Historical Archaeology

Andrea DEMJÉN1, Florin GOGÂLTAN2

Abstract. This article  presents some theoretical  aspects related to  historical  archaeology and mountain landscape
archaeology  research  domains.  There were noted various  research  projects  from  Transylvania  that  involved
archaeological  discoveries  found at  altitudes  above  800 m.  Regarding  historical  archaeology  in  Romania,  the
concept  and  methodology  of  approaching  the  recent  past,  is  a  field  of  research  that  includes  only  a  few  recent
projects. That is why the Contumaz Pricske project was synthetically presented, for researching a quarantine that
operated between  1732-1808  in  eastern  Transylvania, on  the  border  between  the  Habsburg  Empire  and Moldova.
This  research  involved  the  exploitation  of  documentary  sources  from  various  archives,  the  use  of  cartographic
sources and conducting archaeological excavations.

Rezumat. În  acest  articol  sunt  prezentate  câteva  aspecte  teoretice  legate  de  câmpul  de  cercetare  a  arheologiei
istorice și a arheologiei peisajului montan. Au fost făcute referiri la diversele proiecte de cercetare din Transilvania
care  au  vizat  descoperiri  arheologice aflate la altitudini de peste 800. În ceea ce privește arheologia istorică în
România, conceptul și metodologia de abordare a trecutului recent, este un domeniu de cercetare care numără doar
câteva proiecte și acestea de dată recentă. De aceea a fost prezentat  sintetic  proiectul  Contumaz  Pricske,  de
cercetare a unei carantine care a funcționat între 1732-1808 în estul Transilvaniei la granița dintre Imperiul
Habsburgic și Moldova. Acestă cercetare a presupus exploatarea surselor documentare din diverse arhive, utilizarea
izvoarelor cartografice și efectuarea de săpături arheologice.

Keywords: Transylvania, Contumatz Pricske, historical archaeology, quarantine institution, 18th -19th century.

In  the autumn of  2008  we discovered,  on  the peak called Pricske (Prișca) in the Giurgeu
Mountains,  at  an  altitude  of  1545  m,  the  traces  of  a  fortification  of  which  we had  no
knowledge about  (Fig. 1). The first  impression was  that  we were facing some arrangements
belonging to First World War, when Giurgeu depression was occupied, in September 1916, by
units from the 14th Infantry Division of the Romanian Royal Army. While checking the written
sources3,  we  were  surprised  to  find  out  that  at  the  end  of  1690, the  Italian  count  Luigi

1 National History Museum of Transylvania, Cluj-Napoca; demjenandi@yahoo.com.
2 Institute of Archaeology and Art History, Cluj Napoca; floringogaltan@gmail.com.
3 DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015a, 369-370; DEMJÉN 2016b, 139.

mailto:demjenandi@yahoo.com
mailto:floringogaltan@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.47743/saa-2021-27-3-1
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Ferdinando Marsigli, the famous scientist and soldier of the Austrian army4, fortified two 
straits in the Gheorgheni Chair: Pelizka and Cheile Bicazului5. 

 
Fig. 1. Aerial photo showing the fortification on the Pricske peak (foto: A. Sófalvi) 

 

Later, in 1700, under the leadership of General Leiningen, at Priscke passus was built a 
fortification, consisting of a ditch and a palisade6. These works were renewed in 1703. We also 
identified, 1 km northeast of Pricske peak, several building foundations made out of stone 
(Fig. 2). Using the written sources we had at hand, at the time, we learned about the existence 
of an Austrian quarantine7. None of our friends and fellow archaeologists knew anything 
about such a subject, so for us it became a challenge that gradually grew8 and finally ended, 
after years of research, with a doctoral thesis9. 

We did not suspect, at the time, that future archaeological research would find us 
together in a common project, of the soul, with the one celebrated today. That's why we 
chose, at this anniversary moment, to talk again about the summers spent on, perhaps, the 

                                                           
4 STOYE 1994. 
5 „Passi, i Muniti in Giorgio, che uono in Moldauia. Pelizka .... p: Bekas Loca” (SÁNDOR 1991, 23, 42-43). 
6 SZOkl VII, 113. 
7 BENKŐ 1853, 143. 
8 DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2017. 
9 DEMJÉN 2018a. 
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most beautiful archeological site we have participated in so far10. Normally, this site would 
have been the most difficult one to accomplish, if not impossible. 

 
Fig. 2. Pricske quarantine. Traces of the quarantine buildings (2009) 

 
Located 12 km north of the city of Gheorgheni, far and difficult to supply an archeological 

camp, with capricious mountain weather, with more than low interest of local authorities, 
except for the director of the museum, at that moment, and the current mayor Tibor Csergő, 
the archaeological site Pricske would have had no chance at success. But this place has 
chosen us to make it relive its past moments of glory. Starting, in 200911, from a number of 
four archaeologists (Fl. Gogâltan, A. Demjén, A. Kosza, F. Puskás) and seven students (E.C. 
Cordoş, Al. Găvan, A.L. Ignat, J. Király, M.A. Lie, A. Mihai, C. Tiuţ), in the summer of 2012, more 
than 40 archaeologists and students from the universities of Austin, Bergen, Cluj Napoca, 
Cornell, Glasgow, Iași and Winnipeg, participated in the research of Pricske quarantine, along 
with professors and many students from „Fogarassy Mihály” General School of Gheorgheni12 
(Fig. 3). 

                                                           
10 DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015b, 395-406; DEMJÉN 2016b; DEMJÉN 2020. 
11 GOGÂLTAN et al. 2010. 
12 GOGÂLTAN et al. 2013. 
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Fig. 3. Part of the research team from the 2012 campaign at Contumatz Pricske 

 
In the summer of 2011, Professor Neculai Bolohan, together with students Tudor 

Mandache and Sebastian Drob, were joining the team from Gheorgheni and Cluj Napoca13. 
Since then, only less than four research campaigns (2011-2013, 2015-2016) have followed, 
which we have done together, both in the quarantine on the place called the Stone House - 
Casa de piatră/Kőházak by the locals and in the fortification from Pricske peak. There were 
difficult moments (Fig. 4) but also beautiful ones (Fig. 5), that remain in our memory as a 
proof of friendship and last but not least of the passion for our profession. Neculai Bolohan 
hardly broke away from this landscape, continuing without us the archeological researches at 
Ditrău-Tászok-tető, in search of clarity concerning the origin of the already famous 
petroglyphs here14. 

* 
Before presenting how the Contumaz Pricske project was approached, we would like to 

make some clarifications regarding a field of research that today bears the name of historical 
archeology. Our research could also be attached to what we call the archaeology of the 

                                                           
13 GOGÂLTAN et al. 2012. 
14 PUSKÁS-KOLOZSVÁRI, BOLOHAN 2019. 
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mountainous landscape or the archaeology of the Modern Age15 but, as we will see, the 
investigation of the recent past is part of another paradigm. 

 
Fig. 4. Difficult times during Contumatz Pricske archaeological excavation. 

 

                                                           
15 On the archaeological site Pricske we often joked about imperial archaeology, obviously referring to the research of 
archaeological traces dating from the Habsburg Empire.  
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Fig. 5. Lunch during Contumatz Pricske archaeological excavation (summer of 2012) 

 
The mountainous area, with altitudes of over 800 m, found where the deciduous forest is 

replaced by the coniferous one, has been too little researched in Romania, from an 
archaeological point of view. The signaling of isolated discoveries, such as a fragmentary 
diorite ax, found at an altitude of 1954 m, or a small bronze deposit, found at 1315 m in the 
Cibin Mountains, were for Kurt Horedt clear evidence of the existence of summer grazing in 
the prehistory of the Southern Carpathians16. The Dacian fortresses and settlements from 
Orăștiei Mountains (Șureanu Mountains / Sebeș Mountains) such as those from Piatra Roșie 
(832 m), Vârful lui Hulpe (902), Bolii (904), Grădiștea Muncelui (between 900-1100 m) etc., are 
fitting perfectly into the mountainous landscape17. Along with the archaeological 
investigation of these Dacian objectives18, small surveys19 and, more recently, non-invasive 
research20 were conducted to study the Roman marching camps located on the peaks of 
Șurianu Mountains, at altitudes over 2000 m. Too little investigated was the Dacian fortress 

                                                           
16 HOREDT 1947. 
17 DAICOVICIU et al. 1989, 69-71. 
18 GLODARIU et al. 1996. 
19 GOSTAR, DAICOVICIU 1959; GLODARIU, MOGA 1988. 
20 MICLE et al. 2016; OLTEAN, HANSON 2017; TEODOR et al. 2018. 
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and, especially, the medieval fortification from Piatra Craivei, which dominates, at over 1000 
m, the middle valley of Mureș21. Equally complex is the archeological site from Covasna-
Cetatea Zânelor, located at an altitude of 960 m22. The research of some settlements such as 
Cuptoare-Piatra Ilișovei (1196 m)23, the publication of some lithic pieces discovered at over 
1100 m (Șugag, Oașa) 

24 or of some possible places of worship at Zlatna-Jidovu (952 m) 
25, 

attributed to the so-called Coțofeni culture, are arguments that these Copper Age 
communities also exploited the mountainous areas of Transylvania. Archaeological research 
was performed in 1995-1996 and 1998 at the medieval fortress of Tabla Buții, located in Siriu 
Mountains, at an altitude of over 1300 m26. It joins other medieval fortresses and customs 
located on the peaks of the Southern Carpathians, at the border between Transylvania and 
Wallachia27. In addition to our systematic research on the Giurgeu depression, which began in 
199928, it is worth mentioning the project An archaeology of the Maramureş Mountains, initiated 
by Alexandru Dragoman, Dan Pop, Bogdan Bobînă and Ciprian Astaloş in 201229. Equally 
interesting is the interdisciplinary studying of the linear fortification from Cioclovina-
Ponorici, developed over a total length of over 2400 m, outlined to the south by the Piatra 
Roșie fortress, respectively to the east by the Cioclovina cave and northwest by the Ponorici 
valley, surrounding on the southern side Chiciura Peak (1022 m altitude)30. Ongoing is the 
HiLands (Hidden Landscapes: Exploratory Remote-sensing for the Archaeology of the Lost Roads, 
Borders and Battlefields of South-Eastern Carpathians) project, which has already obtained 
particularly interesting results31. However, not all the researched archaeological objectives 
are found at altitudes of over 800 m. 

The use, by some Romanian archaeologists, of the english phrase „mountain 
archaeology”32 or the romanian one „arheologie montană” 

33 is confusing and, also, 
inadequate. It is, in fact, an unfortunate translation, from romanian into english, of what was 
initially correctly defined as „An archaeology of the mountains”34. A brief internet query of 
the concept „mountain archaeology” is instructive in this regard. C. Kacsó used the term 

                                                           
21 PLANTOS 2019, with bibliography. 
22 PUPEZĂ 2020, with bibliography. 
23 MAXIM 1993. 
24 POPA 2012, 132-133. 
25 POPA 2020. 
26 CĂPĂŢÂNĂ et al. 2008; SÓFALVI 2017. 
27 SÓFALVI 2021. 
28 GOGÂLTAN et al. 2003; DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015b; DEMJÉN 2016a; DEMJÉN, A. 2020c.  
29 DRAGOMAN et al. 2012;  DRAGOMAN et al. 2015; DRAGOMAN et al. 2017; DRAGOMAN et al. 2018. 
30 CETEAN et. al. 2016. 
31 See https://hilands.net4u.ro/ for details. 
32 BOBÎNĂ 2015; BOBÎNĂ 2018; POPA 2020, 218. See also HiLands project (https://hilands.net4u.ro/). 
33 BOBÎNĂ, BOBÎNĂ 2020. 
34 See above. 
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„arheologie montană” for his investigations into the medieval and modern mines of 
Maramureș, starting from the german translation of „Montanarchäologie”35. This term is also 
not correct since there are numerous studies of mining archaeology conducted in the Roman 
sites from Roșia Montană area36. 

These few highlights of the Transylvanian mountainous landscape archaeology show us 
the potential that we have and urge us to lean, in the future, towards this field of research. In 
the context of our discussion, the archaeology of the mountainous landscape aims to 
investigate all human traces from the oldest to the most recently discovered at altitudes 
exceeding 800 m. The Pricske project, as we will see, used a methodology that can not be 
applied before of the 1500s. 

„Historical archeology - a phrase used by archaeologists to describe the archaeology of the 
period from ”around 1500 AD up to and including the present…” are the words with which 
Dan Hicks and Mary C. Beaudry begin their introductory study of The Cambridge Companion to 
Historical Archeology37. The methodological concerns regarding this new field of archaeological 
research can be placed in the ᾿30s of the last century, being found mainly in the Anglo-
American specialised literature38. Neglecting the recent archaeological past is a reality that all 
schools of archaeology have faced. It is much more challenging for an archaeologist to 
decipher the origins of the human species, to identify the first heroes and their cities, or to 
complete the ancient writings with the stories of the ruins still standing. That is why there 
has been and is a certain reluctance to approach an objective about which there are more 
documentary sources. 

Historical Archaeology or Historische Archäologie incorporated today what the United 
Kingdom called post-medieval archaeology (1450-1750) and industrial archaeology39 and, what is 
known in the german space as Archäologie der Neuzeit40. In order to remain on topic with 
continental Europe, at Kiel (Prähistorische und Historische Archäologie) or Vienna (Urgeschichte 
und Historische Archäologie) universities, these disciplines are studied together, in order to 
acquire a complex training as an archaeologist. Also, at the Österreichische Akademie der 
Wissenschaften, Österreichisches Archäologisches Institut, exists a sector called Historische 
Archäologie. The popularization of this specialty is also done through an open-access journal 
entitled Historische Archäologie, which publishes archaeological investigations from the end of 
the Middle Ages to our recent past. If the rescue excavations require it, then the research of 

                                                           
35 KACSÓ et al. 2010; KACSÓ et al. 2011; etc. 
36 CIUGUDEAN, THOMAS 2020, with bibliography. 
37 HICKS, BEAUDRY 2006, 1. 
38 HUME 1968; ORSER 1996; ANDRÉN 1998; BUCHLI, LUCAS 2001; HALL, SILLIMAN 2006; LITTLE 2007; etc. 
39 TARLOW, WEST 1999. 
40 FROMMER 2007. 
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the morgue (Leichenhalle) in Berlin offered us the story of a monument that is truly gloomy, 
but which marked the history of the city from 1886 until today41. 

The lack of theoretical approaches, in the Romanian specialized literature, is a reality over 
which, even if some rightly claim it intensely42, we continue to pass easily. Strictly referring 
to historical archeology, those who had the courage to lean towards the study of a colony of 
forced labor during the communist period, remarked unequivocally: „A widely held opinion 
in the archaeological society of Romania is that the recent or contemporary past is not the 
object of analysis of archaeology, but of other disciplines, such as history or anthropology”43. 
The category of historical archaeology studies must include the recent publication, by Eugen 
Teodor, of the results of his research from the customs control point, which operated, 
approximately, between 1850-1880 near the village Fundata in Bran pass. We can only be with 
him when he says that: „I would be pleased if the effort done within this research, as well as 
its publication in an archaeological periodical as this, would be a stimulus for Romanian 
archaeologists to look with more consideration to both mountain archaeology and modern 
archaeological sites which escaped till now to the radar of science, which are plenty”44. For 
others, publishing a 19th century cemetery, found above the Bronze Age tell from Toboliu-
Dâmbul Zănăcanului, was an act of professional deontology: „The way we approach these cases, 
specifically the seriousness with which we relate to our fellow men — whether they died four 
thousand years ago or whether they died a hundred years ago — primarily reflects the ethics 
with which we have been accustomed by teachers, during the early archeological 
campaigns”45. Along with the exemplary archaeological excavation, we find the 
anthropological analysis, consultation of written and cartographic sources, the use of 
ethnographic analogies. Another historical archeology project in Romania, recently 
completed, is the one that aims to investigate water mills (18th and 19th century) in an area 
located south of the Timișoara city46. 

Preventive archaeological excavations conducted in Transylvanian cities mainly reveal 
their medieval, modern and contemporary past. They are part of the so-called urban 
archaeology47, but also address the methodology of historical archaeology48. But how many 
are really interested in the archaeology of these periods? Even if the current standards and 
procedures of archaeology in Romania provide for the realization of a rigorous 

                                                           
41 RICCI 2011. 
42 ANGHELINU 2003; PALINCAȘ 2006; DRAGOMAN, OANȚĂ-MARGHITU 2006. 
43 DRAGOMAN et. al. 2018, 266. 
44 TEODOR 2021, 361.. 
45 LIE et al. 2015, 272. 
46 FLOCA et al. 2021. 
47 PUPEZĂ 2010. 
48 URDUZIA 2016. 
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documentation, how many such researches have been published? Who publishes the 
archaeological material of the 16th-20th centuries? 

A brief check of the Cronica Cercetărilor Arheologice from the last 5 years, the moment when 
the Pricske project was completed, shows us that at present, in Romania, there are no more 
systematically researched archaeological sites of modern era. In the case of several 
systematic archeological excavations, modern buildings or arrangements were conjuncturally 
investigated, as in the case of the Palace of the consular governor of the three Dacias from 
Alba Iulia49, of Caransebeș - Potocului Street, no. 2250, or Câmpulung - Negru Vodă street, no. 
7651. The publication of materials from the modern era is very modest, being able to mention 
only the researches from Hârşova, Cetate, Cetăţii street – Carsium street. But let's move away 
from this sad note and see the results of our historical archaeology project. 

* 
As we saw at the beginning, in order to find out more about the dating of the fortification 

from Pricske peak and the ruins visible 1 km northeast, we consulted the historical sources 
available at the time. This is the first step to take for someone who is leaning toward 
monuments that are suitable for a study of historical archaeology52. 

From the beginning we found that the research of quarantines raised in the eastern passes 
of the Eastern Carpathians was little treated in historiography, usually preferring more 
attractive topics such as the military border53 or the organization of border regiments54. The 
establishment of quarantines by the Habsburgs was a much more complex phenomenon than 
the strictly epidemic one. Systematization of quarantine stations involved not only the 
construction of buildings that served sanitary purposes, but also the organization of border 
guarding, border „tricesime”, establishing the status of border communities, etc. The 
quarantine stations, established in 173255, as well as the sanitary regulations elaborated 
during the 18th century56, had an importance not to be neglected for the further development 
of this province from an economic, social and political point of view. 

The research and study of the Pricske quarantine required, first of all, an exploitation of 
the archive sources57. Because there was no special bibliography dedicated to the issue of 
quarantines, we tried to reconstruct the moment of their establishment and later their 

                                                           
49 RUSU-BOLINDEŢ et al. 2017, 14-17; RUSU-BOLINDEŢ et al. 2018, 13-15; RUSU-BOLINDEŢ et al. 2019, 14-17.; RUSU-
BOLINDEŢ et al. 2020, 20-26. 
50 OȚA et al. 2018, 23-24; OȚA et al. 2019, 69. 
51 RĂDULESCU et al. 2018, 40-44. 
52 HUME 1968, 24. 
53 VANÍČEK 1875, II, 76–111; GÖLLNER 1974. 
54 SZÁDECZKY 1908; WESSELY 1975, 278–293; WOLF 2010, 83–113; EGYED 2016, 388–399; LÁZÁR 2017, 403–429. 
55 SJHAN F 27, IV/37, 1–2. 
56 BALÁZS 2007; SPIELMANN 1972, 115–121. 
57 DEMJÉN 2020a, 42-43. 
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evolution, using original sources. They provide us with information on current constructions 
/ repairs, non-compliance and violation of imperial regulations (quarantine period, 
sanitation, smuggling, etc.), but partially cover other issues such as guarding and managing 
border crossings, transhumance, emigration, etc. 

The most important and most numerous archive sources that we used for this research 
come from the funds of the Harghita County Service of the National Archives from 
Miercurea-Ciuc. The complex research in the Pricske quarantine archives has revealed 
numerous data about its establishment in 173258, the state of the road at Pricske Pass, the 
sanitary cordon installed in 1759, the many cases of violation of the quarantine provisions, or 
on the construction / reconstruction of buildings in 176259 (Fig. 6). 

An inventory of documents for the period 1650-184060 was kept in the archive of the Chair of 
Giurgiu. Some of the documents reported in the register are no longer in the archives, but 
brief information about the contents of the documents is still important and useful in the 
history of the Pricske quarantine. The register recorded data on the construction of a tavern, 
the reconstruction of the buildings in Pricske, the construction of a bread oven in Gheorgheni 
for the supply of soldiers and the repair of the road61. 

In addition to the National Archives of Romania in Miercurea-Ciuc, we had the 
opportunity to do research at the Roman Catholic Archiepiscopate of Gheorgheni62. Among 
the parish and episcopal documents of St. Nicholas Parish, we found numerous documents on 
the lack of the chapel and on the way in which the religious services were held at the 
Gheorgheni-Pricske quarantine between 1779–178663. These informations were supplemented 
by several documents from the National Archives of Hungary in Budapest64. Among the 
documents of the tricesima in Gheorgheni from 1770, we found numerous references to the 
quarantine from Pricske: regarding the salary of the quarantine director, about smuggling 
and other contraventions, the elaboration of false passports65. 

At the National Archives of Austria in Vienna (in the 1778 report of the commission of 
representatives of the Government, the Treasury and the General Command) we found 
informations regarding minor repairs to the Pricske quarantine and the decision to later turn 

                                                           
58 SJHAN F 27, IV/37. 
59 SJHAN F 26, 43, 1–2; SJHAN F 26, 48; SJHAN F 26, 55, 1–2; SJHAN F 26, 56; SJHAN F 26, 59, 1; SJHAN F 26, 110, 1–3; 
SJHAN F 26, 149, 1–2. 
60 SJHAN F 26. Protocoale, 4. 
61 SJHAN F 26. Protocoale, 4, 3–10. 
62 AARCAI ACG. 
63 AARCAI ACG, 1779, 1780, 1784, 1786. 
64 MOL F 58; MOL F 500. 
65 MOL F 500, 13b; MOL F 500, 71–76. 
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it into a „rastel”66. The heyday of the Pricske quarantine, based on written sources and 
archaeological discoveries, was in the second half of the 18th century. After its decline, the 
institution was moved to Tulgheș in 180867. We also identified some special works such as 
micromonographs about certain quarantines (Bran68, Ghimeș69) or studies on the medical 
aspects of the 18th century70. 

 
Fig. 6. Detail of the imperial decree dated July 12, 1762 regarding the construction of interior buildings at the Piritske 

quarantine (source: SJHAN F 26, 59, 1). 

                                                           
66 ÖSTA SA 251/6, 330–373. The latin term rastellum was used by austrian officials with the sense of „fence”. Based on 
the consulted literature, it results that the rakes were also crossing/exchange points within the sanitary cordon, for 
different social cathegories with special status (area inhabitants, shepherds). POPOVICI, STOIAN 2002, 25. 
67 The document states that in 1808 the Pricske quarantine had already been moved, making the place completely 
useless. SJHAN F 26, 264, 1.  
68 POPOVICI, STOIAN 2002. 
69 BIRÓ 2010. 
70 HUTTMANN 1972, 51–54; JIGA 1972, 71–73; LESKY 1972, 95–114; SECHEL 2008; SECHEL 2014, 58–76. 
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Quarantines in eastern Transylvania are represented on numerous maps from the first 
half of the 18th century until the end of the 19th century. These sources are found in various 
archives in Austria and Hungary, such as the Österreichisches Staatsarchive, Kriegsarchiv, 
Vienna, the National Archives of Hungary and the Institute and Museum of Military History 
in Budapest. Cartographic sources can be divided on the basis of representations into several 
categories: maps, general plans and profiles attached to different plans. We specify that the 
cartographic sources do not refer exclusively to quarantines, but rather to the fortification 
system near the border. Quarantine institutions appear in detail in plans only in the last 
decades of the 18th century and at the beginning of the next. 

In recent years, numerous funds with maps / drawings from the archives of Hungary and 
Vienna have been digitized, so we were able to consult some of them online and download 
them from the website https://hungaricana.hu/en/ with the consent of the holding 
institution. About the quarantines in the eastern part of Transylvania, some maps, plans, 
profiles and ink drawings from the 18th-19th centuries have been preserved. It is about the 
numerous cartographic representations of the quarantine from Oituz, Ciuc-Ghimeș and 
Tulgheș71. They are very diverse, presenting the evolution and the different stages of 
construction / reconstruction of each objective. Regarding the quarantine at Pricske, the 
situation is totally different, because so far we have not discovered any plan. Recently, a map 
made by the military architect Johannes Conradi de Weiss was digitized, showing six 
buildings of Piritske Contumatz, which confirm the existence of quarantine buildings (Fig. 
7/1). Later, on the first Austrian military map (1763-1787), both the fortification on the 
Pricske peak and the quarantine are marked (Fig. 7/2). 

 
Fig. 7. 1. Pricske quarantine on a map from 1735 (source: https://maps.hungaricana.hu/en/OSZKTerkeptar/1632/view/?pg=1&bbox=-

8954%2C-14966%2C17093%2C397. Accesed: 2 Octobre 2020). 2. Pricske fortification and quarantine on the first austrian military map (source: 
https://mapire.eu/hu/map/firstsurveytransylvania/?layers=142&bbox=2813824.3391270177%2C5894388.405085696%2C2916937.890283

72%2C5924963.2163997665. Accesed: 1 October 2020). 

                                                           
71 BIRÓ 2010; DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2017, 304-305; DEMJEN 2018a, 22-24, 70-74, 90-108, 291-295. 

https://hungaricana.hu/en/
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Due to the lack of plans, the field research, interdisciplinary investigations along with 
systematic archaeological excavations, but also the comparison conducted with the plans of 
other quarantines, have contributed to the reconstruction of the quarantine buildings at 
Pricske. The quarantine covers several hectares. Although traces of some buildings are still 
visible on the surface (Fig. 2), we considered it necessary to conduct georadar research72. 
After georadar research, 12-13 buildings could be identified, which were aligned in two rows 
on the east and west side. A large anomaly appeared between the buildings on the southern 
side of the site, which probably represents the traces of the road between the buildings. In 
the middle of the quarantine, between the two rows of buildings, the georadar device did not 
signal traces of construction, here being probably a kind of inner courtyard (Fig. 8). 

 
Fig. 8. Pricske quarantine. The results of georadar results (after DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015b, Fig. 22/2). 

                                                           
72 DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015b, 397-398; DEMJÉN 2016b, 152-153. The georadar research was funded by the Harghita 
County Council and the Communitas Foundation (MUV – 12 / 1–0875). Geophysical research and 3D reconstruction of 
buildings were funded by the Bethlen Gábor Alap Foundation in Hungary as part of the project Cercetări 
interdisciplinare la carantina de la Pricske - Interdiszciplináris kutatások a pricskei vesztegintézetnél (2545/2013). We thank 
everyone for their support. 
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This was confirmed in the summer of 2016 by the overall photos taken with the help of 
the drone (buildings can be captured in dry summers by the paler color of the grass on the 
foundation duct)73. 

During the archaeological research carried out between 2009-2013 and 2015, a total of six 
buildings were uncovered: four residential buildings and two outbuildings (stables)74. The 
residential buildings had two or three rooms, being built according to the same plan and 
having an identical orientation. In the case of the stables, we found that they were also built 
according to the same plan, the only difference being their variable dimensions. Given that 
the traces of the stone foundations of the buildings can still be seen today, the sections were 
placed according to their size. Thus, each building was divided into two or four quadrants, 
with a control of 0.30 or 0.50 m between them. 

 
Fig. 9. 1. Pricske quarantine. Virtual reconstruction of building no. 4 (Larix Stúdió – Györfy László); 2. Plan of building 

no. 4; 3. Photo of building no. 4 during excavations. 

                                                           
73 DEMJÉN 2016b, Fig. 17. 
74 DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015a, 372-373; DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015b, 399-406; DEMJÉN 2016b, 154-176; DEMJÉN 2020a, 
43-49. 
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A single building had two rooms (building no. 4; size: 11.5 m × 5.40 m) (Fig. 9). The 
foundation of the building was built of flat stones placed on top of each other, and the 
elevation was made of wooden beams. In the western room of the building we identified a 
rectangular cellar (3.60 × 2.20 m) deep below the contemporary stepping level of 1.83 m, 
which was arranged with overlapping horizontal planks and one meter each with a vertical 
beam, and a thick stone wall was built on the east side. The stepping level was made of wood 
(we only noticed the traces or the imprint of the transverse beams that supported the 
wooden floor). In this building, in the eastern room, the foundation of a stove made of bricks 
was discovered, and in the western one, the bottom of an „oven” with an open hearth was 
unveiled. Regarding the archaeological material found in the cellar, it is different from the 
one found in the rest of the researched buildings. According to the archaeological material, 
the building functioned at the end of the 18th century and at the beginning of the 19th century. 

The other three residential buildings (building no. 2, no. 5 and no. 6) (Fig. 10) had three 
rooms each, being built according to the same plan. In the case of building no. 5, a latrine 
annex was constructed on the southern side of the building (Fig. 11/2), and in building no. 2, 
under the western room, a supply pit was dug with a wooden frame (Fig. 11/1). 

 
Fig. 10. 1. Pricske quarantine. Detail with the western room of building no. 2 after removing the vegetal layer; 2. 

Detail with the western room of building no. 2 after the completion of the research; 3. Detail with the eastern room of 
building no. 5; 4. Photograph from the research of building no. 5 
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The buildings had an almost identical orientation (building no. 6 was oriented north-
south). They had variable dimensions: the length was between 15.2-15.6 m and the width 
between 6.3-6.6 m. The eastern and western rooms usually had the same interior dimensions, 
and the one in the middle, the kitchen, was smaller and narrower. The foundations of the 
buildings were made of mortar-bound stones. The elevation of the wall near the heating 
systems (to support the chimney and prevent the building from catching fire) was entirely 
made of stone, and the rest of the walls were built of wooden beams. A stove foundation came 
to the surface in each room. 

 
Fig. 11. 1. Plan of building no. 5; 2. Plan of building no. 2. 
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Regarding the interior design of the buildings, it could be established that in the side 
rooms the floor was made of wood (without exception, traces of crossbeams were found 
under the wooden floor), and in the middle room the stepping level was made of a brick floor. 

Near each residential building there was a stable with a shed for animals and the things of 
those who spent the quarantine period or lived there permanently. The Pricske quarantine 
stables (building no. 1 and no. 3) were built according to the same plan (composed of two 
rooms: one closed room for animals and the other was a kind of shed), the only difference 
being their variable dimensions. We uncovered two such constructions, at the quarantine, 
one of which (building no. 3) (Fig. 12) was near building no. 4, thus belonging to it. In the case 
of stable no. 1, we did not dig the residential building to which it belonged. In addition to the 
residential buildings and the researched stables, we could not identify the traces of the 
wooden fences, which separate the buildings from each other, about which we have 
numerous archival sources and period plans. Let's hope that future research will bring news 
in this regard as well. 

 
Fig. 12. 1. Pricske quarantine. The virtual reconstruction of the stable no. 3 (Larix Stúdió - Györfy László); 2. Stable 

plan no. 3; 3. Photo with the building no. 3 during the excavations. 
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The archaeological material discovered in or around the three rooms buildings is 
relatively unitary. It dates from the middle, but especially, the second half of the 18th 
century. We are thus certain that these buildings were built and used at the same time, as 
evidenced by their regular distribution in the general quarantine plan. The buildings 
unveiled during the archaeological research belonged both to the personnel serving the 
quarantine (director, surgeon, soldiers and servants), and to those who were hospitalized 
here. Given that the walls do not usually tell stories, and the archaeological material from 
around them, as we mentioned is relatively unitary, identifying the occupants of these 
buildings is problematic. The attempt to distribute the buildings of some of the tenants, 
compared to the quarantine plan in Ghimeș Pass, was unsuccessful. We know from written 
sources that a chapel and a dungeon were not built here, so the houses belonging to their 
staff are also missing. 

Systematic archaeological research at Pricske's quarantine has shown that it enjoyed its 
peak of development in the second half of the 18th century. The excavations also proved that 
we are dealing with a unitary and complex system of constructions (housing for quarantine 
staff, stables, buildings for those in quarantine, etc.) mandatory for the development of 
sanitary activities. 

The archeological material discovered also reflects certain sequences from the daily life of 
the quarantine staff and of those in transit. In the six years of quarantined archaeological 
research (2009–2013, 2015), approx. 13,400 objects were revealed.  

Thus, stove tiles (Fig. 14/1, 2), pots (Fig. 13/5), plates (Fig. 13/2), bowls, jugs (Fig. 13/4), 
cups, glasses and glass bottles, pipes, knives (Fig. 15/4), clothing ornaments (Fig. 15/1, 2) or 
firearm components such as flint (Fig. 15/3) and bayonet fragments (Fig. 15/5)75 were 
discovered. These archeological pieces prove to be particularly important for the 
reconstruction of the material culture of the 18th-19th centuries in Transylvania. The research 
here changes the chronology of certain types of objects, because the pieces from Pricske date 
precisely between the years 1732-1808, i.e. the period of operation of the quarantine. Given 
that the vast majority of the material collected dates to the second half of the 18th century, 
we did not find many analogies in Transylvania. The lack of archaeological research on the 
modern era has made their processing more difficult, because specialists in Romania have not 
published materials from this century, considered by archaeologists too „modern” and 
ethnographers too „young”. That is why we turned to contemporary discoveries in Austria 
and Hungary. 

For the modern period archeology, Pricske's archaeological research project is a first. 
Archaeological excavations, together with original documentary sources and 

                                                           
75 DEMJÉN, GOGÂLTAN 2015b, Fig. 32; DEMJÉN 2018a; DEMJÉN 2018b; DEMJÉN 2019; DEMJÉN, A. 2020b. 
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archaeozoological analyzes of kitchen remains76, have contributed to the reconstruction of 
everyday life in an Austrian quarantine of the 18th century. 

 
Fig. 13. Pricske quarantine. Pottery material from the second half of the 18th century. 

                                                           
76 TUGYA 2016, 195–210. 
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Fig. 14. Pricske quarantine. Stove tiles from the second half of the 18th century 
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Fig. 15. Pricske quarantine. Special finds: 1. Belt buckle; 2. Button; 3. Flint; 4. Knife; 5. Bayonet. 

 

They also represent an important contribution to the knowledge of the archaeological 
material characteristic of this period in eastern Transylvania. At the same time, we hope that 
we have opened another perspective on a subject in which the archaeological discoveries 
could be connected to the written sources or to the graphic images of the time. We believe 
that historical archeology has a chance in Romania as well, and the objectives and materiality 
of the recent past will become subjects of study for more and more archaeologists. 
  



Andrea Demjén, Florin Gogâltan 

23 

References 

ANDRÉN A. 1998. Between Artifacts and Texts. Historical Archaeology in Global Perspektive. New 
York. 

ANGHELINU M. 2003. Evoluţia gândirii teoretice în arheologia românească. Concepte şi modele 
aplicate în preistorie. Târgovişte. 

AARCAI ACG. Arhiva Arhiepiscopiei Romano-Catolice, Arhiva Colecției din Gheorgheni, 
Documentele parohiei Sfântul Nicolae din Gheorgheni, Acte parohiale și episcopale, 611/b. Gheorgheni. 

BENKŐ K. 1853. Részletes leírások Csík, Gyergyó és Kászonnak II. Kolozsvár. 

BALÁZS P. 2007. Mária Terézia 1770-es egészségügyi alaprendelete, I-II. Piliscsaba-Budapest. 

BIRÓ G. 2010. A gyimesi átkelő történelméből. Gyimesbükk. 

BOBÎNĂ A.-I., BOBÎNĂ, B. 2020. Proiectul de arheologie montană din munții Ţibleș și Lăpuș – 
preliminarii. In: A. Melniciuc, B.P. Niculică, S. Ignătescu (eds.), Eternitatea arheologiei. Studii în 
onoarea profesorului Dumitru Boghian la a 65-a aniversare, 95-108, Cluj Napoca. 

BOBÎNĂ B 2015. Mountain Archaeology in Romania: The Status of Research. Terra Sebus. Acta 
Musei Sabesiensis, 7, 149-164. 

BOBÎNĂ B 2018. Mountain Archaeology. Case study: Maramureș Mountains. PhD abstract. Alba 
Iulia (http://doctorate.uab.ro/upload/63_1502_rezumat_teza_en_bobina_bogdan.pdf acces 
24.11.2021). 

BRĂTESCU, G. (ed.) 1972, Din istoria luptei antiepidemice în România, Studii și note. București. 
BUCHLI V., LUCAS G. 2001. Archaeologies of the contemporary Past. London. 

CĂPĂŢÂNĂ D., TEODOR E.S., IONIŢĂ A., CIUPERCĂ B., BĂDESCU A. 2008. Cetatea de la Tabla 
Buţii com. Ceraşu, jud. Prahova) - campanile arheologice 1995-1996, 1998. Materiale şi Cercetări 
Arheologice, 4, 157-182. 

CETEAN V., TEODOR E.S., PEȚAN A. 2016. Începuturi de cercetare a fortificației liniare 
Cioclovina_Ponorici. Informații arheologice, minerologice și alte analize de laborator. In: 
ArheoVest, IV2. In Honorem Adrian Bejan. Interdisciplinaritate în Arheologie și Istorie, Timișoara, 26 
noiembrie 2016, 695-714, Szeged. 

CIUGUDEAN H. THOMAS P. 2020. Mining archaeology in Transylvania: the Buciu-Zlatna 
Project. Apulum, 57, 113-147. 

http://doctorate.uab.ro/upload/63_1502_rezumat_teza_en_bobina_bogdan.pdf%20acces%2024.11.2021
http://doctorate.uab.ro/upload/63_1502_rezumat_teza_en_bobina_bogdan.pdf%20acces%2024.11.2021


Contumatz Pricske. A study of Historical Archaeology 

24 

DAICOVICIU H., FERENCZI Ș., GLODARIU I. 1989. Cetăți și așezări dacice în sud-vestul Transilvaniei. 
I. Cluj-Napoca. 

DEMJÉN, A. 2016a. Gyergyószentmiklós a régészeti kutatások tükrében. Kolozsvár, 
Gyergyószentmiklós. 

DEMJÉN, A. 2016b. A pricskei erőd és vesztegintézet régészeti kutatása. In: DEMJEN 2016a, 
135–194. 

DEMJEN, A., GOGALTAN, F. 2015a. Cercetări arheologice la contumaz Pricske (2009–2013). In A. 
Dobos, D. Petruţ, S. Berecki, L. Vass, S.P. Pánczél, Z. Molnár-Kovács, P. Forisek (eds.), 
Archaeologia Transylvanica. Studia in honorem Stephani Bajusz, 369– 377. Cluj-Napoca, Târgu-
Mureș, Budapest.  

DEMJEN, A., GOGALTAN, F. 2015b. Archaeological Researches in Gheorgheni (Harghita 
County) and its surroundings (2009–2013, 2015). Ziridava. Studia Archaeologica 29, 375-412. 

DEMJÉN, A., GOGÂLTAN, F. 2017. The Ciuc-Ghimeș Quarantine (18th-19th Centuries). 
Archaeological Researches of the Former Customs Point “Cetatea Rakoczy”, Ziridava. Studia 
Archaeologica, 31, 301-324.  

DEMJÉN, A. 2018a. Carantinele din pasurile Carpaților Răsăriteni (secolele XVIII-XIX). PhD 
thesis, mss. Cluj-Napoca.  

DEMJÉN, A. 2018b. The Tobacco pipes discovered at the quarantine in Pricske (Harghita 
County). Ziridava. Studia Archaeologica 32, 221-252. 

DEMJÉN, A. 2019. Analysis of the stove tiles discovered at the Pricske quarantine (Harghita 
County). Ziridava. Studia Archaeologica 33, 179-204. 

DEMJÉN, A. 2020a. “…They Don’t Want to Be Locked Up in the Contumatz, and Jump Over the 
Fences…”. The Pricske quarantine institution in the eighteenth century, 40-52. Hungarian 
Archaeology E-Journal, 2020 winter. 

DEMJÉN, A. 2020b. Glass Artefacts Uncovered at the Pricske Quarantine Facility (Harghita 
County). Ziridava. Studia Archaeologica 34, 489-500. 

DEMJÉN, A. 2020c.  A Gyergyói-medence egyházi építészete a régészeti kutatások tükrében. In: 
P.L. Szőcs (ed.), Arhitectura religioasă medievală din Transilvania. Középkori egyházi építészet 
Erdélyben. Medieval Ecclesiastical Architecture in Transylvania, VI, 93-114. Satu Mare.  

DRAGOMAN R.A., OANȚĂ-MARGHITU S. 2006. Archaeology in Communist and Postcommunist 
Romania. Dacia N.S., 50, 57-76. 



Andrea Demjén, Florin Gogâltan 

25 

DRAGOMAN A., POP D, BOBINA B., ASTALOS C. 2012. O arheologie a munţilor din Maramureş, 
România: preliminarii. Marmatia, 10/1, 217-235. 

DRAGOMAN A., POP D, BOBINA B., ASTALOS C., ARDELEANU M., ŞUTEU C., SASARAN V. 2015. 
O arheologie a munţilor din Maramureş, România: raport privind cercetările din anul 2014. 
Marmatia, 11, 197-234. 

DRAGOMAN A., POP D, BOBINA B., ARDELEANU M., ŞUTEU C., ASTALOS C. 2017. O arheologie a 
munților din Maramureș, România: cercetările din anii 2016-2017. Marmatia, 14, 77-102. 

DRAGOMAN A., POP D, BOBINA B., ARDELEANU M., ŞUTEU C., ASTALOS C. 2018. An 
Archaeology of the Mountains in Maramureș, Romania: The Beginning of a long-term Project. 
In: A. Pelisiak, M. Nowak, C. Astaloș (Eds.), People in the Mountains. Current Approaches to the 
Archaeology of Mountainous Landscapes, 61-78, Oxford.  

DRAGOMAN R.A., OANŢĂ‐MARGHITU S., VASILESCU T., FLOREA M., NICOLAE C. 2018. Ruinele 
unui proiect modernist: cercetări arheologice în fosta colonie de muncă forţată din perioada 
comunistă de la Galeşu/Nazarcea, canalul Dunăre – Marea Neagră. Materiale și Cercetări 
Arheologice, XIV, 265-286. 

EGYED, Á. 2016. A székely határőrrendszer létrehozása és működése. In: Á Egyed., G. M. 
Hermann, T. Oborni (eds.) Székelyföld története, II, 388–399. Székelyudvarhely. 

FROMMER S. 2007. Historische Archäologie. Versuch einer methodologischen Grundlegung der 
Archäologie als Geschichtswissenschaft. Büchenbach. 

FLOCA C, GOGÂLTAN F., HEGYI A., CHIROIU P., FORȚIU S. 2021. Using the water power in 
preindustrial Banat. A historical archaeology study on the Lower Timiș River. Ziridava. Studia 
Archaeologica 35, 371-418. 

GLODARIU I., MOGA V. 1988. Castrul roman de la Vârful lui Pătru. Apulum, XXV, 171-179. 

GLODARIU I., IAROSLAVSCHI E., RUSU-PESCARU A., STĂNESCU, F. 1996. Sarmizegetusa Regia – 
capitala Daciei preromane. Deva. 

GOGÂLTAN F., MOLNÁR Z., EMÖDI T., DARVAS, L. 2003. Cercetările arheologice de la Lăzarea, 
jud. Harghita - 1999. Ephemeris Napocensis, XI, 301-329. 

GOGÂLTAN F., DEMJÉN A., KOSZA A., PUSKÁS F., CORDOŞ E.C., GĂVAN A., IGNAT A.L., KIRÁLY 
J., LIE M.A., MIHAI A., TIUŢ C. 2010. Gheorgheni, jud. Harghita. Punct: Pricske. Cod sit: 
83570.09. In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice. Campania 2009. A XLIV-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte 
arheologice Suceava, 27 - 30 mai 2010, 66-67. Bucureşti. 



Contumatz Pricske. A study of Historical Archaeology 

26 

GOGÂLTAN, F., LĂZĂRESCU, V., DEMJÉN A., BOLOHAN, N., KOSZA A., FAZECAŞ, G., ARDELEAN 
M.-I., BURLACU-TIMOFTE R., COCIŞ A., CORDOŞ E.C., DANCIU S., EVA R.-O., FLOAREA, A., IGNAT 
A.L., IORDĂCHESCU G.-A., LIE M.-A., PETRIC P.-I., POP A.,RADU C., RĂCHIŞAN M., MANDACHE
T., DROB S.-A. 2012. Gheorgheni, jud. Harghita. Punct: Pricske. Cod sit: 83570.03. In: Cronica 
Cercetărilor Arheologice din România. Campania 2011. A XLVI-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte 
arheologice Târgu Mureş, 23 - 26 mai 2012, 56-57. Bucureşti.

GOGÂLTAN F., DEMJÉN A., BOLOHAN N., KOSZA A., BERECKI J., DROB S.A., MANDACHE T., 
TUGYA B., CORDOŞ E.C., IGNAT A.L., LIE M.A., FLOAREA A., POP X., SAVU M., PETRIC P.I., BO B., 
HOPE B., ØYEN R., THUE M., UNHAMMER O., AIRINEI A., ANDUJAR E., DAHL V., GEHL S., LEWIS 
E., ERDŐS N. 2013. Gheorgheni, jud. Harghita. Punct: Pricske. Cod sit: 83570.09. In: Cronica 
cercetărilor arheologice. Campania 2012. A XLVII-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice Craiova, 
27 - 30 mai 2013, 56-57. Iasi. 

GOSTAR N., DAICOVICIU H. 1959. Recunoașteri în jurul Grădiștii Muncelului. Materiale și 
Cercetări Arheologice, 5, 381-384. 

GÖLLNER C. 1974. Die Siebenbürgische Militärgrenze. Ein Beitrag zur Sozial und 
Wirtschaftsgeschichte 1762-1851. München. 

HALL M., SILLIMAN S.W. (eds.) 2006. Historical Archaeology. Oxford. 

HICKS D., BEAUDRY M.C. 2006. Introduction: the place of historical archaeology. In: D. Hicks, 
M.C. Beaudry (eds.), The Cambridge Companion to Historical Archaeology, 1-9. Cambridge.

HOREDT K. 1947. O contribuție preistorică la pășunatul în Carpații Sudici. Revista Istorică 
Română XVII, 156-157. 

HUME I.N. 1968. Historical Archaeology. New York. 

HUTTMANN A. 1972. Măsuri de izolare împotriva ciumei în Brașovul secolului al XVI-lea, 
premergătoare creării carantinelor. In: BRĂTESCU 1972, 51-54. 

JIGA C. 1972. Măsuri carantinale în epidemia de ciumă de la 1709-1710 din sudul Transilvaniei. 
In: BRĂTESCU 1972, 71-73. 

KACSÓ C., IŞTVAN D., MINGHIRAŞ T. 2010. Cercetări de arheologie montană la Băile Borşa. 
Memoria Antiquitatis, 25-26, 505-536.  

KACSÓ C., IŞTVAN D., MINGHIRAŞ T. 2011. Cercetări de arheologie montană la Baia Mare (I.). 
Revista Bistriței, XXV, 295-336. 



Andrea Demjén, Florin Gogâltan 

27 

LÁZÁR, B. 2017. Az erdélyi határőrvidék megszervezése, a határőrizet működése a 18. 
Században. In: L. Pósán, L. Veszprémi, J. Boda, J. Isaszegi (eds.), Őrzők, vigyázzatok a határra! 
Határvédelem, határőrizet, határvadászok a középkortól napjainkig, 403-429, Budapest. 

LESKY E. 1972. Frontul austriac împotriva ciumei la granița militară cezaro-crăiască. In: 
BRĂTESCU 1972, 95-114. 

LIE M.A., RADU C., FAZECAȘ G. 2015. Cimitirul de secol XIX de la Toboliu-Dâmbul Zănăcanului 
(jud. Bihor). Terra Sebus. Acta Musei Sabesiensis, 7, 261-272. 

LITTLE B.J. 2007. Historical Archaeology. Why the Past Matters. Walnut Creek. 

MAXIM Z. 1993. L’habitation Coţofeni de Piatra Ilişovei. Banatica 12, 65-74. 

MICLE D., HEGYI A., FLOCA C. 2016. Urme peste timp: topografierea castrelor romane de marş 
din Munţii Şureanu. In: ArheoVest, IV2. In Honorem Adrian Bejan. Interdisciplinaritate în Arheologie 
și Istorie, Timișoara, 26 noiembrie 2016, 715-744, Szeged. 

MOL F58. Magyar Nemzeti Levéltár Országos Levéltára. Erdélyi Országos Kormányhatósági 
Levéltárak, Kolozsmonostori Konvent Országos Levéltára, Gubernium Transylvanicum Levéltára 
(in politics) – Commisio Sanitatis 1741–1846, F 58. Budapest. 

MOL F500. Magyar Nemzeti Levéltár Országos Levéltára. Erdélyi kincstári levéltár, 
Harmincadhivatalok felülvizsgálati jegyzőkönyvei, F 500. Budapest. 

NICOLAE C., TALMAŢCHI C., BODOLICĂ V., MIHAI D., Hârşova, jud. Constanţa, Punct: Hârşova, 
Cetate, str. Cetăţii - str. Carsium, Cod RAN: 60810.01, In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din 
România. Campania 2018. A LIII-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 13- 15 septembrie 2019, 
Sibiu, 72-74. 

OLTEAN I.A., HANSON W.S. 2017. Conquest strategy and political discourse new vidence for 
the conquest of Dacia from LiDAR analysis at Sarmizegetusa Regia. Journal of Roman 
Archaeology, 30, 430-446. 

ORSER C.E. 1996. A Historical Archaeology of the Modern World. New York. 

OȚA S., ARDEȚ A., NEGREI D., Caransebeș, jud. Caraș-Severin Punct: „Strada Potocului, nr. 22” 
Cod RAN: 51029.08, In: In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din România. Campania 2017. A LII-a 
sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 15- 17 noiembrie 2018, Cluj, 23-24. 

OȚA S., ARDEȚ A., NEGREI D., Caransebeș, jud. Caraș-Severin Punct: „Strada Potocului, nr. 22” 
Cod RAN: 51029.08, In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din România 2020. Campania 2019. A LIV-a 
sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 25 - 27 noiembrie 2020, Bucureşti, 69. 



Contumatz Pricske. A study of Historical Archaeology 

28 

ÖSTA SA 251/6. Österreichisches Staatsarchive. Allgemeines Verwaltungsarchiv. Finanz- und 
Hofkammerarchiv. Siebenbürgische Akten, 251/6, 330–373. Viena. 

PALINCAŞ N. 2006. On Power, Organisation and Paradigm in Romanian Archaeology before 
and after 1989. Dacia N.S., 50, 7-56.   

PLANTOS C. 2019. A “Langton-Down”-Type Fibula from the Late Latène Settlement in Craiva-
Piatra Craivii (Alba County). Terra Sebus. Acta Musei Sabesiensis, 11, 223-243. 

POPA C.I. 2020. The Coţofeni Discoveries on the Jidovu Mountain (Zlatna): Domestic or Ritual 
Context?. Ephemeris Napocensis XXX, 217-244. 

POPOVICI B.-F., STOIAN E. 2002. Carantina Branului (sec. XVIII–XIX), București. 

PUPEZĂ P. 2010. Arheologia urbană în România. De la orașul antic la orașul contemporan. In: 
H. Pop, I. Bejinariu, S. Băcueţ, D. Băcueţ (coord.), Identităţi culturale şi regionale în context
european. Studii de arheologie şi antropologie. In memoriam Alexandri V. Matei, 111-121, Zalău.

PUPEZĂ P. 2020. Graphic Signs or Simple Scratches? Marks on Dacian Artefacts from Covasna- 
Cetatea Zânelor. Studia Universitatis Babe-Bolyai. Historia, 65, 1, 3-22. 

PUSKÁS-KOLOZSVÁRI F., BOLOHAN N. 2019. A tászok-tetői írott kövek - Pietrele scrise de pe 
Culmea Tasoc - Written stones of the Tasoc Peak. Gheorgheni. 

RĂDULESCU M.-V., PĂDURARU. M., DUMITRESCU I., PIȚIGOI A., Câmpulung, jud. Argeş Punct: 
Str. Negru Vodă, nr. 76, In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din România. Campania 2018. A LIII-a 
sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 13- 15 septembrie 2019, Sibiu, 40-44. 

RICCI G.A. 2011. The archaeology of a contemporary “Leichenhalle” in Berlin, Germany. 
Historische Archäologie. 

RUSU-BOLINDEŢ V., BOUNEGRU G. V., INEL C. I., LASCU I. A., DRÂMBĂREAN M., MUREȘAN I., 
MUREȘAN L.-M., ȘTEFAN D., ȘUTEU C., BOTIȘ F. O., BUCURENCIU C., ARHIRE R., MANOLESCU 
S. A., TURUȘ R.-F., CIUPERCĂ M., CUCEREAVÂI N., CREŢU P., DOBREA I., POPOV P., DAVID R.-
A., OLOINIC N., BENDEA C. V., Alba-Iulia, jud. Alba Palatul guvernatorului consular al celor trei
Dacii [Apulum], Punct: „Str. Munteniei nr. 15-17”, Cod RAN: 1026.12. In: Cronica cercetărilor 
arheologice din România. Campania 2016. A LI-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 24- 27 mai
2017, București, 14-17.

RUSU-BOLINDEŢ V., OTA R., BOUNEGRU G. V., INEL C. I., LASCU I. A., DRÂMBĂREAN M., 
ȘTEFAN D., ȘUTEU C., BOTIȘ F. O., MANOLESCU S.-A., SZABO D., TURUȘ R.-F., FLOREA I.-F., 
BOBĂILĂ R., PUȚAN A. R., GALDĂU-SĂLIȘTEAN C. C., DAVID R. A., Alba-Iulia, jud. Alba Palatul 
guvernatorului consular al celor trei Dacii [Apulum], Punct: „Str. Munteniei nr. 15-17”, Cod 



Andrea Demjén, Florin Gogâltan 

29 

RAN: 1026.12. In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din România. Campania 2017. A LII-a sesiune 
naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 15-17 noiembrie 2018, Cluj, 13-15. 

RUSU-BOLINDEŢ V., OTA R. I., BOUNEGRU G. V., DRÂMBĂREAN M., ȘUTEU A. C., BOTIȘ F. O., 
POTRA I.-M., MARTON M.-C., POPA A. M., DAVID R.-A.TURUȘ R.-F., UNGUR R. M., VOJU E.-R., 
Alba-Iulia, jud. Alba Palatul guvernatorului consular al celor trei Dacii [Apulum], Punct: „Str. 
Munteniei nr. 15-17”, Cod RAN: 1026.12. In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din România. 
Campania 2018. A LIII-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 13- 15 septembrie 2019, Sibiu, 14-17. 

RUSU-BOLINDEŢ V., OTA R. I., BOUNEGRU G. V., LASCU I. A., DRÂMBĂREAN M., ȘUTEU C., 
BOTIȘ F. O., ILIESCU I.-A., BOBĂILĂ R., DAVID R.-A., HANCHES C. M., TURUȘ R.-F., UNGUR R. 
M., Alba-Iulia, jud. Alba Palatul guvernatorului consular al celor trei Dacii [Apulum], Punct: 
„Str. Munteniei nr. 15-17”, Cod RAN: 1026.12. In: Cronica cercetărilor arheologice din România 
2020. Campania 2019. A LIV-a sesiune naţională de rapoarte arheologice, 25 - 27 noiembrie 2020, 
Bucureşti, 20-26.  

SECHEL D. 2008. Healthcare policy and the social discipline promoted by the Habsburgs in 
Transylvania (1740–1830). PhD thesis, mss. Cluj-Napoca. 

SECHEL D. T. 2014. Practici medicale și instituționale de combaterea epidemiilor în Ungaria, 
Transilvania și Banat, 1770–1850. Archiva Moldaviae, 58-76. 

SJHAN F. 26, Serviciul Județean Harghita al Arhivelor Naţionale, Fond 26, Scaunul filial Giurgeu. 
Miercurea-Ciuc. 

SJHAN .F 26. Protocoale 4, Serviciul Județean Harghita al Arhivelor Naţionale, Fond 26, Scaunul 
filial Giurgeu, Registru inventar al documentelor pe perioada 1650–1840, Protocoale nr. 4. Miercurea-
Ciuc. 

SJHAN F. 27. Serviciul Județean Harghita al Arhivelor Naţionale, Fond 27, Scaunul secuiesc Ciuc. 
Miercurea-Ciuc. 

SÓFALVI, A. 2017. Bodza vára és a havasalföldi Székely megye. Átjárók és határvárak Kelet-
Délkelet-Erdélyben a középkorban és a fejedelemség korában. Lustra, IV, 1, 55-62. 

SÓFALVI, A. 2021. Castles and Customs in the Middle Ages on the Southern Borders of 
Transylvania. Castrum Bene, 16, 235-245. 

SPIELMANN I. 1972. Reforma chenotiană a sistemului austriac de carantină. In: BRĂTESCU 
1972, 115-121. 

STOYE J. 1994. Marsigli's Europe, 1680-1730. The Life and Times of Luigi Ferdinando Marsigli, Soldier 
and Virtuoso. New Haven. 



Contumatz Pricske. A study of Historical Archaeology 

30 

SZÁDECZKY, L. 1908. A székely határőrség szervezése 1762-64-ben. Budapest. 

SZOKL.  1983–2007. L. Demény, J. Pataki (eds.), Székely Oklevéltár.  Új  sorozat,  I-VIII.  Bukarest-
Budapest. 

TARLOW  S.,  WEST  S.  (eds.) 1999. The Familiar Past? Arhaeologies of Later Historical Britain. 
London. 

TEODOR E.S., PEŢAN, A., HEGYI,  A.  2018 Comments  on  the  morphology  of  the  hillfort  from  
Muncel. In: ArheoVest, VI2. In Memoriam Marian Gumă. Interdisciplinaritate în Arheologie, Timişoara, 
24 noiembrie 2018, 683-706, Szeged. 

TEODOR E.S.  2021.  Digging  the  frontier,  tackling  the  epidemics.  Researches  on  Bran  Pass.  
Cercetări Arheologice, 28, 2, 361-400. 

TUGYA, B. 2016. Állatcsontleletek a pricskei veszteglőhely területéről. In: DEMJÉN 2016a, 195–
210. 

URDUZIA C. 2016. Arheologia urbană transilvăneană şi descoperirile medievale ale ultimelor 
decenii. Transylvanian Urban Archaeology and the Mediaeval Discoveries of the Last Decades. 
Transsylvania Nostra, 2, 22-29.  

VANÍČEK,  F.  1875.  Specialgeschichte der Militärgrenze aus Originalquellen und Quellenwerken 
geschöpft. I-IV. Wien. 

WESSELY K. 1975. Der abschluss der Militärgrenzerrichtung im 18. Jahrhundert. Österreichische 
Osthefte, 17,  278-293. 

WOLF J. 2010. Granița militară din Transilvania și din Banat (1762/64-1851/73). O perspectivă 
comparativă. In: I.-A. Pop, I. Bolovan (eds.). Călători prin istorie. Omagiu profesorului Liviu Major la 
împlinirea vârstei de 70 de ani. Cluj-Napoca, 83-113. 


	1_SAA_A. Demjen_F. Gogaltan_1-30.pdf
	Preventive archaeological excavations conducted in Transylvanian cities mainly reveal their medieval, modern and contemporary past. They are part of the so-called urban archaeology46F , but also address the methodology of historical archaeology47F . B...
	Puskás-Kolozsvári F., Bolohan N. 2019. A tászok-tetői írott kövek - Pietrele scrise de pe Culmea Tasoc - Written stones of the Tasoc Peak. Gheorgheni.





