DOI: 10.29302/Pangeea 23.25

Social
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ABSTRACT: The physical-geographical and historical region, Dobrogea islocated in the SE
part of Romania, between the Danube and the Black Sea. As a historical-geographical province,
it has experienced different stages of devel opment over time. Through the Danube River and the
Black Sea, it had connectionswith thewholeworld. In the 7th-6th centuries BC, the ancient Greeks
settled on the shores of the Black Sea, founding cities-citadel sknown to thisday - Histria, Callatis,
Tomis. Later, the Daco-Romans also founded well-known fortresses - Aegyssus, Axiopolis,
Dinogetia. As a result of the historical events that took place in this territory, today there are a
number of overlapping cultures, which give originality to the region. With everything it offers

within Romania, Dobrogea is the oldest province
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1. Historical incursion into the
past of Dobrogea

Dobrogea, the historical province at the
south-easterntip of Romania, hasasurfacearea
of 15,570 kn?? (together with the Danube Delta)
and its population totals just under 1 million
inhabitants. Being situated between the Danube
and the Black Sea, Dobrogea has experienced a
relatively intenser economic development, in
contrast to other regions of the country, due to
its geographical location by the sea.

The Danube and the Black Sea, which are
connected to the exterior of the area, had a
specia influence on the development of the
social-economic life in this historical ruin of
Romania. However, since ancient times, trade,
commerce, or trade in goods has been the most
important activity that has attracted traffic from
other countries and contributed to the
development of human settlements.

Some of the oldest settlementsin Romania,
built by Greeks and Romanians, also appeared
a the edge of the sea, and they played an
important role in the development of trade and
the maintenance of autochthonous rule in the
territory.

The Greek' colonists who came to
Dobrogeain the 7th century AD, built a series
of citadels and other settlements among them:

Histria, Arganum, Tomis (Constanta),
Partenopolis (Costinesti), allati. From the
Getho-Dacian and Roman eras, traces of human
settlements have remained since the 6th century
AD (Bestepe, Sarinasuf, Satu Nou). There are
many more remains that testify to the
continuation of the Daco-Roman life in our
modern cities: Aegyssu (Tulced), Topalu,
Dundrea, from the 2nd century BC, as well as
Arrubium (Macin), Salsovia (oMa¥mudia),
Peceneaga, Dinogetia (Garvan), Seimenio,
Turcoaiafrom the ll-111 centuries BC.

Dobrogea is the westernmost Romanian
provinceamong all the Romanian provinces. At
the beginning of thefirst century AD, the main
folk living in Dobrogea were the Geths and the
Sarmatian. The Black Sea and the Danube had
the names that the folk living there gave them:
“Pontus Scyt¥icus” and “Marea Sarmaticum”.
Dobrogea, sais Bratescu, is called Scyt¥ia, but
asotheland of Getae, Sarmatian land, Scythian
land. The Getae and the Sarmatian " set the law"
in Dobrogea without caring about Rome or the
roman military.

In Dobrogea’, there is a succession of
overlapping cultures and political shifts, in
which the force of the invasion came either
from the north or from the south, Dobrogea
being the path between the north and the south,
between the Carpathian Mountains and the sea.
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Dobrogearemained, through the population,
tradition, customs and culture, romanian: the
socio-economic and cultural, spiritual life of
today confirms the fact that the majority of its
inhabitants are the descendants of the
Geto-Dacians, which left behind noumerous
vestiges on the ground of this historical
province of Romania.

Brétescu affirmed that “Dobrogea always
filled therole of aterritory of ethnographic and
political integration of the folk and the the
political organizations of the Carpaths (...). In
Arges, in lalomita, in Buzau, in Siret and Prut
rivers, al the time, so many natural roads have
climbed down the mountains and led shepherds

and ploughmen to the land of Dobrogea™ .

Physical-geographical and historical
considerations

The three great geographical units of the
Dobrogea- the plateau, thedeltaand the seaside
— each with its own physical- geographical
conditions and resources, have determined, in
time, the development of a self-sustained
economic structure, a unique feature of this
geographical unit. The plateau is dominated by
the agricultural economy, the delta, the area of
water and ponds, by the fishing economy, and
the coast, with the towns and resorts along it,
has become one of the most important touristic
and balneoclimatic areasin Romania

Dobrogeaisthe only historical province of
the country where al the means of
transportation have been developed: on the
water, ground and in the air. The Positioning of
Dobrogea as a natural bridge of the
carpato-danubian spacetowardsthe Euxim Pont
has allowed it to permanently maintain its
functionalitiesinany givenhistorical condtions.

The first historical event written in literary
sources was the expedition of Darius| (Persian
king durring 521-486 BC) ,which happened at
the end of the V1 century BC®. Herodot, the one
to document this event, said the campaign was
set between 514-512 BC, against the Scythians®
. Darius crosses the Bosphor with an army of
700.000 soldiersand builds, with the help of the
ionian greeks who accompanied him, a bridge
over the Danube, in the place that linked with
his immense fleet (600 ships) with the

separation of the arms of theriver, at Isaceeao,
Tulcea county. After that, Darius army turns
around, chasing after the Scythians who
appeared to be retreating towards the
neighboringlandsandfolk: theMelanc¥alainio,
Androfagi, Neuri and the Agatirsi. While the
ladder denied the Scythians acces on their
lands, the other ones ran away. The final
episode of the war unfolds around the bridge,
on which the persian army, bullied by the
Sythians, manages to retreat. According to Al.
Vulpe, Thrace, including the Getae, was
conquered and became persian land known as
Skudra’ . Thereby, the Danube was known, for
the first time, as the frontier of a state, of a
higher political structure than the tribes who
lived on both its shores. P. Alexandrescu
considders that only the Black Sea coast
became a persian province at this time and the
north of Thrace and the left seaside of the pont
remained outside of the empire’. Same goes for
the Getae, who lived on the left side of the
Danube. Herodot® writes that ,,Before he
reached the Hister, Darius defeated the Getae,
who thaught themsel vesto beimmortal. For the
Thracians, the inhabitants of Salmydessos and
the ones who occupy the lands above the cities
of Apolonia and Mesembria surrendered to
Darius. The Getae were however, due to their
reckless behaviour, endaved, even though they
were the bravest and most righteous of the
Thracians.”

The Getae and the Odryskingdom. After the
defeat in the second medic war, in 479 BC, the
persioanswereforced to abandom Thraceinthe
following decade. One by one, the persian
forces are conquered by atheniens and Skurda
becomes, around 480-470 BC, the thrace
kingdom of odysians, under the king Teres|.

His descendant, Sitalkes (440-424 BC),
managesto claim some of thefortressessituated
on the coastline and also the territory between
the Danube and the sea °. Thucydides claims
that he Sitalkes spread hisrule up to the Hister
and asisted Athens in the peloponnesian war
(429 BC), against Perdicas, the king of
Macedonia According to Thucydides®
»[Sitalces] Therefore, starting in the land of
Odrys, he first caled to arms thracians that
lived between the Haemus and Rodope
mountains and the rest of his subordonate land.
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He then called the Getae beyond the Haemus
and the rest of the folk who lived between the
Istos river and the sea.” The Getae found
themselves to be subordonate to the odrys king
Sitalkes.

According to the same author, ,,the biggest
part of the cavary (talking about Sitakles
army of 150.000 men, athird of which wasthe
cavalry) was made of Odryse and Getae™"" .
Eventually, under theruleof king Seuthes, 2000
lightly armed Getae fight as mercenares
aongsidethe Odrys, thistimeagainst Athens, in
Chersones. The Odrys statestretched itself right
up to the Danube, therefore including all the
Getae from Dobrogeaand south of the Hister. A
series of archaeological discoveries, like the
treasuries buried in the royal tombs of Agighiol
(Tulcea) and Vraca, from the north-west of
Bulgaria, or the treasuries of Borovo (near
Ruse), Rozogen and Letnica(between the
northern balkan mountains and the Danube)
suggest this assertion. On multiple pots,
discovered inthesetreasuriesand tombsliesthe
name Kotys, engraved, the name of the odrys
king (387-359 BC). During his reign the realm
faces growth and prosperity. Itisinteresting to
note that in the similar treasure found north of
the Danube, the name of any dynastic Odryshas
not been engraved, so it is added to the lack of
evidence from written sources, asthe extension
of the Odrysrule left of the Danube.

The pyramidal organization of the Odrys
state certainly disrupted the evolution of the
structure of the Gethese tribal union, and it is
not surprising that the Getis always assumed a
unitary, reducible force. The raly of the
Scythiansled by king Ateas (Atais), probably in
the 4th century BC, had to have led to quarrel
with the local population , and it wasto a
large extent, Getis. On the other hand, it is safe
to assume that they found away to live with the
local system. A necropolis, like the one in
Enisala, functioned throughout the 4th century,
and the royal tomb from Agighiol, if it is dated
before 340 BC, must have belonged to a Getis
chief, in the time of Ateas.

The relations between the Getis and the
Macedonian state during the time of Philip |1
and Alexander the Great. The Macedonian
invasion of the Danube took place during the
reign of King Phillip 11"* (382-336 BC), who

tried and succeeded in replacing the Kingdom
of Odrisintheregion of Haemus. Asaresult of
this policy, in 341 BC, the Kingdom of Odris
was transformed into a Macedonian kingdom,
the authority of the Macedonian king extending
to the Hister. This Macedonian province was
maintained initsadministrativeform during the
reign of Alexander. The first governor of the
new ruin created by Philip Il is Alexandros
Lynkéstis, the son-in-law of Antipatros, who
claimed the title of "strategist of Thrace". The
actionsof Phillip |1 are recorded by Pholibeus™
, who later stated that "M acedonians extended
their settlement in Europe, from the Adriatic
Seato the Hister".

Inthe period following thedissol ution of the
odrys kingdom, on the right of the Hister,
probably proffiting on the power vaccum that
remained, the Scythians entered Dobrogea,
under theleadership of king Atheas'™. Theevent
is recorded by Trogus Romreius', who relates
that the Scythians came into conflict with a
certain "Orex Histrianorum”, athough V.
Parvan assumed that he was a getis king, and
they sought the help of Phillip 11 through the
city of Apollonia Pontica. The unexpected
death of "Rex Histrianorum” persuaded the
Scythians, those who moved en masse due to
the sarmath’®  pressure, to refuse the
macedonian help. As a response, in 339 BC,
after the failure suffered following the siege of
the Greek cities of Byzantium and Perinthos,
between the years 341-339 BC, but also after
the collapse of the Odrys kingdom", the
Macedonian king started a campaign in
Dobrogea, removing the scytic military force
from the region, with the defeat of Atheas.

D.M. Pippidi’s point of view is also
intresting, he considdered that the Scythians,
once they entered the territories south of the
Danube, grounded a fully fledged kingdom,
with adynasty started by Atheas™. Thefact that
coins (tetradrahmes) with thelegend of ATAIA
were discovered in the south of the Danube, is
true. The coins, being issued by the Pontic
Heraclea and later by the Callatis, cities who
were thaught to have been under the protection
of the scyth king, but the existence of a real
dynasty in Dobrogea is debatable”.

The administrative organization of King
Phillip Il was aso maintained during the reign
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of his son, Alexander, king of Macedonia in
the period 336-323 BC. There are first-hand
testimonies about Alexander the Great's
campaign on the Danube from 335 BC. There
testimonies are provided by an eyewitness,
Ptolemy of Lagos (the future king of Egypt),
who accompanied Alexander and whose history
was used by Arian™. The purpose of
Alexander's reign was of course to unify his
country toward his ultimate goal: a great
campaign towards Asia. Thetribals had already
betrayed his father, they aso showed their
independence towards the Odrysi kings (also
Sitalkes was defeated and died, in 424 BC, ina
fight with the tribals). These antecedents
convinced Alexander to annihilatethisopposing
force. Left in pursuit of the tribesmen, he
arrived at the banks of the Hister and "forced
himself to cross the Hister in front of the Getis
that were coming from the Hister, although he
saw them gathered in great numbers on the
banks of the river. They wanted to stop him, if
he even tried to reach them (there were around
four thousand riders and over ten thousand
soldiers)”? . This was an exageration meant to
highlight Alexander'scourage, but, asAl. Vulpe
observed, it should be noted, that evidence of
the ratio between the cavalry and infantry (1:3)
can also befoundinthenecropolisof Ferigilein
Valcea county™.

After he crossed the river, "On the edge of
dawn, Alexander went through the lands. He
ordered theinfantry to moveforward, flattening
the wheat with the lances, until they reached the
uncultivated land. As long as the riders
advanced, the phalanx followed them. But as
soon as they came out of the fields, Alexander
himself led the cavalry to the left flank, and
asked Nisanor to lead the phalanx in square
formation. But the Getis could not even hold
back thefirst cavalry attack. They were amazed
by Alexanders audacity to easily cross one of
the biggest rivers, the Hister, in one night,
without building any bridge. They were aso
terrified by the impenetrable structure of the
phalanx and the speed of the cavalry attack.
First, they fled the city, which was at thefar end
of the river [ssa. 6 km]. When they saw that,
leaving the riders in the lead, Alexander
hurriedly led the phalanx along theriver, so that
the infantry would not be attacked by the Getae

lyinginwait, the Getae al so abandoned thecity,
because it was not well fortified. They took
their sons and wives with them, as they went.
They retreated further away from the river in
lonely places. Alexander sacked the city and
took all the spoils left behind by the Getis™.

V. Parvan considered the " city of the Getis'
to be the same as Zimnicea, as well as any
settlement on the | eft bank of the Danube™. On
the other hand, V. Parvan noted that the
information provided by Arian is quite unclear
from agraphica® point of view.

The existence of rich spoilsin the"city was
not well fortified" conquered by Alexander
suggests that it was the residence of a local
nobleman and the political and economic center
of atribe or tribal union.

In connectionwith the region through which
the macedonians crossed the Hister a point of
view was shown by Fl. Medelet. Analyzing the
literary information from Alexander's
expedition, it statesthat the antique newsrefers
to the tribals before 335 BC and in the 2nd
century BC (for instance starting from Herodot,
1V, 49 and Thucydides|I, 96) placesthem west
of Morava, on the right bank of the Danube and
upstream of The Iron Gates, and not in the
southern region of the Danube™. The thesis
issued by Fl. Medelet is that Alexander's
conguest took place in the Banat area of the
Danube, where a series of "weakly fortified
cities™ appeared.

The history of the Dobrogean lands has
information from ancient sources, and it refers
totheactionsof Zopyrion, Alexander'sgeneral,
while hewas campaigning in Asia”™. According
toV. Parvan, theliterary information about this
campaign is transmitted in arather unclear and
confusing way™.

CurtiusRufus™, aroman epoch author of the
history of Alexander, relates. "During one
expedition against the Getis, Zopyrion, the
governor of Thrace, was killed alongside his
whole army because of a storm that arose
unexpectedly. When he found out about this,
Seuthes provoked the odrys, his conationals
towards an uprising. Thrace was almost lost".
These events occured, according to Curtius
Rufus, when Alexander had already conquered
India, sometime in 326 or 325 BC. From the
account of urtius Rufus, it does not appear
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where the confrontation with the Getis would
havetaken place, but giventhefact that after the
death of Zopyrion the Odrys rebelled, vouches
to pinpoint these events in the lower region of
the Danube, inthe Getisland. Trogus Pompeius
in his "History of Phillip" states that Zopyrion
fought with the Scythians®, and Zopyrion's
presence in Olbia is aso mentioned by
Macrobius™. It stated that "During the siege of
Zopyrion, the Borystenes freed the Slavs, gave
citizenshiptoforeigners, forgavedebtsandtried
to keep fighting the enemy”.

Al. Suceveanu claimsthat taking an absolute
position regarding these informations is risky,
because of the exagerated credit given to one
sourceor another, which leadsto mistrust™. The
controversies are backed by the lack of
information clarity, for example, the title that
Zopyrion had.

Following the division between the
dyadochs of the huge kingdom founded by
Alexander, after his death, which occurred on
June 13, 323 BC, Thrace (the "Macedonian”
strategy of Thrace) "and the folk neighboring
the Black Sea"* went back to Lysmiach®. The
first decision he made was to suppress the
uprising of Seuthes odrys. According to
Diodorus, thefightswith the Odryslasted many
years, with losses in both sides. This happened
due to the intrigues of Antigonos
Monophtalmos (“the blind"), the heir of the
territories of middle Asia, who sent afleet and
an army to the aid of the citizens of the left
Pont, whoroseupin 313 BC. against Lysimach.
The latter still manages to face the respective
threats, but sometimeisyet to passuntil hewill
get the Odrysians to stand down. Although, at
first, this thraco-scythian® allied force was
defeated by Lysmiach, the entire political
configuration of the region south of the Danube
showshostility towardsthe M acedonians, which
cannot propperly exert their authority in the
area.

The situation presented above explains the
conflict between Lysmiach and the getis king
Dromichaites, which took place during thefirst
decade of the 3rd century BC. Diodor is the
main author who presentsthisconflict. After the
battle of I psos, in 301 BC, and theredistribution
of Alexander's inheritance between the
dyadochs, which were divided into 305 kings,

and the new definition of the spheres of
influence, Lysmiach, which, asidefrom Thrace,
extended his kingdom over a large part of
middle Asia, is headed to the lower Danube
where the Getis took his son, Agathokles,
hostage. Accordingto Diodorus™, the Thracians
(Getae) would have returned him to his father,
hoping to get "the land that Lysmiach
conquered”. In 292 BC, Lysmiach initiates a
new military campaign against the Getae, and
Diodorus of Sicily reports that "Lysmiachs
army was starving. He was advised by his
friends to flee while he can, because his army
would not be able to save him. Lysmiach
responded that what they suggested was unfair
and cowardly. He would not abandom his
soldiers and friends in favor of a quick

"% Taken hostage by Drémichaites, "he
took him aong with his kids to the fortress
called Helis'™. Pausanias™ brought to attention
the fact that, in exchange for his release,
Lysimach "makes peace with Dromic¥aites and
gave him the lands beyond the Hister".
Althemore, he gave him his daughter towards
marriage”, and Diodorus®” states that
Dromishaites "gets back all the fortresses
occupied by Lysmiachs men".

Even the "imprisonment” by the Getae
would be questionable given the independent
source, Memnon™ - an author from the time of
Hadrian - would not have wrote that one chief
of the Heracleafortresswas captured alongside
Lysmiach during the war against the getis. The
fact that the leader of Heracleea, named
Klearchos, was released, according to
Memnon's texts, only later at the insistence of
Lysmiach, showsthat thewhole story presented
by Diodorus was "sweetened”. In redlity, the
conditions for the release of Lysmiach and his
companions may reflect a long series of
negotiations, probably harshly contested by
both sides.

In spite of such awell-remembered conflict,
many things remain obscure. First of all, who
was Dromichaites and where was his kingdom
located. Diodor sometimes calls him a thrace,
other times a getae, Trogus Pompeius, Rex
Thracum, aswell asPolyainos; Strabon (V11, 3,
8 and 14), Memnon and Pausanias called him
getae, while hewas called odrys by Plutarh and
Polibius. Considering this inconsistency,
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Daicoviciutried to explainit asamisspel and a
mixup of word meanings®. The argument that

Daicdviciu follows is the presence in
Herodotus (1V, 48) of the hydronym Ordesos,
Argesis according to V. Parvan, identified with
Argesriver, inthe proximity of which Heliscan
also be placed. Al. Vulpe®™ points out the fact
that Dromichaites, the king of the Getis, who
aways considered himself odrys, which was
also confirmed by Polibius®, by virtue of the
bondage (vassality) of the Getisto the Kingdom
of Odrys. That would be the best way to explain
the oscillations from the literary sources
regarding Dromichaites ethnic background.
When it comesto Dromichaiteskingdomand its
capital, Helis (either a corrupted name or a
greek name), several hypothesies have been
formulated. If, according to Diodorus, thearmy
of Lysimas was starving and thirsty, he had in
mind a land of waste, a deserted land and a
shortage of settlements and water sources.
That's why some writers thought either of
Baragan or the Romanian Plainsin general, or
of the south of Basarabia(Bugeaul). V. Parvan
did not exclude the possibility of Helisbeing in
Piscu Crésani, in lalomita’’.

R. Florescu observesthat Strabon leavesthe
legacy of Lysmiach in "the getis wasteland”,
and the most probable locdization of the
kingdom of Dromichaitesisin the middle area
of Moldavia, wherethereareaseriesof fortified
settlements®. In conclusion, the settlement of
Dromichaites represents the first serious
affirmation of a Getisian force on the Danube,
formed of course on the basis of amore ancient
tradition. No matter how tempting it may be to
celebrate thisunional-tribal form of the Getaein
the time of Darius, or even when Alexander
faced them in 335 BC, we cant really speak of
the same tradition, respectively a political
continuation. What happened with the
"kingdom" of Dromichaites during the peace
with the Macedonians, and what will be the
status of this"kingdom™ inthe what isto come,
in the power sphere of the Macedonian route to
the Danube, isnot known. When, soon after 279
BC, the Celtsestablish the kingdom of Tylisfor
ashort time, itsextent will be, at least virtualy,
the same as the former odrys kingdom, they do
not appear to have extended past the Danube™,
onitsleft side.

Dromichaites era marks the first period of
economic-cultural flourishing and political
affirmation in the history of the Getae. The
second period of development, the true climax
of this evolution, will officialy start in two
centuries. This is the story of the rules of the
great kings Burebista and Decebal, where the
Getae and the Dacians had established a true
ethno-cultural unit and, briefly, a political one.
A force which managed managed to leave the
geological frame of the Carpato-Danubian
region. In direct contact with the Getae have
remained the colonies on the western shore of
the Black Sea, proof being several significant
inscriptions. Asan example, the onesrecording
in significant detail the relations between Istria
and the Getis dynasts Zalmddegikés and
Rhemaxos™.

In the territory of southern Dobrogea,
archeological findings and, in particular,
numismatics (coins of the kings Ailios,
Sariakes, Tanusa, Akroses, ¥araspes and
Kanites) prove the presence of some ancient
enclaves, explainingthedefinition of Dobrogea,
from that time (in the histrian decreet for
Agathocles) as Scythia™. The late scythic
presence in Dobrogea is however poorly
documented, as it seems that the allogeneic
factor disturbed the normal development of the
getis tribes and their relations with the greek
cities. It is significant, of course, that in
Dobrogea, until now, the only fortified getis
settlement (dava) has been identified and
researched, of course, that of Satu-Nou, County
of Constanta. There are very few getis typical
settlements and burials datable in the 11-I
centuries BC.

After Dromic¥aites, asit hasal ready shown,
events and names linked to the history of the
getaefromthelll-Il centuries BC. athough we
only rarely find them, fleetingly mentioned in
the literary sources, and only afew reports are
based on epigraphic and numismatic
documents, they are, more likely, of local
importance. Thus, the inscription in the Greek
language, found in Istrig, in 1959, and dated to
the epigraphic inscriptions in the 3rd century
B.C., mentions Zalmodegikos, who is, by his
name a getis chief, who exercises a pressuring
protectorate on the milesiene colony®. The
inscription is a decreet in honor of the three
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"sent to Zalmodegikosto retrieve the hostages';
they "roamed in the enemy's territory and -
facing all kinds of threats and showing the most
zealous bone - they brought the hostages (sixty
in number) back, at the same time convincing
Zalmodegikos to give back the settlements
income"™. As a result, having the ability to
control the sources of income of Istria by force
(mainly the crops from the rural territory, but
a so thefishing on the Danube) and retaining an
unusually large number of hostages,
Zalmodegikos would periodically recieve a
tribute from the histrian folk. Moreover, it is
safe to assume that Zalmadegikds was the chief
of atribe or atribal union of Getae from the
northern half of the Dobrogea and, possibly,
fromthe other side of the Danube. He obviously
had the power, the force to compel Istriato pay
some sums of money or gifts in nature, on the
contrary, rutting the rural territory of the city or
forbidding the navigation on theriver.

In the same northen area of Dobrogea,
several monetary remains dating from the 3rd
century BC, testify to the existence of another
local dynast, called Moskon. Although he does
not have other mentions (sources), the very fact
that alocal chief managed to strikeasilver coin
with his effigy (seen with a diadem) and his
name, accompanied by the title of "Basileus’,
illustrates this distinction, an advanced stage of
social organizationand political self-awareness.

In 200 BC, the historical epigraph of special
documentary value — the inscription in the
name of Agathocles, the son of Antiphilies —
provides more details. Details that relate to the
complicated and turbulent rel ationsbetween the
Greek cities and the various "barbarians’ that
surrounded them. From this decreet it follows
that, through activediplomacy (messengers) and
regular gifts (mainly a tribute, phoros), Istria
and other greek cities of Dobrégea (also
mentioned as Scythiafor thefirst time) obtained
administrative support and military protection
of the "king" Rhemaxos against the thracians
led by Zoltes™. These people called for amore
imposing charachter, Rhemachos (called in the
inscription basileus, in contrast with Zoltes, who
was only designated as a chief), and, according
to several researchers, he would be the head of
one of the most important tribal formations on
the left side of the Danube, in the Muntenia

plains, south of Moldova, possibly from
Buceag. Although the name of Rhemaxos, as
well as that of his son Phradmon, were
considered by some authors to be of Iranian
origin, itismorelikely that thistribal formation
(union) was a native one, Getis, maybe even
descendants of Dromichaites folk™. Thus,
according to the tribute, Agathokles obtained
from Rhamachus a hundred soldiers "for the
sake of thirst”, and on the other hand, from
P¥radmon another six hundred, a "salt, having
roused these enemies, they defeated the Zothr
army". Fromthehistorical record, itisclear that
Rome was an amazing historical repercussion.
Thus, by paying the tribute, Agathokles
obtained from Rhemaxos one hundred riders
"for the city defense’, and later, from
Phradmon, another six hundred, "which,having
outnumbered the enemy forces, defeated
Zoltes'. From the historical record, it is clear
that Rhemaxos was an important historical
figure.

Then, as well asin other eras, the antique
authors were mainly interested in the faces of
someforeign nations, of warlike habits, and that
recently entered the historical scene. Thus,
probably trained in the ancient bastarn
expeditionsin the Balkans, the " Getae from the
north of thelstra" are mentioned by Appian™ as
mercenaries employed by the Macedonian king
Perseus in 168 BC. Even if there would have
been a confusion regarding the getis chief
Cloilios and the fact that he is actualy the
bastarn Clondicus mentioned in similar
instances by Titus Livius (XLI1V, 26,27), the
participation of the Getae in this expedition
south of the Danube remains higly probable.

The first evidence of human life in
Dobrogea dates back to the paleolithic. The
archaeological findings have highlighted traces
of the presence of man in the paleolithic,
especially intheremainsof Izvor (¥eia) and La
Adam (Targusor) fromthebasin of the asimcea
valley; in several parts of central and southern
Dobrogeait has also been identified as a trace
of sporadic inhabitance.

The neolithic, through the three cultures of
Hamangia, Gumelnita and Cernavoda, is
present in many places along the Danube, the
seaside and the principal valleys; depending on
the local conditions, the settlements were
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located either on heightswith steep slopes, or in
low areas (settlements with total or partial
fortifications by ditches and earthworks).

In the Bronze Age (3rd millennium B.C.),
there was a mixture of Indo-European tribes
with the native population and the formation of
the Thrace or an area of development in the
carpato-balkan region (there were farmers,
shepherds, butchers).

In the Iron Age (1200-450 BC) the tribes
were divided into two separate groups, with
some disputes related to religion, customs and
language (the Balkan tribes in the southern
Danube and Carpatian tribes and the northen
Danube or Bohemia). From the latter came the
Getae (7th century BC), focused Dobrogea,
romanian plain, and Moldova.

The foundation of the cities of Istria (7th
century BC), Tomis (6th century AD), Callatis
(6th century BC) is related to the presence of
the greeks along the Black Sea. Among these
there are also severa stationary points (near
Tuzla; Part¥enopolis, south of ostinesti).

At the end of the iron age, the Geto-Dacian
civilization was created, highlighted by alarge
number of settlementswith waves of defense or
located on natural mountains. On the coast, the
coloniststook apart fromtheir lands, used them
in agriculture and established strong ties with
the local community. Tariverde has become an
important center for the production of
agricultura products for the city of Istria.

In the first century BC was the start the
evolution of tribal unions that ultimately led to
the creation of the centralized state led by
Burebista (82-44 BC). In the context of the
Roman threat, he takes control over all towns
from Olbia(north) to Arrollonia(south) and the
territory on the right side of the Danube until
the Balkans, by virtue of the unity of kin and
language.

The disintegration of the state of Burebista
favored the roman conquests and the
transformation of Dobrogea into a Romanian
province (in46 B.C. — it entered the province of
Moesia); the romans ground ports along the
shores, onthelittoral the citieswere established
in afederation with the headquartersin Tomis;
the agriculture develops (viticulture, cereal
cultivation, animal breeding, rice farming),
trade, crafts. The Romans have have improved

the organization of the customs and financial
status.

It is a network consisting of three main
roads and other, secondary ones. The oldest
road connects the towns and villages along the
river —from Transmarisca(Turtusaia) to listria;
from there, the second, the Greek one, restored
by the Romans and the one that runs along to
the Byzantine coast, starts. The third road goes
through the center of Dobroga (Troraeum
Traiani — Ulmetum-Ibida). There were aso
many bridges, over the Danube, a Altinum
(Oltina), arsium (Hérsova), Barbo i and
Noviodunum (Isassed), between connections
with the roads from Moldova and Muntenia.

Inthe IV-VII centuries AD, Dobrogea was
a standalone province (Scyt¥ia Minor). The
fortification systems of the Danube harbors, as
well as of the Danube settlements (Capidava,
Dinogetia) and the seaside cities (Trorasaum
Traiani — Ulmetum) and the marine ones (
dlatis, Tomis) were strengthened to defend
against the Ostrogoths, Huns, Slavs, Bulgarians.
In the VII century, the Romano-Byzantine
domination breaksfacingthe Slavsand Avarils.
Byzantium occupied the littoral zone with its
fleet headquarters at Lysostomion ( ¥ilia), the
Bulgarianswerein the south of the coast, andin
the center and on the Danube was the
Romanized population.

Inthe 10th century AD, Dobrogeareentered
the Byzantine Empire, being known under the
name of Paradunavon or Paristrion. The
frequent invasionsdetermined the consolidation
of the defense system materialized in three
waves (the small and big waves of land; the
stone wave) located between
Constanta-Cernavoda-Niculitel. In the next
period (XII-XIV centuries), the Byzantine
authority weakens again, but the role of the
Genoese merchants in the Danube Delta
increases.

The feudal state is organized under the
leadership of Dobrotici through the union of
local political organizations; in the time of
Mircea cel Batran, the unification between the
Romanian country and Dobrogeais realized.

In 1417, Dobrogea was conquered by
Mahomed |, and the Danube Delta in 1434.
Thisled to four centuries of slow economic and
socia evolution. Moreover, the area will be
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frequently affected by the Russo-Turkish wars,
accompanied by large material losses. In
additiontothecolonization of Tatarsand Turks,
the return of the Romanian element from

Moldova, Muntenia, Transylvania was also
established and merged with the old Romanian
population; the Romanians founded new
Settlements.

NOTES
1. D. M. Pippidi, Dinistoria Dobrogei, vol. I, Ed. Academiei, Bucuresti, 1965, p. 157-182.

2. D. Bugi, Geografia umand, geografia istorica si etnografica in opera lui Constantin Bratescu, Rev. Etnogr.
Folcorica, 42, 1-2.

3. Podisul Dobrogei, in Geografia Romaniei, vol. V, Editura Academiei, Bucuresti, 2005.
4. H. C. Matei, Enciclopedia antichitatii, Editura Meronia, Bucuresti, 2004, p. 105.

5. P. Alexandrescu, Izvoare grecesti despreretragerealui Dariusdin expeditiascitica, in SCIV, tom VII, nr. 3-4,
Bucuresti, 1956, p. 320; Al. Vulpe, Istoriasi civilizatia spatiului carpato-dunarean Tntre mijlocul secolului al
VII-leasi Tnceputul secolului & I11-leaa.Chr., in IstoriaRomanilor, val. |, EdituraEnciclopedica, Bucuresti, 2001,
p. 451-454,

6. Al. Vulpe, op. cit., p. 541-550.

7. P. Alexandrescu, op. cit., p. 319-342

8. Istorii, IV, 93.

9. M. Cosac, Introducere Tn Istoria veche a Roméaniel, Editura Cetatea de Scaun, Targoviste, 2006, p. 96.
10. Istoriarazboiului peloponesiac, |1, 91, 1.

11. Ibidem, 11, 98, 4.

12. H. C. Matei, Enciclopedia antichitatii, Editura Meronia, Bucuresti, 2004, p. 133-134.

13. Istorii, 1, 2, 4.

14. V. Parvan, Getica. O protoistorieaDaciei, EditieTngrijitd, note, comentarii si postfatd de R. Florescu, Editura
Meridiane, Bucuresti, 1982, p. 53.

15. Istorialui Filip, 1X, 1, 9- IX, 3, 1.
16. V. Parvan, op. cit., p. 51-53.
17. R. Vulpe, Studia Thracologica, Editura Academiei, Bucuresti, 1976, p. 35.

18. D. M. Pippidi, Dictionar delstorie Vechea Roméniei, Editura Stiintifica si Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 1976,
p. 66-67.

19. P. Alexandrescu, Ataias, in Studii Clasice, IX, Editura Academiei, Bucuresti, 1967, p. 88-89.
20. H. C. Matei, Enciclopedia antichitatii, Editura Meronia, Bucuresti, 2004, p. 20-22.

21. Expeditia lui Alexandru, |, 1, 4 — 1, 4, 1; Strabon, Geografia, VI, 3, 8 (C. 301).



224 Volumia Singeorzan

22. Arian, Expeditialui Alexandru, I, 3, 1.

23. Al. Vulpe, Istoriasi civilizatia spatiului carpato-dunarean ntre mijlocul secolului al Vll-lea si Tnceputul
secolului & Ill-leaa.Chr., in Istoria Roménilor, vol. |, Editura Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 2001, p. 458.

24. Arian, op. cit., |, 4,1.

25. V. Parvan, Getica. O protoistorie a Daciei, Editie ingrijita, Editura Meridiane, Bucuresti, 1982, p. 45; R.
Vulpe, Asezari getice din Muntenia, Editura Meridiane, Bucuresti, 1966, p. 19

26. V. Parvan, op. cit., p. 43.

27. Fl. Medelet, Tn legaturd cu expeditia intreprinsi de Alexandru Macedon la Dundre in 335 7.e.n., in Acta
Musei Napocensis, X1X, Cluj-Napoca, 1982, p. 16.

28. Ibidem, p. 16-22.

29. Al. Suceveanu, O ipoteza despre Zopyrion, in SCIV, tom 17, nr. 4, Bucuresti, 1966, p. 635-644; V1. Iliescu,
Campania strategului Zopyrion la Dunarea de Jos, Tn Pontica, IV, Muzeul de Arheologie Constanta, 1971, p.
57-74.

30. V. Parvan, Getica. O protoistorieaDaciei, Editieingrijitd deR. Florescu, EdituraMeridiane, Bucuresti, 1982,
p. 48.

31. Istorialui Alexandru cel Mare Macedoneanul, X, 1, 43- X, 1, 45.
32. Trogus Pompeius, Istorialui Filip, XII, 1, 4 si XXXVII, 3, 2.

33. Saturnale, |, 11, 33.

34. Al. Suceveanu, op. cit., p. 637-638.

35. Diodor din Sicilia, Bibliotecaistorica, XVIII, 3, 2.

36. M. Cosac, Introducere in Istoria veche a Roméniei, Editura Cetatea de Scaun, Targoviste, 2006, p. 99-100;
H. C. Matei, Enciclopedia antichitatii, Editura Meronia, Bucuresti, 2004, p. 195-196.

37. D. M. Pippidi, Din istoria Dobrogei, vol. |, Editura Academiel, Bucuresti, 1965, p. 132-136.
38. Diodor din Sicilia, Bibliotecaistorica, XXI, 11.

39. Ibidem, XXI, 12, 1.

40. Ibidem, XXI, 12, 2.

41. Descrierea Greciel, 1, 9, 7.

42. Bibliotecaistoricd, XXI, 12, 6.

43. Despre Heracleia, 5.

44. C. Daicoviciu, Il paese di Dromichete, Tn Dacica. Studii si articole privind istoria veche a pamantului
romanesc, Bibliotheca Musel Napocensis, |, Cluj-Napoca, 1970, p. 97-100.

45. Al. Vulpe, Istoriasi civilizatia spatiului carpato-dunarean ntre mijlocul secolului a VIl-lea si Tnceputul
secolului & Ill-leaa.Chr., in Istoria Roménilor, vol. |, Editura Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 2001, p. 463.



Some consideration regarding the evolution of Dobrogea in the ancient period 225

46. Fragmente din Carti nesigure, Fr. 102.

47.V. Parvan, Getica. O protoistorieaDaciei, EditieTngrijitd, note, comentarii si postfatd de R. Florescu, Editura
Meridiane, Bucuresti, 1982, p. 63.

48. R. Florescu, Taralui Dromichaites, Tn Pontica, XIV, Constanta, 1981, p. 153-157.
49. D. M. Pippidi, Din istoria Dobrogei, vol. |, Editura Academiel, Bucuresti, 1965, p. 134-135.

50. Idem, Contributii la Istoria veche a Romaniei, Editura Stiintifica, Bucuresti, 1967, p. 167-221; idem, Din
istoria Dobrogei, Editura Academiel, Bucuresti, 1965, p. 225-231.

51. Idem, Histriasi getii in secolul a ll-leal.e.n. Observatii asupra Decretului Tn cinstea lui Agathocles, fiul lui
Antiphilos, Tn Contributii la Istoria veche a Roméniei, Editura Stiintificd, Bucuresti, 1967, p. 189-191.

52. Idem, Stiri noi desprelegaturile Histriel cu getii Tn secolul al IlI-lea, in Contributii lalstoriavecheaRoméniei,
Editura Stiintificd, Bucuresti, 1967, p. 167-185.

53, Ibidem, p. 171.

54. H. Daicoviciu, Dacia de la Burebista la cucerirea romand, Editura Dacia, Cluj-Napoca, 1972, p. 22-25; D.
M. Pippidi, Contributii la Istoria veche a Romaniei, Editura Stiintificd, Bucuresti, 1967, p. 189-212; idem, Din
istoria Dobrogei, val. |, p. 228-231.

55. D. M. Pippidi, Contributii lalstoriaveche a Roméniel, Editura Stiintifica, Bucuresti, 1967, p. 186-221; I. I.
Russu, Zoltes si Rhemaxos. Tracii, scitii si Istriain secolelelll-II T.e.n, in Apulum, VI, 1967, p. 123-143.

56. Istoria Romand, Macedonia, 18, 1-3.

References

1. Alexandrescu, P., Izvoare grecesti despre retragerea lui Darius, din expeditia scitica,
Bucuresti, 1965.

. Barneg, |., Stefanescu. St, Din istoria Dobrogei, Editura Academiei, 1971.

3. Cosac, M., Introducere in istoria veche a Roméniei, Editura Cetatea de Scaun,

Téargoviste, 2006.
4. Daicoviciu, C., Studii si articole privind istoria veche a pamantului roméanesc, Cluj-
Napoca, 1970.

5. Daicoviciu, H., Dacia de la Burebista la cucerirea romana, Editura Dacia,
Cluj-Napoca, 1972.

. Giurescu, C., Istoria Roménilor, Editura Albatros, Bucuresti,1975.

. lorga, N., Celetrei Dobrogi pe care le-am gasit, Analele Dobrogei, 1922.

. Matei, H., C., Enciclopedia Antichitatii, Editura Meronia, Bucuresti, 2004.

. Parvu, Steluta, Multiculturalitati Tn Dobrogea, Editura Ex Ponto, 2007.

. Pipidi, D. M., Contributii la istoria veche a Roméniei, Editura Stiintifica, Bucuresti,
1967.

11. Pipidi, D. M., Dinistoria Dobrogei, vol |, Editura Academiei, Bucuresti, 1965.

12. Pipidi, D. M., Dictionar de Istorie veche a Romaniei, Editura Stiintifica si

Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 1978.
13. Radulescu, A., Bitoleanu ., Istoria Dobrogei, Editura Ex Ponto, Constatta, 1998.
14. Radulescu, A., Bitoleanu 1., Istoriaroméanilor dintre Dundre si Marea Neagrd, Editura
Stiintifica si Enciclopedica, Bucuresti, 1979.

N

O OV ~NO®

1



