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Abstract. The article is both a survey of the literature since the publication in 1997 of Gottfried 
Schramm’s book, and a critical review of the conclusions drawn by the most recent research. The 
survey focuses onthe main theses put forward by Schramm (his famous eight theses on Romanian 
ethnogenesis) and the way they fared in the literature. His 1985 and 1986 articles, which formed the 
basis of the book’s fourth part have been translated into both Hungarian and Romanian. However, 
there has been very little, if any engagement with Schramm’s arguments, which are primarily, if not 
exclusively linguistic, and no retort came either from archaeologists or from historians. Much ink 
has been spilled on the political implications of his ‘eight theses’ for the presence of Romanians in 
Transylvania, but few have noted that the key to the understanding of Schramm’s viewpoint is his 
envisioning of the Slavic migration. The article brings to the fore the results of the archaeological 
excavations in the countries of the central Balkan region and in Romania (both north and south 
of the Carpathian Mountains) in an attempt to verify Schramm’s theory of a migration of Vlach 
pastoralists from the Balkans to the territory of present-day Romania. The last part of the paper 
discusses the episode of the Romanian immigration that appears in the so-called Cantacuzene 
Annals, the earliest chronicle of Wallachia.
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“It’s got what it takes to make a mountain man leave his home” 

(Robert Plant, “When the levee breaks,” Led Zeppelin IV, 1971)

Gottfried Schramm (1929–2017) disliked archaeology. Besides being unable to say 
much about Vlachs and other such mountain dwellers who rarely leave behind any 
solid and ethnically specific traces, archaeologists avow that they can recognize 
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linguistic changes by means of their trowels, even though neither potsherds nor 
skulls speak any (specific) language.1 Percy Ernst Schramm’s second son taught 
Modern and East European history at the Albert-Ludwig University in Freiburg 
for more than thirty years.2 In other words, he was a historian of “conquerors and 
denizens” of both Russia and Poland.3 He privileged written sources for the mod-
ern period, and linguistic data for the early Middle Ages, particularly place names.4 
Out of his five books published before 1997, two were on the early modern period 
in European history. Ein Damm bricht was, therefore, his fourth dedicated to the 
early Middle Ages.5 Unlike the other three, the 1997 publication was largely based 
on earlier articles, especially his famous ‘eight theses’ on the Romanian ethnogen-
esis, which are included in the first chapter of the book’s fourth part.6 That is the 
part that, in fact, received the greatest attention, being immediately translated into 
Hungarian, and later into Romanian.7 In Romania, it had no echo whatsoever and 
received no reviews.8 In Hungary, it is still regarded as “elementary writing of a 
German author.”9 Without citing Schramm, many leading historians in Hungary 
have uncritically reproduced his basic tenets—that the dispersal of Romanians was 
made possible by the rise of early medieval Bulgaria10 and that ‘vigorous waves’ of 
Vlachs came to the lands north of the Danube after the formation of the Second 

1 For useless archaeology, see Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 282, 284.
2 For Schramm’s life and work, see Nachtigal, “Zhizn’ i trudy.”
3 Schramm, Eroberer und Eingesessene. 
4 Schramm, Nordpontische Ströme; Altrusslands Anfang.
5 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht. His earlier books, in chronological order: Der polnische Adel; 

Nordpontische Ströme; Eroberer und Eingesessene; Anfänge; Europäische Renaissancen.
6 Schramm, “Frühe Schicksale” (1985); “Frühe Schicksale” (1986); “Frühe Schicksale” (1987). 

The chapter on Venedi, Sclavenes, and Antes is based on Schramm, “Venedi, Antes, Sclaveni, 
Sclavi.” For Schramm’s more recent opinions on this matter, see Schramm, “Ortsnamen und 
Lehnwörter.” For eight ‘new’ theses, see Schramm, “Liegengelassene Probleme.” 

7 Schramm, Korai román történelem (translated by the Hungarian Albanologist István Schütz); 
Schramm, Destine (translated by the Romanian prehistorian Tudor Soroceanu).

8 To the best of my knowledge, Saramandu, “A propos de l’origine du roumain” is the only 
Romanian reaction to Ein Damm bricht. Schramm is basically accused of completely ignoring 
the (most recent) works of Romanian linguists and historians.

9 Thoroczkay, “Some Remarks,” 253, with note 26 cites Ein Damm bricht “for a negative assessment 
of the Dacian-Romanian [sic!] theory of continuity,” so that he could not be accused of bias. 

10 Makkai, “The Emergence of the Estates,” 187. Like Schramm, whom he did not cite, Makkai 
believed that Romanians began to appear in the region between the Carpathian Mountains 
and the River Danube during the tenth century. By contrast, others believed that as soon 
as the Vlachs began to disappear from Bulgaria during the first half of the thirteenth cen-
tury, they appeared in great numbers in Hungary, without any stop in Wallachia (Györffy, 
“Abfassungszeit,” 221).
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Bulgarian Empire.11 Schramm has by now been dubbed the (last) follower of Robert 
Roesler (1836–1874), whom, however, he only occasionally cited.12 

In his own country, Schramm’s Ein Damm bricht received a cold reception. 
Although it appears to be less “science-fiction” than some of Schramm’s other books, 
he still relied more on fantasies than on evidence, especially when dealing with the 
name of the Vlachs and with those of the Slavs.13 His etymologies and linguistic 
theories based on (place) names have received a good deal of criticism.14 Ein Damm 
bricht is full of historical reconstructions based on Schramm’s outré interpretation of 
linguistic facts. For example, he claims that the Urheimat of the Slavs must have been 
in the Dnieper area, because the word Sclavene supposedly derives from an old name 
for that river—Slovota.15 The shift from the longer (Sclaveni) to the shorter name 
(Sclavi) of the Slavs supposedly happened under the influence of an old Albanian word 
borrowed from the language of the Thracian tribe of the Bessi.16 The (East) Germanic 
influences upon Common Slavic must be attributed to the Gepids, who, according 
to Schramm were the dominant population in the lands north of the Lower Danube, 
in what is now eastern and southern Romania.17 The Romanian language came to 

11 Vásáry, Cumans, 27. The idea goes back to Roesler, Romänische Studien, 117. Unlike Roesler, 
however, Vásáry also claims that “there is no compelling historical evidence that any serious 
Vlakhian [sic] settlement existed north of the Danube in the twelfth or thirteenth century” 
(Vásáry, Cumans, 135).

12 Hegyi, “Continuité daco-roumaine.” Hegyi is right. It was Roesler’s idea to use language contact 
(particularly the relations between Romanian, Turkic and Slavic languages, Greek, Hungarian, 
and Albanian) as a chronological indicator of migration. Long before Schramm, Roesler 
used place names to write history. See Roesler, Romänische Studien, 123–34. For Hegyi’s own 
Roeslerian views, see Hegyi, “Roumains.” 

13 Kristophson, “Review,” 489–90 (“Der Hauptfehler bei G[ottfried] S[chramm] besteht nicht 
darin, daß er eine Form oder eine Etymologie falsch ansetzt, sondern daß offenbar ein Wissen 
davon fehlt, was man rekonstruieren darf und aus dem Rekonstrukt schließen kann.”).

14 Schmid, “Review”; Udolph, “Review.” According to Peyfuss, “Grundprobleme,” 212, Schramm 
engaged in linguistic bungy jumping. To reduce the Romanians of the Middle Ages to a commu-
nity of transhumant (or mountain) shepherds is no better than the Hungarian stereotype about 
Romanians being descendants of a Roman penal colony (Peyfuss, “Grundprobleme,” 213). 

15 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 190–91; Schramm,“Ortsnamen,” 63–64. In reality, that is not an 
old name for the Dnieper, but an epitheton ornans attested only in the seventeenth century 
(Mesiarkin, “The Name of the Slavs,” 9).

16 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 206. The shorter name first appears in the works of Agathias 
of Myrina and John Malalas, neither of whom ever visited the Balkans. Being residents of 
Constantinople and Antioch, respectively, they had no contact with any population in the 
Peninsula (Curta, Making of the Slavs, 45). For the word Shqâ in the Geg dialect of northern 
Albania and its cognate in Romanian, şcheau, see Mihăilă, Studii, 16; Poruciuc, “Relevanța.”

17 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 140. At the same time, Schramm, much like Roesler, denied the 
existence of any words of Germanic origin in Romanian. In reality, there is a large number of 
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the present-day territory of Romania with immigrants from Bulgaria, as indicated 
by most Slavic loans in Romanian that cannot be dated before ca. 900 because of the 
metathesis of the liquids.18

Against Schramm’s Neo-Roeslerian tenets, one could easily summon the 
results of recent linguistic research. Moreover, while Daco–Roman continuity can-
not be proved on the basis of place names in the lands north of the Danube, place 
names south of the river do not indicate a Romanian ethnogenesis anywhere in 
the Balkans.19 Building upon earlier ideas advanced by the German linguists Ernst 
Gamillscheg (1887–1971) and Günter Reichenkron (1907–1966), it has been sug-
gested that Romanian did not originate as an ethnolect (i.e., a specifically ethnic 
language), but as a koiné.20 That, at least, is the conclusion one can draw from the 
relative uniformity of all Romanian dialects, both north and south of the Danube.21 

However, those and several similar arguments do not address the issue of 
historical reconstruction, especially the question of migration. Historical inter-
pretations based on linguistic evidence are fraught with many problems, the most 
important of which is the inability to date any phonetic and/or linguistic changes 
with sufficient precision for historical reconstruction. Because of that, nothing help-
ful for historical reconstruction could be gleaned from recent studies on the lin-
guistics of migration.22 Similarly, because for the area and the period at the center of 

such words, which point to linguistic contacts north, not south of the River Danube. See Poruciuc, 
“Problema vechilor germanisme”; “Linguistic-historical implications”; “The fortune of the Old 
Germanic loan fara.” Because of the early origin of the Gothic word for silk, Schramm imagined 
a vast commercial network organized by the Goths in southern Russia between the third and the 
fourth centuries and linked it to the Silk Road (Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 141–42).

18 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 333, 338 (with the word for ‘one hundred’ as an example of a 
Slavic loan after the metathesis of the liquids). The greater part of Slavic loans in Romanian 
are of bookish origin—Church literature, charters, and popular literature (Nandriş, “The 
Earliest Contacts”). Only fifteen words can be attributed to a Common Slavic influence on the 
basis of their phonetical treatment (Mihăilă, Studii, 16; Duridanov, “Die ältesten slawischen 
Entlehnungen,” 15). All of them appear in all Romanian dialects, both north and south of the 
River Danube (Mihăilă, “Criteriile,” 355). For sută, the Romanian word for “one hundred,” as of 
Thracian (Dacian), and not Slavic origin, see Paliga, “100 Slavic Basic Roots,” 67–68, 83.

19 Solta, Einführung, 63.
20 For the (socio)linguistic concept of koiné, see Siegel, “Koines and Koineization.”
21 Solta, Einführung, 70; Holzer, “Der Walchen-Name,” 177–78. To that, one could add the obser-

vation of Peyfuss, “Grundprobleme,” 213, according to which out of all Romanian dialects, 
Aromanian, spoken by people who live(d) closest to speakers of Albanian, provides the smallest 
number of Albanian–Romanian lexical parallels. Conversely, the closest parallels to Albanian 
in Romanian in terms of pronunciation (e.g., rotacization) and vocabulary (e.g., nea for ‘snow’) 
appear in the northwestern region of present-day Romania.

22 Krefeld, Einführung; Morgenthaler García, “Introducción.”
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Ein Damm bricht, there is little to no direct evidence, one cannot do anything with 
another model of analysis that may seem otherwise promising. That model is based 
on the distinction between language as something that a child, for example, might 
hear around him or her (the so-called ‘external language’) and the mental system 
characterizing a person’s linguistic range and represented in that person’s mind (the 
so-called ‘internal language’).23 The model allows for a re-conceptualization of glot-
togenesis, but cannot be used for tracking the migration of people. 

The Hungarian archaeologist István Bóna (1930–2001) was therefore right: 
“there are many problems that cannot be resolved by archaeology.” However, archae-
ologists are definitely in a position to tell “whether or not a region was inhabited at 
any given time.” They also have the ability to confirm with some degree of certainty 
“whether or not the settlement was a lasting one.”24 There has recently been a great 
deal of discussion about migration among archaeologists, who now distinguish 
between long- and short-distance migrations, as well as different patterns of migra-
tion that may be recognized in the archaeological evidence.25 In short, it is per-
haps time to evaluate the historical reconstruction proposed by Gottfried Schramm 
twenty-five years ago in the light of archaeological and historical evidence. In doing 
so, I will shift the emphasis from ethnicity to migration: while, as Schramm was 
quick to observe, archaeologists cannot ‘read’ linguistic changes in material culture, 
Bóna was equally (if only intuitively) right when noting that they are in a privileged 
position when it comes to tracking movements of population. 

According to Schramm, the Peutinger Map shows the ethnic configuration in 
Eastern Europe during the first centuries AD, when the Slavs of the forest-steppe 
belt did not have any contact with the Roman world but through the Goths and the 
Gepids, who until the sixth century blocked the Slavic access to the Roman Empire.26 
Because of that, the Slavs reached the Danube frontier of the Empire from two direc-
tions—from the Middle Dnieper to the Lower Danube across present-day Ukraine, 

23 Lightfood, How New Languages Emerge. Equally inapplicable are the conclusions of recent 
studies on linguistic ideologies, for which, see Silverstein, “Language Structure”; Kroskrity, 
“Language Ideologies”; Rodríguez-Ordóñez, “The Role of Linguistic Ideologies.”

24 Bóna, “The Hungarian–Slav Period,” 139.
25 Anthony, “Migration in Archaeology”; Härke, “Archaeologists and Migrations”; Burmeister, 

“Archaeology and Migration”; Curta, “Migrations.”
26 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 149, 151 (with the map). According to Schramm, Venedi was 

another name for the Slavs. He took the double mention of the Venedi on the Peutinger Map 
to indicate the western and eastern Slavs, respectively (Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 166–75). 
Moreover, the Slavs borrowed from the Goths or the Gepids the name for the speakers of (Late, 
vernacular) Latin (Vlach, from Germanic walha-), the name of the River Danube, the word 
for emperor (tsar, from Kaiser), and the words for ‘lion’ and ‘elephant’ (Schramm, Ein Damm 
bricht, 150).
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Moldova and Romania; and from southern Poland through the Moravian Gate to 
the Middle Danube.27 In a recent book, I have pointed out that no evidence exists 
of an ‘emptying’ of the Urheimat of the Slavs in the Middle Dnieper region (or far-
ther to the north), which would presumably accompany the mass emigration of the 
Slavs.28 Nor is there any evidence of a wave (or waves) of settlers moving out from 
that Urheimat to the Lower Danube. The many settlements excavated in eastern and 
southern Romania—several of them on the territory of present-day Bucharest—
provide abundant evidence of communities of agriculturists and of a relatively long-
term occupation of sites.29 Moreover, like settlements in Wallachia and Moldavia, 
those excavated in western Ukraine, particularly in the region between the Dnieper 
and the Dniester rivers cannot be dated earlier than the late sixth or early seventh 
century. Assemblages with the so-called Prague type pottery (which is traditionally, 
albeit wrongly attributed to the Slavs) appear almost simultaneously in various parts 
of western Ukraine, but without any precedents that could be dated to the first half 
of the sixth or to the late fifth century—the time of the presumed migration that 
Schramm had in mind. Those were hardly communities ‘on the move’, much less 
migrants on their way from the Urheimat to the warmer climes of the Balkans.30 

Can one imagine a migration of the Slavs to be tracked by means of the Prague-
type pottery into the Carpathian Basin? For several decades, archaeologists in East 
Central and Eastern Europe insisted that that pottery appeared in territories that 
had previously been evacuated by the late antique population.31 In other words, 
the migration of the Slavs filled a vacuum left behind by the Germanic population. 
Whatever one can make of such criteria, there is absolutely no indication of an end 
of the sites previously occupied by the late antique population. In fact, during the 
sixth century, there is no vacuum. The archaeological evidence from Hungary that 
has been dated to the Early Avar age (ca. 570 to ca. 630) and attributed to the Slavs 
(e.g., the cremations found in Pókaszepetk or the pottery found in Oroszlány) has 
nothing in common with materials from sites in the regions from which the immi-
grants are supposed to have come.32

Schramm inadvertently subscribed to the theses of the Romanian archaeolo-
gists working under Ceauşescu’s regime, when claiming that by the mid-sixth cen-
tury, the Slavs had established themselves in the lowlands of Wallachia, as well as in 

27 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 216, 220 with Map 6.
28 Curta, Slavs in the Making, 126–35.
29 For sixth- to seventh-century settlements in southern and eastern Romania, see Curta, Making 

of the Slavs, 276–307.
30 Curta, Slavs in the Making, 128–29.
31 Godłowski, Frühe Slawen, 94, 98.
32 For a detailed discussion of the evidence, see Curta, Slavs in the Making, 69–89.
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southeastern Transylvania. In those parts of present-day Romania, the newcomers 
lived in close quarters with the natives.33 Who the natives were with whom the Slavic 
immigrants coexisted is not clear. However, judging by Schramm’s own statements 
about the territory of Romania in the sixth century, those must have been either 
the Goths or the Gepids. There is no evidence—written or archaeological—of any 
of those two groups in mid-sixth century Wallachia. On the other hand, while the 
assemblages with handmade pottery found in the Covasna and Harghita Counties 
of present-day Romania on such sites as Poian, Cernat and, more recently Miercurea 
Ciuc-Şumuleu have indeed been attributed to the Slavs, those Slavs came from just 
across the Carpathian Mountains, where similar assemblages have been excavated, 
for example, at the Royal Court in Bacău.34 This was not the migration that Schramm 
envisioned and its direction was from east to west, and not from north to south or 
southwest.

The title of Schramm’s book, A Dike Breaks, hints at the presumed collapse 
of the limes in 602. To Schramm, that was the “catastrophe of the empire.”35 As 
soon as Phocas’s rebellion broke out, the defense of the Danube frontier (the ‘dike’) 
crumbled, and the Slavic tide invaded the Balkans. The Roman inhabitants of the 
Peninsula who could not find refuge in Thessalonica and other cities in Macedonia 
or farther to the south, took shelter in the mountains. In time, the refugees turned 
to transhumant pastoralism, an economic form previously unknown in the Balkans. 
The population of sheep-raising Roman refugees (schaftzüchterische Fluchtromania) 
clustered within a limited region in the central Balkans between the forty-one- and 
forty-three-degrees north latitude.36 However, the idea that the Danube frontier col-
lapsed in 602 turns out to be a historiographic myth. Several hillforts along the 
Danube frontier had already suffered heavy destruction by fire at some point between 
Justinian and Maurice’s reigns, at least twenty years before Phocas’s rebellion. 
However, in almost all cases, destruction was followed by rebuilding and reoccupa-
tion.37 The archaeological evidence in that respect correlates well with the informa-
tion in the written sources suggesting that the Roman army returned to the Danube 

33 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 295 (“Altsiedler”).
34 For sites in southeastern Transylvania, see Székely, “Aşezări” and Botár, “Finally, Slavs.” For 

the site in Bacău, Mitrea and Artimon, “Descoperiri prefeudale.” For the analogies between the 
sites in southeastern Transylvania and those in the Bacău County, see Curta “An Ironic Smile,” 
52–53.

35 Schramm, “Die Katastrophe.”
36 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 309. In reality, transhumance in the Balkans is first documented 

archaeologically in the Bronze Age (Takács, “A balkáni vlachok kutatásának,” 261).
37 Madgearu, “The End of the Lower Danube Limes”; Turlej, “Upadek”; Custurea and Talmaţchi, 

“Regarding the Fall of the Danubian Limes.” For the numismatic evidence, see Gândilă, 
Cultural Encounters, 183–84; Custurea, “Anul 602.”
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after overthrowing Maurice, in order to continue operations against both the Avars 
and the Slavs. The hillforts and towns along the frontier, as well as in the hinterland 
were then abandoned ca. 620, most of them in an organized fashion, as indicated by 
the careful removal of everything essential from the buildings left behind. The rea-
son for the general withdrawal from the Balkans was that Emperor Heraclius needed 
all troops in Europe on the eastern front. Those troops never returned to the Balkans 
but were instead relocated to western Anatolia. Between ca. 620 and ca. 690, when 
the Thracian theme first emerged, there were no Roman troops in the Balkans any-
more.38 Nor was there any Slavic tide flooding the Peninsula. The only evidence in 
the written sources of Slavs permanently settled in the Balkans is that of the Sclavene 
tribes besieging Thessalonica in the early years of Heraclius’s reign. Even that may, 
in fact, be a projection back in time of the anonymous author of the second book of 
the Miracles of St Demetrius, who was writing at some point between 680 and 700.39 
At any rate, during the seventh century, following the supposed ‘catastrophe of the 
empire’, there were no Slavs in Macedonia to force the local Romans fearing for 
their lives to move to the surrounding mountains. Judging from the archaeological 
evidence, the interior of the Balkan Peninsula experienced a severe demographic 
collapse in the ‘short seventh century’ between ca. 620 and ca. 680. No Slavs from 
the territories north of the River Danube rushed to grab the lands supposedly left 
behind by the local Roman population. 

A distribution map of all settlements known or supposed to have been in exis-
tence in the Balkans during the seventh century shows that the central part of the 
Peninsula is devoid of any sites whatsoever.40 Only on the right bank of the Danube 
do a few settlement sites appear, and some even on islands in the middle of the riv-
er.41 Those are the first open, non-fortified settlements in the Balkans in more than 
150 years, with an economic profile not unlike that of the communities in the lands 
north of the River Danube.42 The distribution of all isolated burials and cemeteries 
dated with some degree of certainty to the same period (seventh century) shows 
a clear cluster of sites on the northern boundary of the Balkans, which is directly 

38 Curta, The Making of the Slavs, 189.
39 Curta, The Making of the Slavs, 62, 113–14; Panov, “Reconstructing 7th-Century Macedonia.”
40 Curta, “The Beginning,” 213, Fig. 12. The first to note the demographic collapse was Popa, 

“Review,” 79.
41 Garvan: Văzharova, Srednovekovnoto selishte (see Grozdanova, “Relative Chronology,” 22–26, 

for the earliest phase of occupation on the site). Popina: Văzharova, Slavianski i slavianobălgar-
ski selishta. Mihajlovac: Janković, “Le site d’habitation medieval.” For the settlement (initially 
and wrongly interpreted as a cremation cemetery) discovered in 1977 on the western side of the 
island Ostrovu Mare, see Stîngă, “Cercetări arheologice”; Boroneanţ and Stîngă, “Cercetările.”

42 Curta, The Long Sixth Century, 75–76.
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comparable to that of rural settlements.43 However, cemeteries and isolated burials 
also appear in great numbers along the western coast of the Peninsula, from the 
Peloponnese to Istria, with a prominent cluster in the mountain region of northern 
Albania. On sites in Albania, as well as in western Macedonia, burial assemblages 
are typically associated with ruins of old churches.44 Most typical for several cem-
eteries in northern Albania of the so-called Komani culture is the deposition of 
weapons—swords, arrow and lance heads, as well as battle-axes.45 The burial rites 
are remarkably homogeneous: stone or brick cists; furnished burial; the occasional 
deposition of weapons; the use of cenotaphs and multiple burials; the west-east 
grave orientation; and stark gender differentiation.46 The clear evidence of conti-
nuity of late antique practices—deposition of water jugs and of fibulae with bent 
stem—may be interpreted as an indication of a Roman population.47 Very little is 
known about the settlements associated with those cemeteries, but recent research 
at Koman suggests that the settlement, which was established in Late Antiquity, 
not only continued but even grew in the seventh century. The excavator suggests 
that refugees from the northern parts of the Balkans were responsible for the pop-
ulation growth.48 Could they have been members of Schramm’s schaftzüchterische 
Fluchtromania?49 Very few agricultural tools were deposited in graves of the Komani 
culture, and no animal bones have been found in cemeteries excavated in Albania, 
Montenegro, and Macedonia. There are no signs of transhumant pastoralism, and 
the tools known so far bespeak purely agricultural occupations.50 However, the eco-

43  Curta, “The Beginning,” 214, Fig. 13. The picture does not change much if one adds isolated buri-
als or a few finds from presumably destroyed graves, for which see Daskalov and Dimitrov, “Ein 
Paar anthropozoomorpher Bügelfibeln”; Petković et al., “A Non-Wandering Soldier’s Grave?”

44 Maneva, “Nekoi aspekti”; Nallbani, “Urban and Rural Mortuary Practices.”
45 Agolli, “The Distribution of Arrowheads”; Bowden and William, “Social Anxiety,” 353–55. 

See also Zagarčanin, “Ranosrednjovjekovna nekropola,” for similar finds in neighboring 
Montenegro.

46 Nallbani, “Transformations et continuité,” 487.
47 Nallbani, “Résurgence”; Curta, “Seventh-century Fibulae.”
48 Nallbani, “Early Medieval North Albania,” 339–40. At any rate, the finger-rings with Greek 

inscriptions found on sites in Albania (Spahiu, ‘Bagues’) suggest that, whatever the language 
they spoke, the population burying its dead in those cemeteries was in some way associated 
with, or at least maintained close ties to the Empire. For the population of the Komani culture 
as speaking a Romance language, see Takács, “A balkáni vlachok kutatásának,” 263–64.

49 According to Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 321, in the seventh century the proto-Albanians and 
proto-Romanians lived side by side in a mountain region.

50 A couple of billknives known from Komani (Ippen, “Denkmäler,” 17, Fig. 26.11; Spahiu, “Gjetje 
të vjetra,” Pl. II/4) do not match the expectation of a population practicing transhumance. The 
same applies to the billknives and mattocks from Shurdhah, which have been tentatively dated 
to the seventh and eighth centuries (Spahiu, “La ville,” pl. VIII/1-3).
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nomic profile of the communities burying their dead in those cemeteries remains 
unknown. Equally unclear is how late the cemeteries of the Komani culture could 
have been in use. In at least one case, there is evidence of continued use well into the 
ninth century.51 Similarly, new excavations at Koman show that the town was occu-
pied without interruption through the thirteenth century.52 In other words, nothing 
indicates that, following the migration of the supposed sheep-raising Roman refu-
gees, the population shrank, much less that there was any large-scale migration to 
some other place in the Balkans.

Could the Urheimat of the Romanians have been in the region of eastern 
Macedonia around Štip, on the River Bregalnica, as Schramm had it?53 From an 
archaeological point of view, at least, the problem with that idea is that at the time 
in question, the region seems to have been depopulated.54 In other words, nobody 
was there to participate in the supposed ethnogenesis of the Romanians. The earli-
est post-Roman sites in the valley of the Bregalnica cannot be dated before ca. 800. 
This is clearly the case of the cemetery at Krušarski Rid (in Orizari, in the district 
of Kočani), which has been dated between the ninth and the tenth century.55 To the 
tenth century may also be dated the glass bracelets from Star Karaorman near Štip.56 
The population making its appearance in eastern Macedonia after ca. 800 probably 
came from Bulgaria in the context of that state’s westward expansion during the 
early ninth century.57 The lead amulet with Cyrillic inscription containing a prayer 
against nezhit, which was found in Creshka, between Štip and Veles, may well be 
the earliest incontrovertible evidence of Bulgarian culture in the region.58 Judging 

51 Doda, “Varreza arbërore.”
52 Nallbani, “Nouvelles formes d’habitat,” 70. For a church built at Lezha in the eighth or ninth 

century, see Nallbani, “Nouvelles formes d’habitat,” 79.
53 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 325.
54 For Macedonia as a region depopulated between the seventh and the ninth century, see Rashev, 

“Kăm problema za materialnata kultura,” 97.
55 Beldedovski, Bregalnichkiot basen, 65. A similar date may be advanced for the finds from Begov 

Dab (in Dulica, district of Delčevo; Beldedovski, Bregalnichkiot basen, 66), Goren Kozjak 
(Aleksova, “Pridones,” 14), Kavaklija (Beldedovski, “Ranoslovenski naodi,” 227, 228, Figs 3–6), 
and Krupište (Beldedovski, Bregalnichkiot basen, 56), all three in the district of Štip.

56 Beldedovski, Bregalnichkiot basen, 64. For later finds in the region, see Maneva, “Srednovekovniot 
period”; Trajkovski, “Vizantiisko–slavianskie otnosheniia”; Dzhordzhievski, “Kumanovskiot 
region”; Guštin and Krstevski, “Ranosrednjovjekovni nalazi.”

57 Rashev, “Kăm problema za materialnata kultura.” See also Stanev, “Bregalnica,” who believes 
that Macedonia was organized in the early ninth century into a separate administrative unit 
centered upon Strumica.

58 Chausidis, “Oloven amulet.” The lead amulet can clearly be dated only to 900 or shortly after 
that. 
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from the archaeological evidence, therefore, the situation is exactly the opposite of 
what Schramm imagined. He believed that the ‘Romans’ (Vlachs) had a prominent 
role in early medieval Bulgaria as the second imperial nation (die Stellung eines 
zweiten Reichvolkes). In that capacity, they could presumably move freely wherever 
they wanted and took advantage of the situation to move out of Macedonia to all 
directions, but still within the boundaries of the Bulgar polity, sticking to the moun-
tains.59 However, instead of being the source of emigration, Macedonia was actually 
populated during the ninth century with immigrants most likely coming from the 
Bulgar lands to the east. No signs exist so far of an out-migration, and everything 
points to a growing population after ca. 900. Nor are there any signs of transhu-
mant pastoralism anywhere in Macedonia. Most likely aware of this problem, the 
Hungarian archaeologist Miklós Takács has proposed a different Urheimat, much 
farther to the northwest. According to him, the settlement excavated at Mušići, in 
the valley of the Drina River in eastern Bosnia, cannot be attributed to the Slavs, 
but to a transhumant population, most likely the Vlachs.60 He apparently drew that 
conclusion on the basis of a number of settlement features of circular or irregular 
plan, which he interpreted as temporary houses (shelters) of shepherds. Leaving 
aside the fact that those settlement features appear in the ruins of a Roman villa, the 
pottery found on the site indicates two periods of occupation, one dated to the fifth 
and sixth centuries, the other to the late seventh and eighth centuries. It is not clear, 
therefore, whether the features in question are of a late antique or an early medie-
val date. Similar features have been identified on another site located farther to the 
north, at Jazbine in Batković near the confluence of the Drina and Sava Rivers. There 
are clear indications there of iron-smelting as well as weaving, while the features in 
question cannot in any way be associated with a transhumant pastoralist group.61 

According to Schramm, the Vlachs reached the lands north of the River 
Danube only after the conversion of Prince Boris of Bulgaria.62 Therefore, he argues 

59 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 326; see also Makkai, “The emergence of the estates,” 187. 
60 Takács, “A balkáni vlachok kutatásának,” 260–61.
61 Čremošnik, “Die Untersuchungen.” For the settlement features of circular or irregular plan, see 

Čremošnik, “Tipovi slavenskih nastambi.” For the dating of the early medieval pottery from 
Mušići, see Curta, The Making of the Slavs, 296. For the interpretation of the Jazbine site as the 
settlement of an itinerant group of agriculturists migrating southwards from Avar Pannonia 
during the Late Avar Age, see Dzino, From Justinian to Branimir, 135–36.

62 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 336. Schramm seems to have been unaware of the Romanian 
archaeologist Kurt Horedt (1914–1991) claiming that the Romanians came to southern 
Transylvania in the early ninth century, when the region was conquered by the Bulgars. See 
Horedt, Siebenbürgen, 185–86 (echoed by Makkai, “Translyvania,” 430), who brought the 
Romanians directly from Bulgaria, with no stop in Wallachia. Horedt did not make any such 
claims before his emigration to West Germany in 1981. 
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that a Romanian presence on the territory of present-day Romania could not be 
dated before the tenth century.63 The Hungarian historian László Makkai (1914–
1989) was also convinced that between 900 and 1000 there were Romanians in the 
region between the Carpathian Mountains and the Danube, which is now included 
in southern Romania (Wallachia).64 However, there are no indications either of a 
migration or of an ‘infiltration’ from the lands south to those north of the Danube. 
The occupation on many settlement sites excavated in Romania that may be dated 
to the tenth century, in fact, began one or two centuries earlier. On those that began 
in the tenth century, the associated pottery is not unlike that of older settlements.65 
On such sites, most animal bones are of cattle and of pig, not of sheep or goats, the 
two species commonly associated with transhumant pastoralism.66 To be sure, the 
high percentage of cattle bones, as opposed to sheep and pig, that were found on the 
twelfth to thirteenth-century settlement site excavated from 1979 to 1985 in Dridu-
Metereze (near Slobozia, Ialomița County), has been interpreted as an indication of 
nomadism or semi-nomadism.67 Those were supposedly nomads from the steppe 
lands in Eastern Europe (Pechenegs), not Vlachs from the Balkans. That much, at 
least, results from the interpretation of the large number of clay kettles found on 
the site.68

63 Within one and the same territory (Wallachia), Hungarian historians and archaeologists used 
to identify graves of Magyar warriors (Róna-Tas, Hungarians, 118; Fodor et al., The Ancient 
Hungarians, 438). For a critique of such views, see Gáll, “The grave.” For their nationalist roots, 
see Melnyk, Byzantium, 88–89.

64 Makkai, “The emergence of estates,” 187. Hungarian historians, however, typically bring the 
Romanians to Transylvania directly from Bulgaria, with no stop in Wallachia. Northern 
Bulgaria most definitely witnessed a demographic decline in the twelfth century, when the 
Vlachs are mentioned in the written sources as inhabitants of that region. Following the suc-
cess of the 1185 revolt led by the two Vlach leaders, Peter and Asen, large numbers of people 
were moved more or less forcefully from Thrace to northern Bulgaria. That migration may have 
been responsible for the final assimilation of the local Vlachs, as well as the Pechenegs and the 
Cumans (Stanev, “Migraciiata,” 214, 220, 226).

65 For the lack of cultural differences between settlements of the eighth and ninth centuries, on 
the one hand, and those of the tenth century, on the other hand, see Ciupercă, “Așezări.” The 
largest number of settlement sites is in southern Romania, between the Argeş and Mostiştea 
Rivers; those sites have been occupied between the ninth and the eleventh centuries without 
interruption (Corbu, Sudul României, 30).

66 Preda, “Săpăturile de salvare,” 507–9; Bejenaru, Arheozoologia, 165; Stanc, Relaţiile omului, 173.
67 Ioniţă, Spaţiul, 43. The ditch identified next to the settlement features has, in turn, been inter-

preted as a corral (Ioniţă, Spaţiul, 41–42). The dating of the settlement to the twelfth and thir-
teenth centuries rests primarily on a spur find (Ioniţă, Spaţiul, 96).

68 Ioniţă, Spaţiul, 70–71. By the second half of the twelfth century, the dominant nomads in the 
lands north of the Danube must have been the Cumans, not the Pechenegs.
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Tarrying in Wallachia for a couple of centuries, the Vlach population that had 
supposedly come from the Balkans before the demise of early medieval Bulgaria and 
the Byzantine conquest of the central and northern parts of the Peninsula, decided, 
suddenly, to cross the mountains into Transylvania.69 The Vlachs remained pastoral-
ist throughout the entire Wallachian period, so they arrived in southern Transylvania 
together with their flocks of sheep.70 Shortly after 1200, according to Schramm, the 
Vlachs occupied the lands south of the River Mureş and reached the lands north 
of the river only in the fourteenth century. Some Vlachs abandoned transhumant 
pastoralism and within a short while became agriculturists.71 One would, therefore, 
expect to recognize their settlements in the archaeological record of Transylvania. 
However, the evidence of settlement sites in the southern part of the province, to the 
south from the River Mureş is non-characteristic. The coin-dated settlement sites at 
Sânmiclăuş and Bratei produced the same materials, especially clay kettles, as those 
to the north of the same river.72 Nor can any discussion of a presumed migration of 

69 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 336, 342. According to Makkai, “The Emergence of the Estates,” 
192, the Romanian shepherds came to Transylvania at the invitation of the Hungarian kings. 
Initially, the Romanians were grazing their flocks on the pastures of the Transylvanian Alps 
but were based on the lower reaches of the Argeş River. The Hungarian king (presumably Béla 
III) needed the Romanian shepherds to undertake frontier guard duties. To win them over, 
that king handed over to the Romanians the area between the Olt and the mountains, “which 
was already settled by Hungarian and Saxon communities.” Makkai did not notice that his 
Romanian shepherds were recipients of a royal grant and lorded it over Hungarians and Saxons. 
Makkai, “Transylvania,” 352 has a bizarre twist: Romanians arrived in the Lower Danube 
region from the Southern Carpathians, moving their herds to winter pasture. In other words, 
Romanians lived already in Transylvania (at least on its southern border) and it is from there 
that they moved to Wallachia, not the other way around.

70 Zsoldos, The Árpáds, 182.
71 Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 337. The mention of the village of Olahteluk in a charter of King 

Ladislaus IV dated to 1283 is interpreted as the first piece of evidence pertaining to the seden-
tarization of Romanians (Schramm, Ein Damm bricht, 342; oláh, in Hungarian, is the word 
for Romanian). For the charter, see Documente, Vol. 2, 246; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 261. However, 
the village in question is mentioned along with two others (present-day Uileacu de Criş and 
Cuieşd) as estates in the Bihar County, thus at a great distance to the north(west) from the River 
Mureş. If Schramm’s interpretation is taken at face value, it would mean that within less than a 
century, Romanians abandoned their pastoralist economy of subsistence and turned to agricul-
ture. Moreover, their presence near Oradea before 1300 would indicate that they had apparently 
crossed the River Mureş at a much earlier date than Schramm presumed. Within less than a 
century, Romanians were apparently able to move over 150 miles, as the crow flies, from the Olt 
to the Criş River, about 150 miles. It took them twice as long to cover the same distance when 
moving from the Lower Danube to the Olt River.

72 Bratei: Ioniţă, Aşezarea (fragments of clay pans associated with an anonymous denier, most 
likely struck for Stephen III, see 130–32 and 151–58; Pls 170–72 and 216–27). Sânmiclăuş: 
Anghel and Blăjan, “Săpăturile arheologice,” 288 (fragments of clay kettles associated with a 
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the Vlachs to southern Transylvania in the late twelfth century involve the cemetery 
excavated in Feldioara, the only one so far known from the lands between the Olt 
and the Mureş Rivers.73 A hoard assemblage that I once associated with the Vlach 
presence in southern Transylvania is, in fact, more than 100 years later and, thus, 
linked to a completely different political context.74

While the Vlachs cannot be recognized in the archaeological record of 
Transylvania ca. 1200, they make their appearance in the written sources shortly 
after that. In his charter of 1223 for the Cistercian abbey of Cârța, King Andrew 
II confirmed an earlier grant of the land of the Romanians (“terram… de Blaccis”), 
which had previously been taken from them by the king and donated to the abbey 
at the time when a certain Benedict was voivode of Transylvania.75 Knowing that 
Benedict was voivode of Transylvania twice—first between 1202 and 1206 and, 
again, between 1208 and 1209—the charter of 1223 points to the existence of a ‘land’ 
in the possession of the Romanians during the first decade of the thirteenth century. 
One year earlier, in 1222, King Andrew II granted to the Teutonic Knights estab-
lished in Burzenland (the southeastern part of Transylvania around the present-day 
city of Braşov) full exemption from tolls required when crossing the land of the 
Szeklers or the land of the Romanians.76 The latter is clearly a ‘land’ different from 
that donated earlier to the Cârța Abbey, even though the tolls strongly suggest the 
presence of the royal authority. It is important to note that the Romanians appear 
in the first royal charters in connection to land, not to obligations.77 In other words, 
there is no hint of a recent migration, of ‘guests’ or anything but people settled on 

coin struck for King Coloman). The contemporaneous settlement site at Sighişoara has been 
dated by means of two spurs (Harhoiu and Baltag, Sighişoara-”Dealul Viilor”, 17, 42–43; 118, 
Fig. 1090; 127, Fig. 1099; 238, Pl. 26; 285, Pl. 72; 286, Pl. 73; 287, Pl. 74). Another settlement exca-
vated recently at Miercurea Sibiului has also been dated by means of a spur and a bronze brace-
let of Balkan model (Corneanu et al., “Prick spurs”). The clay oven from Sibiu-Guşterița was 
initially dated to the eleventh and twelfth centuries, but it may well be later (Lupu, “Un cuptor”).

73 Ioniţă et al., Feldioara-Marienburg, 65 (graves 26, 93 and 98 with anonymous deniers probably 
struck for Stephen III). Many of the 109 grave pits in the cemetery have head niches, a feature 
with no parallels anywhere in the Balkans.

74 Curta, Southeastern Europe, 354 (a mistake going back to Horedt, Siebenbürgen, 150–52); see 
now Lukács, “Tezaurul.” A later date may also be advanced for the enkolpion from Saschiz, for 
which, see Zrinyi, “Repertoriul,” 144.

75 Documente, Vol. 1, 379; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 15–59. See also Documenta, 9–10; Senga, “A romá-
nok nevei,” 19 with note 11. For the estates of the Cârța Abbey, see Tănase, “L’expansion de 
Cîteaux.” For the use of Blac(c)i as the exonym for Romanians, see Senga, “A románok nevei,” 17.

76 Documente, Vol. 1, 184; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 154–55. See also Documenta, 18.
77 A third charter of King Andrew II, issued in 1224 for the same Teutonic Knights grants them the 

“forest of the Romanians and the Pechenegs” (silvam Blacorum et Bissenorum) to use together 
with them, free of any service (Documente, Vol. 1, 384).
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their lands. Romanians were not present only on those lands. A charter of King Béla 
IV of 1256 for Archbishop Benedict of Esztergom grants him the right to collect 
tithes from all Romanians, wherever they happened to be within the Kingdom of 
Hungary (ex parte Olacorum etam ubique et a quocumque provenientium).78 Along 
with Szeklers, Romanians were to pay tithes either in cattle or in sheep.79 This can 
hardly be taken as an indication of transhumant pastoralism, or else, the same would 
apply to Szeklers.80 (Neo-)Roeslerian historians place a great deal of emphasis on 
the fact that Romanians appear in royal charters only during the first third of the 
thirteenth century.81 However, if that is an argument in favor of the late immigra-
tion of the Romanians, then one must note that both Hungarians and Szeklers first 
appear in the royal charters at that same time: the 1213 charter of William, Bishop 
of Transylvania for the Teutonic Knights grants them the right to levy tithes on all 
inhabitants of Burzenland, current and future, except Hungarians and Szeklers, who 
would like to go through that country, and who otherwise pay tithes to the bishop.82

Romanians appear in written sources concerning events taking place north 
of the River Danube before 1200. There were Vlachs in Moldavia by 1164, when 
Andronicus escaped from prison and fled to the court of Yaroslav Osmomysl, Prince 
of Halych (1153–1187). As he reached the border of Halych, he was intercepted 
by Vlachs, who captured and turned him to Emperor Manuel.83 Vlachs are again 

78 There is clear evidence of population mobility in relation to the Romanians of Transylvania. 
King Andrew III’s grant for the chapter of Alba Iulia gave permission to sixty households of 
Romanians to settle on the bishop’s estates in Dara, Ampoița and Fylesd, free of any taxes and 
tithes (Documente, Vol. 2, 396; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 300; all three estates were north of the River 
Mureş). The same king’s charter of 1293 orders that all Romanians settled on the estates of the 
nobles be recalled and brought back by force, if necessary, to the royal estate in Cunța (between 
Sebeş and Miercurea Sibiului). The sixty households on the Fylesd and Aiud estates of the bish-
opric of Alba Iulia apparently belonged to Romanians coming from other estates (Documente, 
Vol. 2, 401; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 238). In other words, those Romanians did not come from afar, 
certainly not from across the Carpathian Mountains or from the Balkans. 

79 Documente, Vol. 2, 493; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 197. For the name change from Blaci to Olaci/Olati 
under King Béla IV, see Senga, “A románok nevei,” 17, who notes that Olat may be a scribal error 
for Olac (based on the Hungarian word Oláh).

80 In a confirmation of 1262, the same king granted the church in Esztergom the right to levy the 
tithe on the cattle and herds of both Romanians and Szeklers (Documente, Vol. 2, 41–42).

81 E.g., Zsoldos, The Árpáds, 182.
82 Documente, Vol. 1, 371–72. If the date of mention in written sources is any indication of indigene-

ity, the ethnic group first attested in medieval Transylvania is that of the Theutonici Ultrasilvani, 
who appear in a letter of Pope Celestinus III written in Rome in 1191, confirming that the church 
of the Saxons was a free provostship (Documente, Vol. 1, 361; Erdélyi Okmánytár, 129).

83 Kinnamos, Deeds, 260; transl., 195. For this episode, see Stănescu, “Les »Blachoi« de Kinnamos,” 
585–88, who nonetheless believed the Vlachs in question to be those of the Balkans, a special 
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mentioned as recruits in the troops of Leo Vatatzes, who led one of two corps of 
the Byzantine army that crossed the Danube in 1167 against Hungary. Leo’s Vlach 
recruits were most likely from the northeastern Balkans. They accompanied the 
Byzantine troops moving to Transylvania across the Carpathian Mountains perhaps 
through the Buzău Pass. Another corps, led by John Dukas attacked from “someplace 
higher up the Hungarians who live near Russia” and crossed the Carpathians prob-
ably through the Oituz Pass. Before reaching the central region of Transylvania, the 
Byzantine troops went through some “wearisome and rugged regions” and crossed 
a “land entirely bereft of men.” There is no mention of Vlachs inside Transylvania, 
nor of any other ethnic group.84 This, however, was the fourth time in the twelfth 
century that the Byzantine armies crossed the River Danube, from south to north. In 
response to a Cuman raid that reached the western part of Paradunavon, Emperor 
Alexius I crossed in 1114 into Oltenia (western Wallachia).85 Fourteen years later, 
supported by the fleet equipped with Greek Fire, John II Comnenus crossed onto 
the left bank from Belgrade and attacked Zemun.86 Finally, in 1148, Emperor 
Manuel crossed the river at an unknown location (possibly in western Dobrudja) 
and attacked a Cuman campsite next to a mountain named Tenu Ormon, “which 
extends to the boundaries of Russia,” and managed to capture a Cuman chieftain 
named Lazarus.87 Two of the four instances of Byzantine armies crossing the Danube 
in the twelfth century were, therefore, parts of the long confrontation with Hungary 
during the reigns of Emperors John II and Manuel.88 This prolonged war has been 
associated with the so-called ‘second South Danubian horizon’, visible archaeologi-
cally in inhumation cemeteries of the mountain region of the (Romanian) Banat.89 

unit sent to capture Andronicus; Curta, Southeastern Europe, 316. The problem this episode 
creates for advocates of a late Romanian migration from the Balkans has already been noted by 
Tomaschek, “Review.”

84 Kinnamos, Deeds, 260 (transl., 195–96); Choniates, History, 151–57 (transl., 86–89). For this 
episode, see Madgearu, Byzantine Military Organization, 157; Curta, Southeastern Europe, 
316–17.

85 Comnena, Alexiad, 458 (transl., 467). See Madgearu, Byzantine Military Organization, 144.
86 Kinnamos, Deeds, 11–12 (transl., 17–19); Choniates, History, 17–18 (transl., 11–12). For this epi-

sode, see Madgearu, Byzantine Military Organization, 149.
87 Kinnamos, Deeds, 95 (transl., 76–77); Choniates, History, 78 (transl., 46). For this episode, see 

Madgearu, Byzantine Military Organization, 151–52.
88 Stephenson, “Manuel I Comnenus and Geza II”; Stephenson, “Manuel I Comenus, the 

Hungarian crown”; Stephenson, “John Cinnamus.” See also Szegvári, “Johannes Kinnamos.”
89 Uzum and Lazarovici, “Așezarea feudală Ilidia”; Uzum, “Săpăturile arheologice”; Uzum, 

“Necropola feudală timpurie”; Boroneanț, “Cimitirul feudal timpuriu”; Uzum, “Considerații”; 
Țeicu, “Cercetări de arheologie”; Ţeicu, “Necropole medieval,” 238–39 and 258; Ţeicu, Banatul 
montan, 127 and 147; Țeicu, Studii istorice, 23–60; Radu and Țeicu, “Săpături arheologice.” The 
phrase ‘second South Danubian horizon’ was coined by Oța, The Mortuary Archaeology, 188–89.
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Burials in those cemeteries are characterized by bodies laid in the grave with arms 
folded, as well as a large number of ornaments of Balkan origin or inspiration.90 As 
such, those burial assemblages have no precedent in the region, and represent either 
a new fashion or a new population. Some ornaments, such as the finger-rings with 
bezels decorated with crosses, have explicitly Christian symbolism. It has, therefore, 
been suggested that the local elites who buried their dead in those cemeteries were 
Orthodox Christians and that they maintained a strong sense of identity as long 
as the Byzantine power remained in the area, i.e., until the end of the twelfth cen-
tury (ca. 1190).91 The Byzantine influence has meanwhile been noted on settlement 
sites as well (Ilidia-Funii, Gornea-Zomoniță and Berzovia-Pătruieni). From eastern 
Banat, this influence spread to the east, into Oltenia, where it survived longer, in 
contrast to the situation in the Banat, where the Árpádian take-over and the estab-
lishment of the Banate of Severin shortly after 1200 effectively put an end to the 
‘second South Danubian horizon.’92

Irrespective of the ethnic attribution of the finds from the cemeteries exca-
vated at Cuptoare, Şopotu Vechi, Gornea, Moldova Veche, Svinița, and Nicolinț, 
could they be evidence of a migration from the Balkans? The Romanian archae-
ologist Silviu Oța does not exclude that possibility but insists upon the use of arti-
facts of Byzantine make or inspiration for the formulation of status claims and, thus, 
for the construction of an elite identity in the context of military conflict between 
Byzantium and Hungary taking place in the vicinity. Therefore, could the local 
elites have come to the Banat from the Balkans during the Byzantine-Hungarian 
wars? That, in fact, is the interpretation offered by the Romanian historian Ovidiu 
Pecican to the introduction of the earliest surviving chronicle of Wallachia, the 
so-called Cantacuzene Annals (Letopisețul cantacuzinesc). The introduction, a text 
that Pecican calls the “Legend of the Coming of the Orthodox Christians” (Legenda 
descălecării pravoslavnicilor creştini), tells of the migration of ‘Romanians’ from 
somewhere in the Balkans to the north. Upon crossing the Danube, they established 
themselves at Turnu Severin, while others moved to Hungary and established them-
selves along the Olt and the Mureş Rivers, on the Tisza, and reached as far as the 
Maramureş. The group that established itself in Turnu Severin extended its power to 
the east, up to the River Olt, as well as along the valley of the Lower Danube across 

90 The great resemblance between the ornaments found in cemeteries of the mountain region 
of the Banat (e.g., Cuptoare-Sfogea) and those of Macedonia has already been noted by Popa, 
“Review,” 80. For analogies in northern Serbia and Macedonia for the earrings found in 
Cuptoare-Sfogea, Gornea and Şopotu Vechi, see Guštin, “A Contribution.”

91 Oța, The Mortuary Archaeology, 202.
92 Oța, The Mortuary Archaeology, 203, 345, Pl. 113 and 360, Pl. 128. Oța notes that, judging from 

the archaeological evidence, the authority of the Hungarian kings stopped in the twelfth cen-
tury at the limit of the first hills in eastern Banat.
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from Nikopol. The seat of power was first in Turnu Severin, then in Strehaia, and 
finally in Craiova.93 The Basarabi clan took over as great bans, with other members 
of the family becoming smaller bans (banoveți). Because of the mention of the noble 
family of the Basarabi, Ovidiu Pecican believed that the entire story was about the 
migration of that family from the Second Bulgarian Empire, at some point between 
the late twelfth and the early thirteenth century.94 He rightly viewed the story as pro-
paganda for the Craiovescu family of great bans in seventeenth-century Wallachia, 
as members of that family claimed to be descendants from Basarab I, the first prince 
of Wallachia.95 Pecican is right in shifting the emphasis away from an ethnic inter-
pretation of this story, for throughout the Cantacuzene Annals, the meaning of the 
word rumân (‘Romanian’) is clearly social, not ethnic.96 However, it is important 
to note that the family of the Basarabi is mentioned in the text after the migration 
brought the ‘Romanians’ to the lands north of the River Danube. Since the noble-
men of the Basarabi family are explicitly said to have been selected from among 
those ‘Romanians’ at a relatively later date, Pecican’s interpretation of the story can-
not account for several key details, such as the Roman origin of the ‘Romanians’ or 
their simultaneous occupation of the lands in Wallachia and (further) migration to 
Transylvania. 

Where did the author of the Cantacuzene Annals get this story? Romanian 
philologists and historians now agree that the Cantacuzene Annals, as we now have 

93 Cronicari, 25–26: “Însă dintâi izvodindu-se de rumânii carii s-au despărțit de la romani şi au 
pribegit spre miiazănoapte. Deci trecând apa Dunării, au descălecat la Turnul Severinului, alții 
în Țara Ungurească, pre apa Oltului, şi pre apa Murăşului, şi pre apa Tisei ajungând şi până la 
Maramurăş. Iar cei ce au descălecat la Turnul Severinului s-au tins pre sub poalele muntelui 
până la apa Oltului, alții au pogorât pre Dunăre în jos. Şi aşa umplându-se tot locul de ei, au 
venit până în marginea Necopolei. Atunce s-au ales dintr-înşii boiarii carii au fost de neam 
mare. Şi puseră banoveți un neam ce le zice Basarabi, să le fie lor cap (adecă mari bani) şi-i 
aşăzară întâi să le fie scaunul la Turnul Severinului, al doilea scaun s-au pogorât la Strehaia, al 
treilea scaun s-au pogorât la Craiova. Şi aşa fiind, multă vreme au trecut tot ei oblăduind acea 
parte de loc.”

94 Pecican, Arpadieni, 17. However, Pecican also believed that the so-called migration must be 
interpreted as an effort of administrative or political organization of Oltenia either by Symeon 
the Great, the tenth-century ruler of Bulgaria, or by the Assenids, who established the Second 
Bulgarian Empire in the late twelfth century (Pecican, Arpadieni, 32).

95 Pecican, Arpadieni, 18.
96 Rumân, for example, is the prince of Wallachia, Radu Şerban (1602–1610) in the speech 

attributed to the prince of Transylvania, Moses Székely (1603), right before the battle of Braşov 
on July 17, 1603: “Ia să vedeți acum acel rumân gros ce va să pață” (Cronicari, 67). De moşie 
rumân is also Radu Vărzariul, a bad nobleman under Matei Basarab, Prince of Wallachia (1632–
1654) (Cronicari, 120). It is tempting to associate this usage of the word to the social meaning of 
rumân, ‘serf, dependent peasant.’
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them, are the work of the logothete Stoica Ludescu (1612–1695).97 For the period 
between ca. 1290 and his own lifetime, Ludescu, who may have finished the work 
shortly before his death, probably ca. 1690, relied on the (now lost) official chron-
icle of Wallachia, initially written under Prince Alexandru Mircea (1568–1577) 
in Slavonic, then translated into Romanian.98 However, the story of the migration 
of ‘Romanians’ to the lands north of the River Danube was not in that chronicle. 
Instead, it was a later addition.99 The addition was made in the seventeenth cen-
tury, during the reign of Prince Matei Basarab (1632–1654), and its goal was to 
date the beginnings of Wallachia before Negru Vodă and his state foundation of 
1292.100 The Romanian historian Ştefan Andreescu has noted that the lands north 
of the River Danube upon which the story seems to focus are primarily in Oltenia 
(western Wallachia), with the bans moving in a (north)west-to-(south)east direc-
tion, from Turnu Severin to Strehaia and, ultimately, to Craiova.101 This rhymes with 
the idea of linking the ‘founding family’ of the Basarabi to the Craiovescu family, 
to which Prince Matei Basarab himself belonged. In other words, the introductory 
story about the migration of the ‘Romanians’ was clearly added in the 1640s or the 
early 1650s.102 Whoever the author of this addition was (perhaps the second logo-
thete Udrişte Năsturel, Matei Basarab’s brother-in-law), this story was clearly not 
based on local folk traditions. Instead, its learned, bookish origin is betrayed by the 
idea that the ‘Romanians’ separated themselves (despărțindu-se) from the Romans,  

97 Mareş, Scriere şi cultură, 225–30.
98 Andreescu, “Goran logofătul,” 789. Previously, Andreescu, “Din nou despre prima cronică” 

has advanced the idea that Stoica Ludescu used two non-extant chronicles dedicated to the 
Wallachian princes Radu de la Afumați (1522–1529) and Mircea Ciobanul (1545–1552, 1553–
1554, 1558–1559), respectively.

99 Andreescu, “Goran logofătul,” 789. Initially, most likely struggling with the interpretation of 
this story, which he regarded as a dim recollection of the Roman colonization of the lands north 
of the River Danube, Andreescu, “Considérations,” 362 thought that the migration narrative 
was part of a complete history of Wallachia. Most recently, he has revised his opinion: ini-
tially, the chronicle’s introduction consisted only of the story about Negru Vodă coming from 
Transylvania to establish the principality of Wallachia in 6800 (AD 1292) (Andreescu, “Despre 
»faza Matei Basarab«,” reprinted in Andreescu, Istoria românilor, 78–94).

100 Andreescu, “Despre »faza Matei Basarab«,” 247. For unspecified reasons, Pecican, Arpadieni, 17 
dates the text between 1323 and 1343.

101 Andreescu, “Despre »faza Matei Basarab«, 247. Nikopol (Necopol) is located across the Danube 
(in Bulgaria) from its confluence to the River Olt, which separates Oltenia from the rest of 
Wallachia.

102 Andreescu, “Despre »faza Matei Basarab«,” 248 associates those dates with the foundation of 
the Monastery of Strehaia in 1645 and the consecration of the princely church in Craiova in 
1651.
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as if Romans and ‘Romanians’ were coeval.103 The perspective of the narrator, on the 
other hand, is clearly from the south, namely from Bulgaria, for in order to describe 
the easternmost extension of the Basarabi power, the second town mentioned after 
Turnu Severin is Nikopol (Necopol).104 It is also interesting to note that the narrative 
follows the group established initially in Turnu Severin, but has nothing to say about 
the one moving to Hungary, besides listing the names of the rivers that it reached in 
its expansion. Hungary does not seem to be inhabited by anyone at the time of the 
‘Romanian’ migration, and unlike Wallachia, the ‘Romanians’ established no towns 
and no seats of power in Hungary. In other words, the author’s intention may have 
been to describe the maximum expansion of the ‘Romanians’ as a context for the 
rise of the Basarabi family as great bans. There is no other reason for the description 
of the ‘Romanian’ expansion into Hungary, which plays no role in the subsequent 
account of how the great bans of the Basarabi family ruled over Oltenia. In other 
words, the migration itself may well have been a narrative strategy designed to link 
the Basarabi clan to the Romans, perhaps in an attempt to boost the imperial preten-
sions of some of its past and (at that time) current members. 

Neither the Cantacuzene Annals, nor the ‘second South Danubian horizon’ 
could thus be used to patch the levee Schramm believed that he was building around 
Roesler. The conclusions that he derived from the linguistic data do not align either 
with the historical or with the archaeological evidence. While he may have intended 
to revive Roesler’s theory about the Romanian ethnogenesis, he must have already 
been aware of the major holes in that theory, particularly in the light of the archae-
ological evidence accumulated within the century or so since that theory had been 
put forward. This is neither the time nor the place to produce an alternative. My goal 
has been only to delineate the holes in Schramm’s theory, which was meant to save 
Roesler’s essential arguments by erecting a dam separating historical reconstructions 
based on the linguistic evidence from those relying on the archaeological record. 
Neo-Roeslerianism was on life support already, and Schramm’s intervention hap-
pened too late. When Ein Damm bricht came out a quarter of a century ago, manag-
ing silt deposits and controlling erosion proved impossible for maintaining the levee 

103 Another telltale is the use of romani instead of rimleani (or râmleani), the word of Slavonic 
origin commonly used at the time in reference to Romans. Exactly where this bit of informa-
tion may have originated remains unknown, but the mixture of humanist ideas and Orthodox 
fervor is typical for Udrişte Năsturel’s other works, such as the preface to the Pentekostarion 
published in Târgovişte in 1649. See Cândea, “L’humanisme d’Udrişte Năsturel,” 272.

104 It may not be an accident that Nikopol is also the only town established on the Danube by a 
fictional founding king named Nicephorus in the Tale of the Prophet Isaiah of How an Angel 
Took him to the Seventh Heaven, an apocryphal text preserved in a seventeenth-century Serbian 
manuscript, but probably dated to the fourteenth or fifteenth century. See Biliarsky, The Tale, 
20, 104, 243, and 247. 
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system. Schramm may have thought that all he had to do was to put his finger in the 
dike. However, as Led Zeppelin put it, “when the levee breaks, have no place to stay.” 
Sticking a finger into the hole of the dike won’t make any difference. Besides, dikes do 
not break because of holes. And the whole story about the little Dutch boy is not even 
true. It was made up by Mary Mapes Dodge, who never visited Netherlands. 

Sources
Anna Comnena. Alexiad, edited by Diether Reinsch and Athanasios Kambylis. 

Berlin–New York: Walter de Gruyter, 2001. Translated by E. R. A. Sewter. 
Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1987.

Cronicari munteni [Walachian Chroniclers], edited by Mihail Gregorian. Bucharest: 
Editura Tineretului, 1965.

Documenta historiam Valachorum in Hungaria illustrantia usque ad annum 1400 
p. Christum, edited by Imre Lukinich. Etudes sur l’Europe centre-orientale 
29. Budapest: Sumptibus Instituti Historici Europae Centro-Orientalis in 
Universitate Scientiarum Budapestinensis, 1941.

Documente privind istoria României. C. Transilvania I–IV [Written Sources 
Pertaining to the History of Romania. C. Transylvania, Vol. 1–4], edited by 
Mihai Roller. Bucharest: Editura Academiei Republicii Populare România, 
1951–1954.

Erdélyi Okmánytár. Oklevelek, levelek és más írásos emlékek Erdély történetéhez  
[A Transylvanian Anthology of Sources. Charters, Letters and Other Written 
Records for the History of Transylvania], edited by Zsigmond Jakó. Vol. 1. 
Budapest: Akadémiai, 1997.

John Kinnamos. Deeds of John and Manuel Comnenus, edited by August Meineke. 
Bonn: Weber, 1836. Translated by Charles Macy Brand. New York: Columbia 
University Press, 1976.

Niketas Choniates. History, edited by Jan Louis van Dieten. Berlin–New York: 
Walter de Gruyter, 1975. Translated by Harry J. Magoulias. Detroit: Wayne 
State University Press, 1984.

Literature
Agolli, Esmeralda. “The Distribution of Arrowheads in Koman Culture Burials 

(6th–8th centuries A.D.).” In New Directions in Albanian Archaeology. Studies 
Presented to Muzafer Korkuti, edited by Lorenc Bejko and Richard Hodges, 
287–93. Tirana: International Centre for Albanian Archaeology, 2006.

Aleksova, Blaga. “Pridones od istrazhuvanjata vo Bargala-Bregalnica za osvetluvanje 
na istorijata na slovenite vo Makedonija” [Contributions from Researches Made 
at Bargala-Bregalnica for Illuminating the History of the Slavs in Macedonia]. 



Florin Curta200

In Simpozium 1100-godishnina od smrtta na Kiril Solunski. 23-25 mai 1969, 
Skopje-Shtip [A Symposium on the 1100th Anniversary of the Death of St Cyril, 
May 23-25, 1969, Skopje-Štip], edited by Haralambje Polenaković, 13–22. 
Skopje: Makedonska Akademija na Naukite i Umetnostite, 1970.

Andreescu, Ştefan. “Considérations sur la date de la première chronique de Valachie” 
[Considerations on the Date of the First Chronicle of Wallachia]. Revue 
Roumaine d’Histoire 12, no. 2 (1973): 361–73.

Andreescu, Ştefan. “Din nou despre prima cronică a Țării Româneşti” [Once Again 
on the First Chronicle of Walachia]. Biserica Ortodoxă Română 100, nos 9–10 
(1982): 853–61.

Andreescu, Ştefan. “Goran logofătul din Olăneşti şi »Letopisețul cantacuzinesc«” 
[Logothete Goran of Olăneşti and the Cantacuzene Annals]. Revista istorică 5, 
nos 7–8 (1994): 789–94.

Andreescu, Ştefan. “Despre »faza Matei Basarab« din cronica Țării Româneşti” [On 
the “Matei Basara Phase” in the Chronicle of Walachia]. Revista de istorie şi 
teorie literară 37–38 (1989–1990): 244–50.

Andreescu, Ştefan. Istoria românilor. Cronicari, misionari, ctitori (sec. XV–XVII) 
[The History of the Romanians. Chronicles, Missionaries, Founders (15th to 
17th Centuries)]. Bucharest: Editura Universității Bucureşti, 1997.

Anghel, Gheorghe and Mihai Blăjan. “Săpăturile arheologice de la Sînmiclăuş (com. 
Şona, jud. Alba)” [Archaeological Excavations in Sînmiclăuş]. Apulum 15 
(1977): 285–307.

Anthony, David D. “Migration in Archaeology: The Baby and the Bathwater.” 
American Anthropologist 92 (1990): 895–914. https://doi.org/10.1525/aa.1990. 
92.4.02a00030 

Bejenaru, Luminiţa. Arheozoologia spaţiului românesc medieval [Medieval Zoo-
archaeology in Romania]. Iaşi: Editura Universităţii Al. I. Cuza, 2003.

Beldedovski, Zvonko. “Ranoslovenski naodi od Shtip i negovata najbliska okolina” 
[Early Slavic Finds from Štip and the Surrounding Region]. Macedoniae Acta 
Archaeologica 10 (1985): 225–30.

Beldedovski, Zvonko. Bregalnichkiot basen vo rimskot i raniot srednovekoven period 
[The Valley of the Bregalnica River During the Roman and Early Medieval 
Times]. Štip: Zavod za zaštita na spomenicite na kulturata i narodnei muzei, 
1990.

Biliarsky, Ivan. The Tale of the Prophet Isaiah. The Destiny and Meanings of an 
Apocryphal Text. East Central and Eastern Europe in the Middle Ages, 450–
1450 23. Leiden–Boston: Brill, 2013. https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004254381 

Bóna, István. “The Hungarian-Slav Period (895–1172).” In History of Transylvania, 
edited by Béla Köpeczi, 109–77. Budapest: Akadémiai, 1994.

https://doi.org/10.1525/aa.1990.92.4.02a00030
https://doi.org/10.1525/aa.1990.92.4.02a00030
https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004254381


Aging Levee 201

Boroneanț, Vasile. “Cimitirul feudal timpuriu de la Svinița-Km. Fluvial 1004” [The 
Early Medieval Cemetery at Svinița, River Kilometer 1004]. Drobeta 6 (1985): 
111–18.

Boroneanţ, Vasile and Ion Stîngă. “Cercetările privind secolul al VII-lea de la Ostrovu 
Mare, com. Gogoşu din zona hidrocentralei »Porţile de Fier II«” [Excavations 
on the Seventh-Century Site in Ostrovu Mare]. Drobeta 3 (1978): 87–107.

Botár, István. “Finally, Slavs! Early Slavic Infiltration into the Eastern Carpathians.” 
Hungarian Archaeology winter (2018): 30–35. http://files.archaeolingua.hu/ 
2018T/Upload/Botar_E184.pdf, accessed: 16 November 2022.

Bowden, William. “Social Anxiety and the Reemergence of Furnished Burial in 
Post-Roman Albania.” In Death and Changing Rituals. Function and Meaning 
in Ancient Funerary Practices, edited by J. Rasmus Brandt, Marina Prusac, and 
Håkon Roland, 343–58. Oxford–Philadelphia: Oxbow Books, 2014. https://doi.
org/10.2307/j.ctvh1dtm6.16 

Burmeister, Stefan. “Archaeology and Migration. Approaches to an Archaeological 
Proof of Migration.” Current Anthropology 41, no. 4 (2000): 539–67. https://doi.
org/10.1086/317383 

Cândea, Virgil. “L’humanisme d’Udrişte Năsturel et l’agonie des lettres slavonnes en 
Valachie” [Udrişte Năsturel’s Humanism and the Agony of Slavonic Letters in 
Wallachia]. Revue des études sud-est-européennes 6, no. 2 (1968): 239–87.

Chausidis, Nikos. “Oloven amulet so ispishana molitva protiv »nezhit« od gradot 
Chreshche” [Lead Amulet with an Inscribed Prayer Against “Nezhit” from the 
City of Crešče]. Zbornik 1 (1995): 153–66.

Ciupercă, Bogdan. “Așezări din Muntenia în secolele VIII–X” [Eighth- to Tenth-
century Settlements in Walachia]. Studii şi cercetări de istorie veche şi arheolo-
gie 63, nos 3–4 (2012): 361–72.

Corbu, Emilia. Sudul României în Evul Mediu timpuriu (secolele VIII–XI). Repere 
arheologice [Southern Romania during the Early Middle Ages (Eighth- to 
Tenth-Century). Archaeological Data]. Brăila: Editura Istros, 2006.

Corneanu, Sebastian, Gheorghe Vasile Natea, and Adrian Luca. “Prick Spurs and 
a Bronze Bracelet from the Medieval Settlement of Miercurea Sibiului IV. 
Premises for a Chronological Framing.” Brukenthal Acta Musei 9, no. 1 (2014): 
73–84.

Čremošnik, Irma. “Die Untersuchungen in Mušići und Žabljak. Über den ersten Fund 
der ältesten slawischen Siedlung in Bosnien.” Wissenschaftliche Mitteilungen 
des bosnisch-herzegowinischen Landesmuseums 5 (1975): 91–176.

Čremošnik, Irma. “Tipovi slavenskih nastambi nađenih u sjeveroistočnoj Bosni” 
[Types of Slavic Sunken-Floored Buildings from Northeastern Bosnia]. 
Arheološki vestnik 31 (1980): 132–58.

http://files.archaeolingua.hu/2018T/Upload/Botar_E184.pdf
http://files.archaeolingua.hu/2018T/Upload/Botar_E184.pdf
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvh1dtm6.16
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvh1dtm6.16
https://doi.org/10.1086/317383
https://doi.org/10.1086/317383


Florin Curta202

Curta, Florin. The Making of the Slavs. History and Archaeology of the Lower 
Danube Region, c. 500–700. Cambridge Studies in Medieval Life and Thought 
52. Cambridge–New York: Cambridge University Press, 2001. https://doi.org/ 
10.1017/CBO9780511496295 

Curta, Florin. Southeastern Europe in the Middle Ages, 500–1250. Cambridge–
New York: Cambridge University Press, 2006. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO 
9780511815638 

Curta, Florin. “Were There any Slavs in Seventh-Century Macedonia?” Istorija 47, 
no. 1 (2012): 61–76.

Curta, Florin. “Seventh-Century Fibulae with Bent Stem in the Balkans.” 
Archaeologia Bulgarica 17, no. 1 (2013): 49–70.

Curta, Florin. “The Beginning of the Middle Ages in the Balkans.” Millennium 10 
(2013): 145–214. https://doi.org/10.1515/mjb.2013.10.1.145 

Curta, Florin. “An Ironic Smile: the Carpathian Mountains and the Migration of the 
Slavs.” In Studia mediaevalia Europaea et orientalia. Miscellanea in honorem 
professoris emeriti Victor Spinei oblata, edited by George Bilavschi and Dan 
Aparaschivei, 47–71. Bucharest: Editura Academiei Române, 2018.

Curta, Florin. “Migrations in the Archaeology of Eastern and Southeastern Europe 
in the Early Middle Ages (Some Comments on the Current State of Research).” 
In Migrations in the Medieval Afroeurasian Transition Zone. Aspects of 
Mobility Between Africa, Asia and Europe, 300–1500 C. E., edited by Johannes 
Preiser-Kapeller, Lucian Reinfandt, and Yannis Stouraitis, 101–38. Studies in 
Global Social History 39. Leiden–Boston: Brill, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1163/ 
9789004425613_005 

Curta, Florin. Slavs in the Making. History, Linguistics, and Archaeology in Eastern 
Europe (ca. 500 – ca. 700). London–New York: Routledge, 2020. https://doi.org/ 
10.4324/9780203701256 

Curta, Florin. The Long Sixth Century in Eastern Europe. East Central and Eastern 
Europe in the Middle Ages, 450–1450 72. Leiden–Boston: Brill, 2021. https://
doi.org/10.1163/9789004456983 

Custurea, Gabriel. “Anul 602 – un reper cronologic depășit” [AD 602: an Outdated 
Chronological Marker]. Pontica 54 (2021): 411–18.

Custurea, Gabriel and Gabriel Talmaţchi. “Regarding the Fall of the Danubian 
Limes with Special Reference to Scythia Minor in the 7th Century.” In The 
Danubian Lands Between the Black, Aegean, and Adriatic Seas (7th Century BC 
– 10th Century AD). Proceedings of the Fifth International Congress on Black Sea 
Antiquities (Belgrade, 17–21 September 2013), edited by Gocha R. Tsetskhladze, 
Alexandru Avram, and James Hargrave, 277–82. Oxford: Archaeopress, 2015. 
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvr43k44.44 

https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511496295
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511496295
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511815638
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511815638
https://doi.org/10.1515/mjb.2013.10.1.145
https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004425613_005
https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004425613_005
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203701256
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203701256
https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004456983
https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004456983
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctvr43k44.44


Aging Levee 203

Daskalov, Metodi and Dimităr Il. Dimitrov. “Ein Paar anthropozoomorpher 
Bügelfibeln (des sog. Dnjeprtyps) aus Südbulgarien.” Archaeologia Bulgarica 3, 
no. 3 (1999): 75–80.

Doda, Nikollë. “Varreza arbërore e Prosekut (rrethi i Mirditës)” [The Albanian 
Cemetery in Prosek]. Iliria 19 (1989): 137–77. https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri. 
1989.1517 

Duridanov, Ivan. “Die ältesten slawischen Entlehnungen im Rumänischen.” Balkan-
sko ezikoznanie 34, nos 1–2 (1991): 3–19.

Dzino, Danijel. From Justinian to Branimir. The Making of the Middle Ages in Dalmatia. 
London–New York: Routledge, 2020. https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429299162 

Fodor, István, László Révész, Mária Wolf, and Ibolya M. Nepper. The Ancient 
Hungarians. Budapest: Hungarian National Museum, 1996.

Gáll, Erwin. “The Grave of an Allegedly »Conquest Period Hungarian Warrior« 
Found in 1959, at Tei Lake near Bucharest.” In “Na odno krylo – serebrianaia, 
na drugoe – zolotaia…” Sbornik statei pamiati Svetlany Riabcevoi [“On One 
Wing, on Silver, on the Other, of Gold.” A Collection of Studies in Memory 
of Svetlana Riabceva], edited by Roman A. Rabinovich and Nikolai P. Tel’nov, 
407–14. Chișinău: Stratum Plus, 2020.

Gândilă, Andrei. Cultural Encounters on Byzantium’s Northern Frontier, c. AD 500–
700. Coins, Artifacts and History. Cambridge–New York: Cambridge University 
Press, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108470421 

Godłowski, Kazimierz. Frühe Slawen in Mitteleuropa. Neumünster: Wachholtz, 
2005.

Gorgievski, Dejan. “Kumanovskiot region vo srednovekovniot period. Sogleduvanja 
spored arkheoloshkite naodi” [The Region of Kumanovo in the Middle Ages: 
According to the Archaeological Finds]. Muzejski glasnik 11 (2012).

Grozdanova, Galina. “Relative Chronology of the Pottery of the Early Medieval 
Lower Danube Popina-Garvan Archaeological Group.” Archaeologia Bulgarica 
22, no. 3 (2018): 21–38.

Guštin, Mitja. “A Contribution to Some Earrings in the Central Balkans and in 
Transylvania.” Folia Archaeologica Balcanica 3 (2015): 521–30.

Guštin, Mitja and Cone Krstevski. “Ranosrednjovjekovni nalazi s nalazišta 
Viničko Kale u Makedoniji” [Early Medieval Finds from Viničko Kale Site in 
Macedonia]. In Dani Sjepana Gunjače 2. Zbornik radova sa znanstvenog skupa 
“Dani Stjepana Gunjače 2,” Hrvatska srednjovjekovna povijesno-arheološka 
baština, Međunarodne teme, Split, 18.-21. listopada 2011 [The Stjepan Gunjača 
Days 2. Proceedings of the Scientific Meeting “The Stjepan Gunjača Days 2.” 
The Historical and Archaeological Heritage of Medieval Croatia, International 
Topics, Split, October 18–21, 2011], edited by Tomislav Šeparović, 379–95. Split: 
Muzej hrvatskih arheoloških spomenika, 2012.

https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri.1989.1517
https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri.1989.1517
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429299162
https://doi.org/10.1017/9781108470421


Florin Curta204

Györffy, György. “Abfassungszeit, Autorschaft und Glaubwürdigkeit der Gesta 
Hungarorum des anonymen Notars.” Acta Antiqua Academiae Scientiarum 
Hungaricae 20 (1972): 209–29.

Harhoiu, Radu and Gheorghe Baltag. Sighişoara-”Dealul Viilor” Monografie arheo-
logică [Sighişoara-Dealul Viilor. An Archaeological Monograph]. Vol. 1. Cluj-
Napoca: Accent, 2006.

Härke, Heinrich. “Archaeologists and Migrations. A Problem of Attitude?” Current 
Anthropology 39, no. 1 (1998): 19–45. https://doi.org/10.1086/204697 

Hegyi, Géza. “Continuité daco-roumaine.” In Démystifier l’Europe centrale. Bohême, 
Hongrie et Pologne du VIIe au XVIe siècle, edited by Marie-Madeleine Cévins, 
393–94. Paris: Passés composés, 2021.

Hegyi, Géza. “Roumains.” In Démystifier l’Europe centrale. Bohême, Hongrie et 
Pologne du VIIe au XVIe siècle, edited by Marie-Madeleine Cévins, 761–62. 
Paris: Passés composés, 2021.

Holzer, Georg. “Der Walchen-Name im frühmittelalterlichen Slavischen.” In Walchen, 
Romani und Latini. Variationen einer nachrömischen Gruppenbezeichnung 
zwischen Britannien und dem Balkan, edited by Walter Pohl, Ingrid Hartl, 
and Wolfgang Haubrichs, 177–81. Vienna: Österreichischen Akademie der 
Wissenschaften, 2017. https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt1v2xvm2.12 

Horedt, Kurt. Siebenbürgen im Frühmittelalter. Abhandlunger zur Vor- und Früh-
geschichte, zur klassischen und provinzial-römischen Archäologie und zur 
Geschichte des Altertums 28. Bonn: Habelt, 1986.

Ioniţă, Adrian. Spaţiul dintre Carpaţii Meridionali şi Dunărea Inferioară în sec-
olele XI–XIII [Walachia between the 11th and the 13th cc.]. Bucharest: Editura 
Academiei Române, 2005.

Ioniţă, Adrian. Aşezarea din secolele XII–XIII de la Bratei [The 12th–13th century 
settlement in Bratei]. Bibliotheca Brukenthal 32. Sibiu – Alba Iulia: Altip, 2009.

Ioniţă, Adrian, Dan Căpăţână, Nikolaus G. O. Boroffka, Rodica Boroffka, and 
Adrian Popescu. Feldioara-Marienburg. Contribuţii arheologice la istoria Ţării 
Bârsei [Feldioara-Marienburg. Archaeological Contributions to the History of 
Burzenland]. Bucharest: Editura Academiei Române, 2004.

Ippen, Theodor. “Denkmäler verschiedener Altersstufen in Albanien.” Wissen-
schaftliche Mitteilungen aus Bosnien und der Herzegowina 10 (1907): 3–70.

Janković, Đorđe. “Le site d’habitation médiéval Kula près du village Mihajlovac.” 
Đerdapske sveske 3 (1986): 443–46.

Krefeld, Thomas. Einführung in die Migrationslinguistik. Von der Germania italiana 
in die Romania multipla. Tübingen: Narr, 2004.

Kristophson, Jürgen. “Review of Gottfried Schramm, Ein Damm bricht. Die 
römische Donaugrenze und die Invasionen des 5.-7. Jahrhunderts im Lichte 

https://doi.org/10.1086/204697
https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctt1v2xvm2.12


Aging Levee 205

von Namen und Wörtern (München, 1997).” Zeitschrift für Slawistik 43, no. 4 
(1998): 488–90.

Kroskrity, Paul V. “Language ideologies.” In A Companion to Linguistic Anthropology, 
edited by Alessandro Duranti, 496–517. Malden: Blackwell, 2004. https://doi.
org/10.1002/9780470996522.ch22 

Lightfood, David. How New Languages Emerge. Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 2006. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511616204 

Lukács, Antal. “Tezaurul de la Streza-Cârțişoara.” [The Hoard of Streza-Cârțişoara]. 
Studii şi cercetări de istorie veche şi arheologie 49, no. 2 (1998): 145–56.

Lupu, Nicolae. “Un cuptor prefeudal lîngă Guşteriţa.” [An Early Medieval Clay Oven 
from Guşteriţa]. Studii şi comunicări 1 (1956): 3–12.

Madgearu, Alexandru. “The End of the Lower Danube Limes: A Violent or a Peaceful 
Process?” Studia antiqua et archaeologica 12 (2006): 151–68.

Madgearu, Alexandru. Byzantine Military Organization on the Danube, 10th–12th 
Centuries. East Central and Eastern Europe in the Middle Ages, 450–1450 22. 
Leiden: Brill, 2013. https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004252493 

Makkai, László. “The Emergence of the Estates (1172–1526).” In History of Tran-
sylvania, edited by Béla Köpeczi, 178–244. Budapest: Akadémiai, 1994.

Makkai, László. “Transylvania in the Medieval Hungarian Kingdom (896–1526).” In 
History of Transylvania, edited by László Makkai and András Mócsy, 333–589. 
East European Monographs 581. New York: Columbia University Press, 2001.

Maneva, Elica. “Srednovekovniot period (VII–XIV vek)” [The Middle Ages, 7th–14th 
cc.]. In Arkheoloshka karta na Republika Makedonija [The Archaeological 
Map of the Republic of Macedonnia], edited by Dimche Koco, 165–79. Skopje: 
Makedonska Akademija na Naukite i Umetnostite, 1994.

Maneva, Elica. “Nekoi aspekti za problematikata na ranosrednovekovnata kulturna 
grupa Komani-Krue i nejzinoto prisustvo vo Makedonija” [Some Aspects of 
the Problems Posed by the Early Medieval Cultural Group Known as Komani-
Kruje and Its Presence in Macedonia]. Izvornik 1–2 (1996): 11–24.

Mareş, Alexandru. Scriere şi cultură românească veche [Old Romanian Writings and 
Culture]. Bucharest: Editura Academiei Române, 2005.

Melnyk, Mykola. Byzantium and the Pechenegs. The Historiography of the Problem. 
East Central and Eastern Europe in the Middle Ages, 450–1450 79. Leiden–
Boston: Brill, 2022.

Mesiarkin, Adam. “The Name of the Slavs: Etymology and Meaning.” Studia Slavica 
et Balcanica Petropolitana 1 (2017): 3–20. https://doi.org/10.21638/11701/spbu 
19.2017.101 

Mihăilă, Gheorghe. “Criteriile determinării împrumuturilor slave în limba română” 
[The Criteria for Identifying Slavic Loans in Romanian]. Studii şi cercetări de 
lingvistică 22, no. 4 (1971): 349–67.

https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470996522.ch22
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470996522.ch22
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511616204
https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004252493
https://doi.org/10.21638/11701/spbu19.2017.101
https://doi.org/10.21638/11701/spbu19.2017.101


Florin Curta206

Mihăilă, Gheorghe. Studii de lexicologie şi istorie a lingvisticii româneşti [Studies 
in Lexicology and the History of Romanian Linguistics]. Bucharest: Editura 
Didactică şi Pedagogică, 1973.

Mitrea, Ioan and Alexandru Artimon. “Descoperiri prefeudale la Curtea Domnească 
Bacău” [Early Medieval Finds from the Princely Court in Bacău]. Carpica 4 
(1971): 225–52.

Morgenthaler García, Laura. “Introducción: Lingüística y migración o lingüística de 
la migración? De la construcción de un objeto científico hacia una nueva dis-
ciplína [Introduction: Linguistics and Migration or Linguistics of Migration? 
From the Construction of a Scientific Object to a New Discipline].” Revista 
Internacional de Lingüística Iberoamericana 5, no. 2 (2007): 7–19.

Nachtigal, Reinhard. “Zhizn’ i trudy nemeckogo istorika i filologa Gotfrida Shramma 
(1929–2017)” [The Life and Work of the German Historian and Philologist 
Gottfried Schramm]. Quaestio Rossica 6, no. 1 (2018): 17–26. https://doi.org/ 
10.15826/qr.2018.1.279 

Nallbani, Etleva. “Résurgence des traditions de l’Antiquité tardive dans les Balkans 
occidentaux: étude des sépultures du nord de l’Albanie.” Hortus Artium 
Medievalium 10 (2004): 25–42. https://doi.org/10.1484/J.HAM.2.305293 

Nallbani, Etleva. “Transformations et continuité dans l’ouest des Balkans: le cas de 
la civilisation de Komani (VIe–IXe siècles).” In L’Illyrie méridionale et l’Epire 
dans l’Antiquité. IV. Actes du IVe colloque international de Grenoble, 10-12 octo-
bre 2002, edited by Pierre Cabanes and Jean-Luc Lamboley, 481–90. Paris: De 
Boccard, 2004.

Nallbani, Etleva. “Urban and Rural Mortuary Practices in Early Medieval Illyricum. 
Some General Considerations.” In The Material and the Ideal. Essays in 
Medieval Art and Archaeology in Honour of Jean-Michel Spieser, edited by 
Anthony Cutler and Arietta Papaconstantiniou, 47–61, and 241–54. The Medi-
eval Mediterranean 70. Leiden–Boston: Brill, 2007. https://doi.org/10.1163/ej. 
9789004162860.i-296.11 

Nallbani, Etleva. “Nouvelles formes d’habitat en Albanie du nord du VIIe au XIIIe 

siècle.” Comptes rendus de l’Académie des Inscriptions et Belles-Lettres 1 (2014): 
67–81. https://doi.org/10.3406/crai.2014.95066 

Nallbani, Etleva. “Early Medieval North Albania: New Discoveries, Remodelling 
Connections.” In Adriatico altomedievale (VI–XI secolo). Scambi, porti, produz-
ioni [Early Medieval Adriatic (6th–11th Centuries). Trade, Ports, Production], 
edited by Sauro Gelichi and Claudio Negrelli, 311–46. Venice: Edizioni 
Ca’Foscari, 2017.

Nandriş, Grigore. “The Earliest Contacts between Slavs and Roumanians.” Slavonic 
and East European Review 18 (1939): 142–54.

https://doi.org/10.15826/qr.2018.1.279
https://doi.org/10.15826/qr.2018.1.279
https://doi.org/10.1484/J.HAM.2.305293
https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004162860.i-296.11
https://doi.org/10.1163/ej.9789004162860.i-296.11
https://doi.org/10.3406/crai.2014.95066


Aging Levee 207

Oța, Silviu. The Mortuary Archaeology of the Medieval Banat (10th–14th Centuries). 
East Central and Eastern Europe in the Middle Ages, 450–1450 26. Leiden–
Boston: Brill, 2014. https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004281578 

Paliga, Sorin. “100 Slavic Basic Roots: Once Again on Slavic съто and the Slavic 
Ethnogenesis.” Romanoslavica 40 (2005): 67–86.

Panov, Mitko B. “Reconstructing 7th Century Macedonia: Some Neglected Aspects 
of the Miracles of St. Demetrius.” Istorija 47, no. 1 (2012): 93–115.

Pecican, Ovidiu. Arpadieni, angevini, români. Studii de medievistică central-euro-
peană [Árpádians, Angevins, and Romanians. Studies on the Middle Ages in 
Central Europe]. Pergament 1. Cluj: Editura Fundaţiei Desire, 2001.

Petković, Sofija, Ivan Bugarski, and Nataša Miladinović-Radimilović. “A Non-
wandering Soldier’s Grave? The Seventh-Century Burial in Davidovac (Southern 
Serbia).” In GrenzÜbergänge. Spätrömisch, frühchristlich, frühbyzantinisch als 
Kategorien der historisch-archäologischen Forschung an der mittleren Donau. 
Akten des 27. internationalen Symposiums der Grundprobleme der frühge-
schichtlichen Entwicklung im mittleren Donauraum, Ruma, 4.-7.11.2015, edited 
by Ivan Bugarski, Orsolya Heinrich-Tamáska, Vujadin Ivanišević, and Daniel 
Syrbe, 247–72. Forschungen zu Spätantike und Mittelalter 4. Remshalden: 
Bernhard Albert Greiner, 2016.

Peyfuss, Max Demeter. “Grundprobleme der Balkanologie oder Dämme müssen 
irgendwann brechen!” Österreichische Osthefte 42, no. 2 (2000): 211–15.

Popa, Radu. “Review of Boško Babić, Materijalnata kultura na makedonskite sloveni 
vo svetlinata na arheološkite istražuvania vo Prilep (Prilep 1986).” Studii şi cer-
cetări de istorie veche şi arheologie 38, no. 1 (1987): 79–80.

Poruciuc, Adrian. “Problema vechilor germanisme păstrate în limba română” [The 
Question of the Germanic Words in Romanian]. In Lucrările primului simpo-
zion internațional de lingvistică, Bucureşti, 13/14 noiembrie, 2007 [Proceedings 
of the First International Symposium of Linguistics, Bucharest, November 
13–14, 2007], edited by Nicolae Saramandu et al., 105–230. Bucharest: Institutul 
de Lingvistică “Iorgu Iordan-Alexandru Rosetti”, 2008.

Poruciuc, Adrian. “Linguistic-Historical Implications of an Old Germanic Loan – 
Romanian Gard »Fence, Enclosure, Weir, Garden«.” Mankind Quarterly 50, 
nos 1–2 (2009): 25–70. https://doi.org/10.46469/mq.2009.50.1.2 

Poruciuc, Adrian. “The Fortune of the Old Germanic Loan Fara in Romanian and 
in Other European Languages.” Journal of Indo-European Studies 42, nos 1–2 
(2014): 176–202.

Poruciuc, Adrian. “Relevanța termenilor daco-rom. Șcheau, macedo-rom. Șcl’eau 
și alb. Shqâ în clarificarea relației dintre etnonimul sclavus »slav« și socioni-
mul sclavus »sclav« din latina medievală” [The Relevance of the Words Șcheau 

https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004281578
https://doi.org/10.46469/mq.2009.50.1.2


Florin Curta208

(Daco-Romanian), Șcl’eau (Macedo-Romanian) and Shqâ (Albanian) in 
Clarifying the Relationship between the Ethnonym Sclavus – “Slav” and the 
Word Sclavus – “slave” in Medieval Latin]. Arheologia Moldovei 44 (2021): 
273–98.

Preda, Constantin. “Săpăturile de salvare de la Olteni (reg. Bucureşti)” [Salvage 
Excavations in Olteni]. Materiale şi cercetări arheologice 7 (1961): 503–11. https:// 
doi.org/10.3406/mcarh.1961.1660 

Radu, Adrian and Dumitru Țeicu. “Săpături arheologice de salvare în raza satu-
lui Nicolinț” [Salvage Excavations Near the Village of Nicolinț]. Tibiscum 11 
(2003): 309–22.

Rashev, Rasho. “Kăm problema za materialnata kultura na teritoriiata na Republika 
Makedoniia ot kraia na VII do sredata na IX v.” [Contribution to the Question 
of the Material Culture in Macedonia, 7th–9th Century AD]. Arkheologiia 47, 
nos 1–4 (2006): 90–101.

Rodríguez-Ordóñez, Itxaso. “The Role of Linguistic Ideologies in Language Contact 
Situations.” Language and Linguistics Compass 13, no. 10 (2019): e12351. https://
doi.org/10.1111/lnc3.12351 

Roesler, Robert. Romänische Studien. Untersuchungen zur älteren Geschichte Rumä-
niens. Leipzig: Duncker & Humblot, 1871.

Róna-Tas, András. Hungarians and Europe in the Early Middle Ages. An Introduction 
to Early Hungarian History. Budapest: CEU Press, 1999. https://doi.org/10.7829/j.
ctv280b77f 

Saramandu, Nicolae. “A propos de l’origine du roumain (à partir de quelques 
ouvrages récents).” Revue des études sud-est-européennes 47 (2009): 315–21.

Schmid, Wolfgang P. “Review of Gottfried Schramm, Ein Damm bricht. Die 
römische Donaugrenze und die Invasionen des 5.-7. Jahrhunderts im Lichte 
von Namen und Wörtern (Munich, 1997).” Byzantinische Zeitschrift 92, no. 1 
(1999): 162–65.

Schramm, Gottfried. Der polnische Adel und die Reformation, 1548–1607. Veröffent-
lichungen des Instituts für Europäische Geschichte, Mainz 36. Wiesbaden:  
F. Steiner, 1965. 

Schramm, Gottfried. Nordpontische Ströme. Namenphilologische Zugänge zur 
Frühzeit des europäischen Ostens. Göttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1973.

Schramm, Gottfried. Eroberer und Eingesessene. Geographische Lehnnahmen als 
Zeugen der Geschichte Südosteuropas im ersten Jahrtausend n.Chr. Stuttgart: 
Anton Hirsemann, 1981.

Schramm, Gottfried. “Frühe Schicksal der Rumänen. Acht Thesen zur Lokalisierung 
der lateinischen Kontinuität in Südosteuropa (I. Teil).” Zeitschrift für Balkano-
logie 21 (1985): 223–41.

https://doi.org/10.3406/mcarh.1961.1660
https://doi.org/10.3406/mcarh.1961.1660
https://doi.org/10.1111/lnc3.12351
https://doi.org/10.1111/lnc3.12351
https://doi.org/10.7829/j.ctv280b77f
https://doi.org/10.7829/j.ctv280b77f


Aging Levee 209

Schramm, Gottfried. “Frühe Schicksale der Rumänen. Acht Thesen zur Lokalisierung 
der lateinischen Kontinuität in Südosteuropa.” Zeitschrift für Balkanologie 22 
(1986): 104–25.

Schramm, Gottfried. “Die Katastrophe des 6. bis 8. Jahrhunderts und die Entstehung 
des rumänischen Volkes.” In Die Völker Südosteuropas im 6. bis 8. Jahrhundert, 
edited by Bernhard Hänsel, 85–93. Berlin: Südosteuropa-Gesellschaft, 1987.

Schramm, Gottfried. “Frühe Schicksale der Rumänen. Acht Thesen zur Lokalisierung 
der lateinischen Kontinuität in Südosteuropa.” Zeitschrift für Balkanologie 23, 
no. 1 (1987): 78–94.

Schramm, Gottfried. Anfänge des albanischen Christentums. Die frühe Bekehrung 
der Bessen und ihre langen Folgen. Rombach Wissenschaft – Reihe Historiae 4. 
Freiburg im Breisgau: Rombach, 1994.

Schramm, Gottfried. “Venedi, Antes, Sclaveni, Sclavi. Frühe Sammelbezeichnungen 
für slawische Stämme und ihr geschichtlicher Hintergrund.” Jahrbücher für 
Geschichte Osteuropas 43 (1995): 161–200.

Schramm, Gottfried. Ein Damm bricht. Die römische Donaugrenze und die Invasionen 
des 5.-7. Jahrhunderts im Lichte von Namen und Wörtern. Südosteuropäische 
Arbeiten 100. Munich: Oldenbourg, 1997.

Schramm, Gottfried. Korai román történelem. Nyolc tézis a délkelet-európai latin 
kontinuitás helyének meghatározásához [The Early History of the Romanians. 
Eight Theses for the Location of the Southeast European Latin Continuity]. 
Debrecen: Csokonai, 1997.

Schramm, Gottfried. Europäische Renaissancen. Grundlagen der Begriffsbildung. 
Freiburger Universitätsblätter 146. Freiburg im Breisgau: Rombach, 1999.

Schramm, Gottfried. “Ortsnamen und Lehnwörter als Quellen der Frühgeschichte 
Osteuropas: Kritik und Gegenkritik in einem Neuland der Forschung.” 
Zeitschrift für Balkanologie 37, no. 1 (2001): 62–83.

Schramm, Gottfried. Altrusslands Anfang. Historische Schlüsse aus Namen, Wörtern 
und Texten zum 9. und 10. Jahrhundert. Rombach Wissenschaft. Reihe Historiae 
12. Freiburg im Breisgau: Rombach, 2002.

Schramm, Gottfried. Destine timpurii ale românilor [The Early Fate of the Roma-
nians]. Cluj-Napoca: Komp-Press, 2006.

Schramm, Gottfried. “Liegengelassene Probleme. Acht neue Thesen zur Lokalisierung 
der lateinischen und albanischen Kontinuität in Südosteuropa.” Zeitschrift für 
Balkanologie 42, nos 1–2 (2006): 199–205.

Senga, Toru. “A románok nevei Anonymus gesztájában és ami körülöttük van. 1. rész.” 
[The Names for the Romanians in Gesta Hungarorum and What Surrounds 
Them. Part 1]. Magyar nyelv 117 (2021): 10–22. https://doi.org/10.18349/
MagyarNyelv.2021.1.10 

https://doi.org/10.18349/MagyarNyelv.2021.1.10
https://doi.org/10.18349/MagyarNyelv.2021.1.10


Florin Curta210

Siegel, Jeff. “Koines and koineization.” Language in Society 14 (1985): 357–78. https://
doi.org/10.1017/S0047404500011313 

Silverstein, Michael. “Language Structure and Linguistic Ideology.” In The Elements. 
A Parasession on Linguistic Units and Levels, April 20-21, 1979, Including Papers 
from the Conference on Non-Slavic Languages of the USSR, April 18, 1979, edited 
by Paul R. Clyne, William F. Hanks, and Carol F. Hofbauer, 193–248. Chicago: 
Chicago Linguistic Society, 1979.

Solta, Georg Renatus. Einführung in die Balkanlinguistik mit besonderer Berück- 
sichtigung des Substrats und des Balkanlateinischen. Darmstadt: Wissenschaft-
liche Buchgesellschaft, 1980.

Spahiu, Hëna. “Gjetje të vjetra nga varreza mesjetare e Kalasë së Dalmaces” [The 
Cemetery of the Dalmace Stronghold]. Iliria 1 (1971): 227–61. https://doi.org/ 
10.3406/iliri.1971.1135 

Spahiu, Hëna. “La ville haute-médiévale albanaise de Shurdhah (Sarda).” Iliria 5 
(1976): 151–67. https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri.1976.1228 

Spahiu, Hëna. “Bagues aux inscriptions byzantines à Koman.” Corso di cultura 
sull’arte ravennate e bizantina 40 (1993): 435–46.

Stanc, Simina. Relaţiile omului cu lumea animală. Arheozoologia secolelor IV–X pen-
tru zonele extracarpatice de est şi de sud ale României [Human Relations with 
the Animal World. Archaeozoology of the 4th–10th Centuries for the Eastern 
and Southern Extra-Carpathian Areas of Romania] Iaşi: Editura Universităţii 
“Al. I. Cuza”, 2006.

Stănescu, Eugen. “Les »Blachoi« de Kinnamos et Choniatès et la présence militaire 
byzantine au nord du Danube sous les Comnènes.” Revue des études sud-est-
européennes 9, no. 3 (1971): 585–93.

Stanev, Kamen. “Migraciiata ot Trakiia kăm Severna Bălgariia v kraia na XII-
nachaloto na XIII vek i neinite posledici” [The Late 12th- to Early 13th-cen-
tury Migration from Thrace to Northern Bulgaria and Its Consequences]. In 
Srednovekovniiat bălgarin i “drugite”. Sbornik v chest na 60-godishniia na prof. d. 
i. n. Petăr Angelov [The Medieval Bulgarian and the Other. A Festschrift for the 
60th Birthday of Petăr Angelov], edited by Georgi N. Nikolov and Angel Nikolov, 
207–26. Sofia: Universitetsko izdatelstvo “Sv. Kliment Okhridski”, 2013.

Stanev, Kamen. “Bregalnica – administrativen, dukhoven i kulturen centăr na Părvoto 
bălgarsko carstvo” [Bregalnica: An Administrative, Spiritual and Cultural Center 
of the First Bulgarian Empire]. In Vladetel, dărzhava i cărkva na Balkanite prez 
srednovekovieto. Sbornik v chest na 60-godishninata na prof. d-r Plamen Pavlov 
[Ruler, State and Church in the Balkans during the Middle Ages. A Festschrift 
for the 60th Birthday of Plamen Pavlov], edited by Nikolai Kanev, 538–63. Acta 
mediaevalia Magnae Tarnoviae 1. Veliko Tărnovo: Faber, 2020.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0047404500011313
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0047404500011313
https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri.1971.1135
https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri.1971.1135
https://doi.org/10.3406/iliri.1976.1228


Aging Levee 211

Stephenson, Paul. “Manuel I Comnenus and Geza II: A Revised Context and 
Chronology for Hungaro–Byzantine Relations, 1148–1155.” Byzantinoslavica 
55 (1994): 251–77.

Stephenson, Paul. “Manuel I Comnenus, the Hungarian Crown and the »Feudal 
Subjection« of Hungary, 1162–1167.” Byzantinoslavica 57 (1996): 33–59.

Stephenson, Paul. “John Cinnamus, John II Comnenus and the Hungarian Cam-
paign of 1127–1129.” Byzantion 66 (1996): 177–87.

Stîngă, Ion. “Cercetări arheologice în insula Ostrovu Mare-Porţile de Fier II-comuna 
Gogoşu-Mehedinţi” [Archaeological Excavations on the Island of Ostrovu 
Mare]. Drobeta 4 (1978): 117–24.

Székely, Zoltán. “Aşezări din secolele VI–XI p. Ch. în bazinul Oltului superior” 
[Sixth- to Eleventh-century Settlements in the Upper Olt Region]. Studii şi cer-
cetări de istorie veche şi arheologie 43, no. 2 (1992): 245–306.

Szegvári, Zoltán. “Johannes Kinnamos als Quelle der ungarischen Geschichte.” 
In Lectures Held at the 6th Conference of Collegium Hungaricum Societatis 
Europaeae Studiosorum Philologiae Classicae 28-29 May 2011, edited by 
Péter Jutai, 43–46. Budapest: Collegium Hungaricum Societatis Europaeae 
Studiosorum Philologiae Classicae, 2011.

Takács, Miklós. “A balkáni vlachok kutatásának régészeti vetülete” [Archaeological 
Aspects of the Research on the Balkan Vlachs]. In Genesia. Tanulmányok Bollók 
János emlekére [Genesia. A Collection of Studies in Memory of János Bollók], 
edited by László Horváth and Krisztina Laczkó, 239–89. Budapest: Typotext, 
2004.

Tănase, Michel. “L’expansion de Cîteaux dans le sud-est européen. Essai de localisa-
tion des possessions cisterciennes de Transylvanie.” In Crises et réformes dans 
l’Eglise de la Réforme grégorienne la Préréforme. Actes du 115e Congr s national 
des sociétés savantes (Avignon, 1990), Section d’histoire médiévale et de philologie, 
79–90. Paris: Editions du Comité des Travaux historiques et scientifiques, 1991.

Țeicu, Dumitru. “Cercetări de arheologie în necropola medievală timpurie de la 
Șopotu Vechi-Mârvilă” [Archaeological Excavations of the Early Medieval 
Cemetery in Șopotu Vechi-Mârvilă]. Crisia 21 (1991): 307–10.

Ţeicu, Dumitru. “Necropole medievale (sec. X–XIV) din sudul Banatului” [Medieval 
(10th to 14th-c.) Cemeteries in Southern Banat]. Banatica 12 (1993): 229–72.

Ţeicu, Dumitru. Banatul montan în Evul Mediu [The Mountain Region of Banat 
during the Middle Ages]. Timişoara: Banatica, 1998.

Țeicu, Dumitru. Studii istorice [Studies of History]. Timișoara: Editura Mirton, 
2003.

Thoroczkay, Gábor. “Some Remarks on the Church History of the Carpathian Basin 
during the 10th and 11th Centuries.” In Christianization in Early Medieval Tran- 



Florin Curta212

sylvania. A Church Discovered in Alba Iulia and Its Interpretations, edited by 
Daniela Marcu Istrate, Dan Ioan Mureşan and Gabriel Tiberiu Rustoiu. East 
Central and Eastern Europe in the Middle Ages 450–1450 83. Leiden: Brill, 
2022 (forthcoming).

Tomaschek, Wilhelm. “Review of Robert Roesler, Romänische Studien (Leipzig, 
1871).” Zeitschrift für österreichische Gymnasien 23 (1872): 141–57.

Trajkovski, Kiril. “Vizantiisko-slavianskie otnosheniia v vostochnoi Makedonii” 
[Byzantine–Slavic Relations in Eastern Macedonia]. In Etnogenez i etno-
kul’turnye kontakty slavian [The Ethnogenesis and the Ethno-Cultural Contacts 
of the Slavs], edited by Valentin V. Sedov, 308–14. Trudy VI –Mezhdunarodnogo 
Kongressa slavianskogo arkheologii 3. Moscow: Institut Arkheologii RAN, 1997.

Turlej, Stanisław. “Upadek granicy cesarstwa na Dunaju” [The Collapse of the Imperial 
Frontier on the Danube]. In Barbarzyńcy u bram Imperium [Barbarians at the 
Gates of the Empire], edited by Stanisław Turlej, 185–246. Cracow: Towarzystwo 
Wydawnicze “Historia Iagellonica”, 2007.

Udolph, Jürgen. “Review of Gottfried Schramm, Ein Damm bricht. Die römische 
Donaugrenze und die Invasionen des 5.-7. Jahrhunderts im Lichte von Namen 
und Wörtern (Munich, 1997).” Welt der Slawen 44, no. 1 (1999): 196–98.

Uzum, Ilie. “Săpăturile arheologice de la Ilidia (campania 1978)” [The 1978 Archae-
ological Excavations in Ilidia]. Materiale şi cercetări arheologice 13 (1979): 387–
89. https://doi.org/10.3406/mcarh.1979.1504 

Uzum, Ilie. “Necropola feudală timpurie de la Gornea-Căuniţa de Sus” [The Early 
Medieval Cemetery in Gornea-Căuniţa de Sus]. Banatica 6 (1981): 181–210.

Uzum, Ilie. “Considerații pe marginea cercetărilor din anii 1983–1985 în necropola 
feudală timpurie de la Cuptoare” [Remarks on the 1983–1985 Excavations of 
the Early Medieval Cemetery in Cuptoare]. Banatica 9 (1987): 281–315.

Uzum, Ilie and Gheorghe Lazarovici. “Așezarea feudală Ilidia în lumina izvoarelor 
scrise și a cercetărilor arheologic” [The Medieval Settlement in Ilidia in the 
Light of the Written and Archaeological Sources]. Banatica 1 (1971): 157–62.

Vásáry, István. Cumans and Tatars. Oriental Military in the Pre-Ottoman Balkans, 
1185–1365. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005. https://doi.
org/10.1017/CBO9780511496622 

Văzharova, Zhivka. Slavianski i slavianobălgarski selishta v bălgarskite zemi ot kraia 
na VI–XI vek [Slavic and Slavic-Bulgarian Settlements in Bulgaria, from the 6th 
to the 11th Century]. Sofia: Izdatelstvo na Bălgarskata Akademiia na Naukite, 
1965.

Văzharova, Zhivka. Srednovekovnoto selishte s. Garvan, Silistrenski okrăg (VI–XI v.) 
[A Medieval Village in Garvan near Silistra (6th to 11th cc.)]. Sofia: Izdatelstvo 
na Bălgarskata Akademiia na Naukite, 1986.

https://doi.org/10.3406/mcarh.1979.1504
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511496622
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511496622


Aging Levee 213

Zagarčanin, Mladen. “Ranosrednjovjekovna nekropola u Mijelama i pitanje »Ko- 
mani-Kruja« kulture na našim prostorima” [The Early Medieval Cemetery 
Mijela and the Question of the “Komani-Kruje” Culture in the Region]. Nova 
antička Duklja 9 (2018): 97–156.

Zrinyi, Adrian. “Repertoriul localităţilor din jud. Mureş cu descoperiri arheologice 
din secolele IV–XIII e. n.” [The Archaeological Gazetteer of the Mureş County 
(4th–13th cc.)]. Marisia 6 (1976): 125–51.

Zsoldos, Attila. The Árpáds and Their People. An Introduction to the History of 
Hungary from cca. 900 to 1301. Budapest: Research Centre for the Humanities, 
2020.

© 2022 The Author(s). 
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution-Non Commercial 4.0 International Licence (CC BY-NC 4.0).

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

