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The Times before Fischer’s Furniture Store. The 
Preventive Archaeological Researches in Sfântul 

Gheorghe Square 2–3, Timișoara (Timiş County)*

Dorel Micle, Bogdan Alin Craiovan, Andrei Stavilă, Octavian-Cristian Rogozea

Abstract: Intensive archaeological researches have been performed over the last years in the center of 
Timișoara mainly due to edilitary and construction rehabilitation works. The present study introduces the main 
results of such a preventive research performed in Sfântul Gheorghe Square 2–3 that allowed us to document 
the habitation features over an area that is nevertheless restricted in size. The research envisaged an actual 
surface measuring 15 × 3.7 m. There the team has defined five habitation levels on which we have investigated 
archeological features, the functionality of which is related to habitation spaces, storage pits, and a water well. 
Among the rescued materials one notes the presence of cooking pots, jugs, tableware items, but also of a series 
of artifacts such as a hook‑and‑eye closure, a ring, an agricultural tool, a mold, and a prick spur. The materials 
recovered from closed complexes date the habitation in question to the period between the 15th and the 17th 
century, but 18th‑century constructions were also identified.

Keywords: medieval habitation, medieval pottery, Ottoman Turks, preventive archaeological researches, 
Timișoara.

Introduction

The edilitary and construction development of the city of Timișoara over the last years has trig‑
gered ample preventive archaeological researches, mainly focused on the “Cetate” neighborhood or 
areas close to it, thus allowing for the reconstruction of a picture, yet incomplete, of what has been 
artistically labeled “the city that sleeps beneath the city”1. Part of this context, the present article aims 
at presenting the main results of a preventive archaeological research performed in the summer of 
2016 triggered by a rehabilitation and functionalization investment of an old building located on the 
northern side of Sfântul Gheorghe Square in Timișoara.

There are generally few pieces of information describing the intramuros habitation of the fortifica‑
tion of Timișoara, mainly descriptions recorded by foreign travelers to these lands, members of impe‑
rial delegations or even spies for the same Habsburg power. Turkish traveler Evliya Çelebi recounts the 
fact that the fortification consisted of four neighborhoods with houses lacking an even architecture, 
“shorter or taller […] all covered in shingles”2. At the same time one finds out that the dwellings were 
exclusively built out of timber and just the chimneys were made of stone and that due to the restricted 
space inside the fortification the houses were crowded, without yards or gardens. The streets were also 
covered in timber, as the muddy terrain did not allow for them to be paved in stove3. Evliya Çelebi 
mentioned that besides the bazar, the baths, the schools, and the inns, four religious buildings also 
stood inside the fortification. Parts of Suleiman’s mosque were also identified archaeologically on the 
southern side of Sfântul Gheorghe Square.

Francesco Griselini also speaks of medieval Timișoara, but he only describes the manner in which 
the city, the suburbs, or the castle were fortified, making no mention of their inner structure4. Unlike 
Griselini, besides describing the fortifications Henirk Ottendorf also lingers on the city’s outlook that 

* English translation: Ana M. Gruia.
1 Păun 2013.
2 Călători străini … 1976, 499.
3 Călători străini … 1976, 499.
4 Griselini 2006, 108.
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he finds to be decadent since “the Turks do not bother much with maintenance…”5. Ottendorf also 
mentions the fact that the streets were covered with timber that was “strong as a bridge”6 and that 
water wells existed near the houses7. As for the town buildings, the Bazar was located in the center, 
built on wooden raftersand with the roof also made of wood8. There is also the description of an inn 
with a yard, with stables on the ground floor and rooms only on the upper floor9. From a social per‑
spective, one discovers that only Turks lived inside the city’s walls, as the Christians inhabited the 
suburbs10. Besides the information on the city, Ottendorf also describes the suburbs, the areas around 
them, and the religious buildings of Timișoara.

In his “Raport de observare despre cetatea Timișoara, august 1716” [Observation report on the 
fortification of Timișoara, August 1716], János Tutovicz, a spy working for prince Eugene of Savoy, 
describing the fortifications also approximates the number of its inhabitants, believing that the gar‑
rison together with the civilian inhabitants totaled ca. 10.000 people11.

Besides descriptions of the city, a series of prints and maps have been preserved from those times, 
revealing aspects of the structure of medieval Timișoara. Such an example is the early modern map 
created by captain François Perrette. His “georeferenciation” indicates the intersection of four of 
the streets of medieval Timișoara on the researched spot, two of which, i.e. Tulips’ Lane and Saddle 
Maker’s Workshop Lane (Pl. 1/3) have been confirmed through archaeological researches performed 
on streets adjacent to the square. 

Brief history of preventive researches performed in the Cetate neighborhood

Preventive archaeological researches were initiated in the historical center of the city of Timișoara 
in 2006. The first research was performed in “Timişoara 700” Square and it envisaged a perimeter 
affected by works for the sewage network12. The modernization of the tram rails started in 2006 and 
has triggered the ample preventive archaeological excavations in Libertății Square, 9 Mai Street, 
Sfântul Gheorghe Square, and Proclamația de la Timișoara Street13. A small area in Eugeniu de Savoya 
Street 16 was also researched in 200614.

The number of archaeological researches has greatly increased in 2013–2014, as the rehabilitation 
works of the historical center of Timișoara have led to the opening of numerous preventive archaeo‑
logical excavation sites. During this period specialists have performed researches in Lucian Blaga15, 
Eugeniu de Savoya, General Praporgescu, Vasile Alecsandri, and Negru Vodă streets and in Libertății16, 
Țarcului, Sfântul Gheorghe, “Timișoara 700”17, and Unirii squares18. The subsequent year marked the 
continuation of some of the preventive researches such as those in Sfântul Gheorghe19 and Unirii 
squares20, but also by the opening of new preventive archaeological researches in Sergent Constantin 
Mușat Street21 and the buildings of the West University (The Institute of Advanced Environmental 
Studies) located on Oituz Street 422.

During this entire time, the main discoveries consisted of various public buildings such as the 
three mosques in Sf. Gheorghe Square, V. Alecsandri Street and Fr. Griselini Street and city’s great 

5 Ottendorf 2006, 12.
6 Ottendorf 2006, 16.
7 Ottendorf 2006, 13.
8 Ottendorf 2006, 13–14.
9 Ottendorf 2006, 14.
10 Ottendorf 2006, 16.
11 Feneșan 2014, 296–297.
12 Draşovean et al. 2006.
13 Draşovean et al. 2007.
14 Tănase, Mare 2007.
15 Flutur et al. 2014; Hamat 2015.
16 Oprean et al. 2015; Micle et al. 2015; Vlase et al. 2015.
17 Bozu et al. 2015, 246–248.
18 Szentmiklosi et al. 2015, 250–251.
19 Draşovean, Suciu 2016, 211–212.
20 Szentmiklosi et al. 2016, 207–208.
21 Diaconescu et al. 2016, 208–210.
22 Gindele et al. 2016, 210–211.
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hammam identified in Libertății Square. Between 2006 and 2016 archaeologists have also brought 
to light and documented several streets and alleys, made of solid wood and provided with culverts, a 
series of wooden dwellings with annexes, and an ingenious aqueduct made of ceramic tubes that sup‑
plied water to the public baths and the Great Mosque.

Preventive researches in Sfântul Gheorghe Square 2–3. Description of the 
archaeological situation

The archaeological investigations performed on the precinct of the building in Unirii Square 2–3 
were triggered by the need to provide the spot with an archaeological discharge permit. The works 
focused on the building’s inner courtyard that was about to be rehabilitated and the perimeter was 
taken over at the depth quota of ‑1.3 m compared to the present‑day ground level.

The research of the man‑made depositions was performed though five artificial excavation planes 
that have revealed 75 archaeological complexes the function of which varies on a case‑to‑case basis. 
The researched area was very small, measuring 15 m in length and only 3.7 m in width, delimited by 
modern buildings that belonged to the construction undergoing the renovation. At the same time, 
in‑depth modern interventions have not allowed us to document the general stratigraphy of the area 
over an acceptable length. Archaeologists have only identified short segments that rather illustrate the 
stratigraphy of certain complexes and not the general situation. As for the archaeological complexes 
that became apparent in the five excavation planes, they can be grouped according to their function in 
the following categories: dwellings, a water well, and storage pits.

The archaeological complexes that and be interpreted as habitation areas were the most numerous 
(C.7, C.30, C.40, C.51, C.58, C.62 and C.66). Two types of dwellings were noted on the site according 
to their general characteristics: ground dwellings and pit‑houses. There were generally few elements 
indicating ground dwellings, i.e. adobe platforms and foundation ditches preserving successions of 
post holes or wooden structures.

The first ground dwelling (C.7) was documented in the north‑eastern corner of the section. It 
became apparent as a layer of adobe, rubbly in structure, measuring up to 20 cm in thickness. The 
larger pieces of adobe preserved imprints of wattle and this indicates the fact that they were once 
part of the house’s wall structure. The dimensions of this dwelling cannot be established precisely 
as the northern and eastern sides of the complex had been destroyed by the foundations of modern 
constructions. The floor of the dwelling, made of wooden planks placed one beside the other, has 
been preserved under the layer of adobe, but one cannot state the manner in which the planks had 
been connected to each other due to their poor state of preservation (Pl. 2/1). The supra‑structure 
of the dwelling rested on wooden posts and traces of it were identified on the southern side. There 
the archaeologists have documented the foundation ditch of one of the walls (Pl. 2/1) that preserved 
five post holes with diameters measuring between 0.3 and 0.48 m and the depths between 0.3 and 
0.5 m. 

Another ground dwelling (Pl. 3) was also identified in excavation plane 1, but its traces were 
in a poor state of preservation and, furthermore, the complex had been cut by a Habsburg lime pit 
(Pl. 7/7–8). Even so, the dwelling’s perimeter was clearly delimited on three of its sides by massive 
wooden posts with the diameters measuring between 0.5 and 0.6 m. Their implantation holes were 
also visible around the posts, measuring up to 0.9 m in diameter. The structure thus delimited was also 
different through what was preserved from the imprint of the dwelling, consisting of a 4–5 cm thick 
layer of organic matter (vegetal remains), contrasting against the compact gray clay specific to the 
culture layer. Two wooden board fragments were documented on the dwelling’s imprint in the south‑
western corner, though archaeologists were unable to decide if they were traces of a possible floor or 
part of the dwelling’s walls. From the perspective of planimetry, the dwelling was rectangular, with the 
identified maximum dimensions of 3.4 × 2.2 m.

In the second excavation plane, still in the north‑eastern corner of the section, specialists have 
also researched an adobe platform, also preserved fragmentarily (C.30), indicating the presence of 
a ground dwelling. Archaeologists were unable to connect it to possible traces that could indicate 
the construction manner of its supra‑structure. The adobe fragment was preserved to 10–14 cm in 
thickness and in the western area the team has identified two planks measuring 10–20 cm in width, 
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fragmentarily preserved. The adobe platform, affected by modern interventions, shows an extension 
of only 1.8 × 1.8 m (Pl. 2/2–3).

To the category of ground dwellings one can also connect a series of wooden structures 
(C.40, C.48, C.52) that were most likely part of the walls of such constructions. A representa‑
tive complex that can be included in this category was identified in the third excavation plane 
(▼–2.5–2.6 m). It consisted of a structure (C.48) made of 11 wooden planks placed vertically; the 
preserved length of the first six planks measured between 0.5 and 0.7 m, while the others were 
longer, between 0.9 and 1.1 m. In the case of the first group of boards their bases had been cut 
straight and they were supported by a perpendicularly placed board that measured 0.3×1.1 m. 
The second group of boards had sharp bases so that they could be implanted in the ground, as 
no other support element was present. The entire structure was fixed in the ground with ditches 
excavated on both sides. The identified ditches measured 0.3×1 m and had the maximum depth 
of 0.10‑0.12 m (Pl. 2/4–6). 

Another wooden structure that represents the wall of a dwelling was documented in excavation 
plane 4 (▼–2.6–2.9 m), in the eastern side of the trench. The structure had been largely destroyed by 
a septic tank belonging to the present‑day building. The main structure of the wall consisted of tree 
trunks rectangular in profile, varying in thickness between 20 and 30 cm, connected through T‑shaped 
joints. This structure once supported the wall made of planks measuring 20 cm in width and between 5 
and 10 cm in thickness (Pl. 7/1–4). The documentation of the construction was conditioned by its poor 
state of preservation, as subsequent interventions have largely destroyed the structure.

Pit‑houses generally featured in the lower levels (excavations planes 4–5, i.e. between the depth 
of ‑2.6 and ‑3.1 m) of the medieval habitation.

One of the pit‑houses researched there (C.51a) has been identified in excavation plane 4 through 
the clayish black‑grey fill that contrasted against the culture layer through its dark color with bluish 
spots (Pl. 4/1–2). In its turn, the dwelling was cut by a pit, probably a household refuse pit (C.51), 
individualized through its brown fill. In this case as well archaeologists have only found the western 
half of the complex, as the rest of it was destroyed by the wall of the current building’s basement. The 
dwelling was rectangular with rounded corners, deeper by 0.96 m than the level of identification, with 
the preserved dimensions of 1.92×1.5 m. On all three sides the dwelling preserved a packed clay step 
measuring ca. 0.2 m in width, found at the depth of ‑0.5 m. 

Another pit‑house (C.58) was researched on the last plane, at the depth of ‑3.1 m. It was rect‑
angular in shape and had been affected on two sides by complexes from the subsequent layers (C.52, 
C.53 or C.57). The dwelling was rectangular with rounded corners and continued 0.8 m below the level 
of identification; its preserved dimensions were 2.5 × 2.4 m. No post hole has been found inside the 
dwelling, thus the roof’s support structure was probably located on the outside, but its elements have 
not yet been discovered. The fill of this complex was homogenous, compact, brown in color, consisting 
of a mix of vegetal remains and wood, indicating the fact that after being taken out of use the feature 
has been used employed as a household refuse pit (Pl. 4/3–5). 

Another pit‑house (C.66b) was found on the southern side of the section, mostly in the gen‑
eral profile; the ground preserved one third of its surface at most. We cannot make any estimates 
on this dwelling’s dimensions, only noting the fact that it was 1 m deeper than the level of iden‑
tification and thus matching the coordinates of the other pit‑houses found on the site. The fill of 
the complex consisted of layers made of the same organic material identified in the case of the 
other dwellings described above, alternating with layers of brown clay and compact texture. The 
western side of the dwelling has been affected by the foundations of the modern building and, 
even more, its layers were compressed in a fifteenth‑sixteenth‑century pit located on the same 
side (Pl. 4/6–7).

Unfortunately, modern interventions and the limits of the researched area have most often not 
allowed for the uncovering of built complexes, but rather of fragments of habitation structures in this 
area of the medieval city of Timișoara. Aspects of habitation in the area have also been documented 
during researches performed in 2006 along the tram rail crossing Sfântul Gheorghe Square, 9 Mai 
Street, reaching Libertății Square23. On the basis of the architectural peculiarities documented in the 

23 Draşovean et al. 2007.
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square specialists were able to identify three habitation levels24, the third being the most recent and, 
at the same time, ending medieval habitation.

Attempting to correlate our researches with the discoveries made along the present‑day track 
of the rail road one notes the fact that the structures we have identified while removing excavation 
plane 5 (▼–3.1 m) that became apparent against the archaeological sterile were not identified in the 
square as well25. This plane is characterized by the exclusive presence of pit‑houses and storage pits 
and the identified archaeological material can be dated to the fifteenth‑sixteenth century. The oldest 
buildings with the structure above ground level only feature in excavation plane 4, i.e. at the depth of 
‑2.6–2.9 m. In Sfântul Gheorghe Square habitation plane I was defined at this depth, by documenting a 
structure made of wooden planks measuring 6 cm in thickness, bordered by beams measuring 0.25 cm 
in thickness26, representing the wall of a dwelling. In the areas east and west of the square specialists 
have also researched constructions erected on wooden soles (S.1), a street design, and a mill (S.2)27. 
In our case, the only identified structural elements were rows of wooden posts, sharpened at the base 
and thrust into the ground or implanted through the excavation of posts. We note the fact that no 
clear building perimeters became apparent. Part of the wooden posts documented at this level had 
significant diameters, around 0.3‑0.35 m. The materials recovered from this level can also be dated to 
the fifteenth and the sixteenth centuries. Sporadically, there were also later pottery fragments, but 
such elements were found in secondary positions.

Habitation level II defined in the square included the wooden structure of a house28, corresponding 
to plane 3 in the perimeter excavated by us both from the perspective of depth (▼–2.2–2.6 m) and 
from the perspective of the researched structures. In this level archaeologists have documented 
wooden structures belonging to dwelling wall parts found in natural positions or collapsed. To the 
subsequent plane (▼–1.8–2.2 m), where the water well (C.34) was researched in our perimeter, cor‑
respond the pits of the necropolis in the square. This necropolis belonged to the Great Mosque and 
Street III, continuing with a layer in which the most recent tombs in the area were researched, in their 
turn overlapped by layers of debris attributed to the eighteenth‑century town planning renovation29. 
One thus notes the fact that in the square medieval habitation ends and the upper layers belong to the 
modern redesigns of the city. 

Through our research, the most recent medieval dwellings were researched in plane 1 (▼–1.3–
1.8 m), becoming apparent as adobe platforms, with the floors covered with wooden planks or wooden 
posts placed in rows and implanted on the bottom of pits or ditches. If this level has been destroyed in 
Sfântul Gheorghe Square, buildings like those that we have identified in this final plane were researched 
in the sections adjacent to the Square on 9 Mai Street and Libertății Square, forming there habitation 
level III30. Three wooden construction phases were also identified during the research on Lucian Blaga 
Street. Archaeologists have noted there the fact that the successive renovations of certain buildings 
took into account the street network that remained unchanged throughout the period of Ottoman 
rule31. Dwellings were also identified in Palanca Mare, all of them of the pit‑house type, but comparing 
them to those that we have researched is a bit far‑fetched due to the chronological position of the dis‑
coveries of this type in the western part of “Timişoara 700” Square32.

The storage of foodstuffs was made, during the habitation stages documented here, in storage 
pits, features mostly identified in the final excavation plane, at the depth of ‑3.1 m from the current 
court yard level. The pits had round openings and the maximum diameter varied between 1 m and 
1.5 m. Once their fills were excavated, archaeologists were able to observe the fact that in depth the 
pits also preserved their opening shape and that they went down to 1.5 m from the level of identifi‑
cation, though there were exceptions, consisting of pits measuring ‑0.9–1 m in maximum depth. In 
general, the fill of the complexes consisted of successive layers of soil and organic matter, the latter a 

24 Draşovean et al. 2007, 79–84.
25 Draşovean et al. 2007, 79.
26 Draşovean et al. 2007, 65.
27 Draşovean et al. 2007, 80.
28 Draşovean et al. 2007, 63.
29 Draşovean et al. 2007, 62.
30 Draşovean et al. 2007, 82–83.
31 Flutur et al. 2014, 230–234; Hamat 2015, 540.
32 Szentmiklosi, Balarie 2012, 208.
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mix of vegetal remains and the stones of different fruits, mainly cherries. Except for the usual finds 
(pottery, bone fragments) two of the storage pits have revealed a brass ring and a hook‑and‑eye clasp 
made of the same material.

The 2006 research in the Square and on its adjacent streets and the much more recent research 
on Lucian Blaga Street have not led to the identification of complexes the function of which can be 
connected to that of storage pits, but a series of such features were researched in the medieval neigh‑
borhood of Palanca Mare, allowing for a basic classification33. Thus, according to the criteria, the com‑
plexes that we have interpreted as storage pits can be included in type I.

A public building was identified in the second excavation plane, starting at the depth of ‑2.1 m 
from the current level of the inner courtyard. The function of this complex is connected to that of 
a water well (C.34). The complex is characterized by a rectangular‑shaped mouth and a rectangular 
shape in depth as well. The water well is characterized by a depth of ‑2.6 m from the level of identifi‑
cation, a width of 1.3 m and a length of 1.8 m. After the well was taken out of use, the pit was used 
for trash disposal. The fill consists of 23 layers, among which four compact layers of stones from the 
fruits of various species, in general predominantly cherries (Pl. 6/1). In the upper part the pit had been 
strengthened with a wooden wall that has not been preserved down to the bottom. Four tree trunks 
had been used for the construction of the wall, with an average thickness of 15 cm, with T‑shaped 
joints at the ends and with iron and wooden nails. In order for the four trunks to be implanted, the 
pit has been enlarged in the four corners. On this supporting structure the upper part of the wall 
was “lined” with 26 planks with the average dimensions of 0.24 m × 1.3 m and the thickness varying 
between 5 and 7 cm. Only the corner planks proved to be more massive. Posts were preserved in the 
NE and SW corners, measuring 1.2 m in length and 0.1 m in diameter, aimed at supporting the corner 
planks. For fastening, the lower part of each plank had been tapered (Pl. 6/2–6).

Water wells with walls only present in the upper part of the pit were only researched in Palanca 
Mare, included in type II, with variants also defined according to their peculiarities34. The only simi‑
larity between the water well researched here and those in Palanca Mare is the presence of the wall 
only in the upper part of the well, as they are very different morphologically in depth.

Medieval habitation on the spot of “PiațaSfântul Gheorghe nr. 2–3” ended with the first modern 
designs, specific to the eighteenth century, documented there through two complexes (C.1 and C.16), 
representing an alley and a lime pit (Pl. 7/7–8). The alley was made of fragmentary roof tiles placed 
perpendicular to the ground, flanked by curbs consisting of three rows of bricks, placed depth‑wise, 
unconnected to each other (Pl. 7/5–6). 

A postcard published by Polatsek Bookstore and dated August 21st 1903, illustrating Sfântul 
Gheorghe Square in the dawn of the 20th century shows that the ground floor of the building the 
courtyard of which is the spot of the preventive archaeological research under discussion, hosted at 
that time several stores among which Fischer’s Furniture Store or Warehouse (Butorraktár FISCHER 
JAC. M[…])35. Unfortunately, the quality of the postcard does not allow for the identification of other 
elements that might provide information on the function of the entire ground floor.

Archaeological material

As expected, pottery was the largest lot of all discovered artifacts. From the perspective of pot 
uses, one can reconstruct pots from the following categories: cooking pots, storage pots, and table‑
ware items. Among these categories, the largest proportion was that of cooking pots, with different 
shape variations, followed by jugs, bowls, and dishes.

The rims of cooking‑type pots follow closely the era’s standards, as they are flared, sometimes 
strongly flared, and rounded. A single item has the rim cut straight (Pl. 8/3). Some of the rims have 
a lid support border on the inside (Pl. 8/3; Pl. 9/1–3) and an outer groove, placed right under the 
rim’s edge (Pl. 8/5; Pl. 9/1–3). One of these pots displays an interesting peculiarity, i.e. the rim is cut 
straight and under it one notes a strongly wavy girdle. At the same time this is the only cooking pot 
with handle out of all recovered items (Pl. 8/2).

33 Szentmiklosi, Balarie 2012, 210.
34 Szentmiklosi, Balarie 2012, 211.
35 https://gallery.hungaricana.hu/en/VendeglatoKepeslap/2997/?img=0 (accessed 29.05.2017).
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The fabric used in the making of the cooking pots is of very good quality, well mixed and entirely 
tampered with fine sand and large‑grain sand. The majority of the pots in this category have gone 
through reduction firing, with the exception of a single item with oxidation firing, thus orange in color 
(Pl. 8/3). The color of the pots with reduction firing varies from black to gray due to the thermic treat‑
ment they have been subjected to. Traces of secondary firing and remains of calcined organic matter, 
the latter often on the outer walls of the pots, are also present in the case of cooking pots. Calcined 
remains of organic matter were also found inside a pot and ca. 70% of the inner surface of this item 
was covered in such remains (Pl. 8/3). The most often encountered decoration on pots from this cat‑
egory consists of grooves, placed on the shoulders in parallel lines (Pl. 8/4,6–7; Pl. 9/3) or on the area 
of maximum circumference (Pl. 8/2). A single pot is decorated with incisions parallel to each other 
placed on the shoulder. The same item also displays painted decoration in the second row, consisting 
of brown‑orange dots placed in zigzags (Pl. 8/3). 

Taking into consideration the morphological characteristics of the fabric, the clay processing tech‑
nique (modeled on the fast or on the slow‑turning potters’ wheel), the profile of the rim and the type 
of decoration, one can chronologically place these cooking pots during the sixteenth century (Pl. 8/3), 
the period of the fifteenth‑sixteenth centuries (Pl.  8/1,4,6,7; Pl.  9/1,3), and that of the sixteenth‑
seventeenth centuries (Pl. 8/2, 5; Pl. 9/2).

Lids are also present in the ceramic inventory (Pl. 10/4–5). They were made of semi‑coarse fabric, 
tampered with large‑grain sand and sometimes pebbles, with both reduction and oxidation firing. A 
single item was decorated with painted stripes using a white‑color pigment (Pl. 10/5).

The category of tableware items includes shapes such as bowls (Pl. 10/2–3) and dishes (Pl. 10/1). 
In the first group inside the tableware category one notes the presence of glazed bowls; the outer 
glaze color varies from brown‑red to green and yellow, while the inside is most often glazed using 
colors such as green or yellow. As for the dishes, they are made of kaolin‑based fabric and are glazed. 
The most often encountered decoration in the case of this type of pots is painting, rendering floral or 
geometric motifs. Pigments of various colors were used, ranging from green‑yellow to blue‑cobalt blue 
(Pl. 10/1). Both types of pots described above are specific to the 16th–17th  centuries. 

The tableware category also includes cups made of fabric tampered with fine sand, modeled on the 
fast‑turning potters’ wheel, and having one handle (Pl. 10/8–9). One of these cups is decorated with 
grooves parallel to each other and placed right under the rim and at the base of the pots. Grooves also 
feature as waves, placed in the second row, on the area of maximum circumference. At the same time, 
the rim is provided with a strongly wavy girdle. This type of artifacts is mainly characteristic to the 
period of the 16th–17th centuries (Pl. 10/9). In the category of food serving objects one can also include 
a wooden spoon discovered in C.34, with a total length of 0.16 m. Its handle is round in section, pre‑
serving 0.1 m in length and curved as compared to a flat plane. The meeting area between handle and 
bowl displays alveoli on both sides. The leaf of the spoon was fragmentarily preserved, measuring 6 cm 
in length and 1.5 cm in the area of maximum width (Pl. 11/5).

During the research archaeologists have also identified one strainer fragment (Pl. 10/6), globular 
in shape, with circular orifices, with the upper part slightly prolonged. The item was made of fine 
fabric, glazed, gray in color. Such items can be chronologically set during the 16th century and the 
beginning of the 17th century.

An important pottery category consists of jugs. This type of pots is specific to the Late Middle 
Ages, i.e. the 15th–16th centuries, introduced by the Ottomans to the area under discussion here. The 
most often encountered shape is the so‑called candle holder, with a narrow neck and bulging body, 
with one handle (Pl. 9/4, 6–7,9). In the case of these jugs the most frequent decoration consists of 
grooves placed under the rim, on the neck or on the shoulder. Another type of jug has a wide and 
grooved rim, bulging body, and a slightly narrow neck (Pl. 9/8). 

Pottery materials matching the typological categories described above have also been discovered 
in Timișoara, in the precinct of the Huniade Castle36, on 9 Mai Street37, Lucian Blaga Street38, and in 
Sf. Gheorghe Square39.

36 Rădulescu 2006, 28; Rădulescu et al. 2007, 145.
37 Drașovean et al. 2006, 124–126.
38 Flutur et al. 2014, 235.
39 Drașovean et al. 2006, 125.
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An extremely interesting item consists of the upper part of a Loštice‑type cup (Pl. 10/7). This 
type of pottery is specific to the Central European area, mainly used during the period of the 14th–16th 
centuries40. These were made of low‑quality fabric, tampered with sand and pebbles, the outer surface 
brown with nuances of mauve. A special firing technique was employed during the production process 
that made the glaze on the pot’s surface explode, leading to the formation of tiny bubbles that rendered 
the surface a grained texture. Loštice‑type pots have slender shapes and are provided with between 
6 and 10 small handles placed under the rim. Loštice‑type discoveries are specific to Bohemia, from 
where they subsequently spread to the present‑day Czech lands, Slovakia and Hungary. In Romania 
such finds have been noted in Frumușeni “Mănăstirea Bizere” (Arad County) and Cristuru‑Secuiesc41. 
Due to its context of discovery, the fragment presented here can be dated to the 15th century.

Among the discoveries one must also mention a mold (Pl. 11/4). The item is made of sandstone 
with the preserved length of 5.2 cm and the width of 4.4 cm. In the central part, along the mold’s 
length, one notes a channel for casting a sharp object and a series of veins can be seen on both sides of 
it. Unfortunately, due to the fragmentary preservation of the mold, we were unable to identify accept‑
able analogies.

As for the inventory of metal‑made artifacts, it consists of an agricultural tool, a spur, and a knife. 
The agricultural implement consists of the metal part of an iron hoe, preserved in good conditions. As 
for its dimensions, the active part measures 0.23 m in length and 0.15 m in width and the socketing 
shaft measures 5.2 cm in length and de 3 cm in width (Pl. 11/7).

From a typological perspective, the spur is of the prick type (Pl. 11/3). Only one of the two arms 
preserves its original proportions and the strap orifice that allowed for the spur to be attached to the 
boot, the orifice itself is positioned in the median section of the arm, which is rather unusual for this 
type of spur. The prick’s length, which is considerably longer than the standard length of a prick type 
spur, together with the position of the strap orifice, helps us date this artefact in the late middle ages 
period, to be precise, the 16th–17th centuries. Unfortunately, the lack of satisfying analogies keeps us 
from revealing more useful information regarding this artefact.

Another item part of the metal‑made artifact lot is a knife, in a good state of preservation, dis‑
playing both the blade and the wooden handle (Pl. 11/6). The blade is only sharp on one side, slightly 
curved towards the tip, measuring 9 cm in length and 1.5 cm in width. The wooden handle is attached 
to the blade with copper rivets placed on both sides of the handle. The copper applique from the end 
of the handle has also been preserved and it is almond‑shaped. According to Zsuzsanna Kopeczny’s 
classification42, this item is to be included in the category of lamellar handle blades type IIa.

The category of jewelry items consists in this lot of a ring (Pl. 11/2), hot‑hammered out of brass, 
with an outer diameter of 2.9 cm, an inner diameter of 2.5 cm, and measuring 0.2 cm in thickness. 
Due to the artifact’s state of degradation one cannot observe other characteristics that might help 
determine its function and dating. Among the dress accessories one notes a hook‑and‑eye clasp made 
of bras wire that is rectangular in section and measures 0.1 cm in thickness. Both the eye and the hook 
are simple and the characteristics of the items suggest that it was used as a dress accessory. Such items 
could have also been used as shoe or belt accessories, as their aspect was common and standardized. 
This also makes their dating general to the period between the fourteenth and the 18th century43. The 
archaeological context in which the item was discovered dates it to the 15th–16th centuries.

Conclusions

Through its discoveries, the present research contributes to a certain degree to the completion 
of a general picture of medieval habitation in this area of Timișoara. The oldest man‑made traces on 
the site consist of the prick spur dated to the 11th–13th centuries, but its secondary position in C.66c 
renders it useless as a dating element of the complex. As for the habitation structures, the team has 
been able to date the earliest level to the period of the 15th–16th centuries, consisting only of sunken 
structures. During the same period one can also date the first dwellings with the supporting structure 

40 Bencze 2007, 90.
41 Bencze 2007, 90.
42 Kopeczny 2016, 394–396.
43 Demjén, Ardeleanu 2014, 66.
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placed above ground level and supported on wooden posts rammed or thrust into the ground with the 
aid of implantation pits. We have corroborated these later constructions to the first habitation level 
defined during the research performed along the tram rails, a level that can be dated with precision 
to the 16th century due to a hoard the accumulation period of which ends in 1565–156644. The other 
levels where dwellings or other elements of human habitat were identified can be dated during the 
16th–17th centuries. Medieval habitation was interrupted by the 18th century modern interventions 
identified on ground plan 1.

Space limitations inside the city are obvious and they have also been identified inside the 
researched area. Structures belonging to two or even three dwellings were often documented on the 
same plane over the investigated surface of 65 m2. At the same time the research confirms the written 
sources on the city’s lack of architectural unity, as the team has documented a series of wooden posts 
that indicate, through their dimensions, the existence of constructions with an upper floor. Such posts 
alternated with the walls of dwellings or smaller wooden posts that belonged, through their character‑
istics, to single‑storey houses.

In conclusion, the results of the archaeological researches in Sfântul Gheorghe Square 2–3 are but 
a small part of what the medieval city of Timișoara once was. Far from creating a complete picture, the 
archaeological discoveries presented here are significant, among other things, through the fact that 
relatively few areas unaffected by modern constructions can be found in central area of the city. Thus, 
the identification of vestiges dated before the 18th century can represent a unique and non‑recurring 
opportunity for the city’s history.
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Plate 1. 1‑2: Satellite image of the perimeter affected by the archaeological excavations and its surrounding 
area; 3: Detail of satellite image with an overlapping of the Perrette map and the location of the archaeological 
discoveries in Sfântul Gheorghe Square and its proximity; 4: Ground plan of the building the perimeter of which 
has been researched through preventive archaeology and released an archaeological discharge.
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Plate 2. 1‑3: Structures belonging to ground dwellings (Feature 7; Feature 30); 4‑6: 
On‑site aspects regarding the wall of a ground dwelling (Feature 48).
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Plate 3.Ground dwelling identified in excavation plane 1 (Feature 21) and the modern lime pit (Feature 16).
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Plate 4. Pit‑houses researched on this site: 1‑2. Feature 51; 3‑5. Feature 58; 6. Southern profile 
of the area (C.66b – C. 66c); 7. On‑site image of the ground in features 66b and 66c.
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Plate 5. Storage pits researched on this site: 1‑2. Feature 30; 3‑4. Feature 53; 5‑4. Feature 55; 7‑8. Feature 59.
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1. Light gray clayey soil, compact texture. 2. Dark grey clayey soil, with white spots and a 
compact texture. 3. Black clayey soil, with traces of wood and a compact texture. 4. Light 
gray clayey soil, granular appearance. 5. Gray-greenish clayey soil, compact texture. 6. 
Gray-blackish clayey soil, compact texture. 7. Black clayey soil, with fragments of wood 
and straws in its composition. 8. Gray-whiteish clayey soil, loose texture. 9. Gray-blueish 
clayey soil, with traces of organic matter, compact texture. 10. Greenish clayey soil, loose 
texture
    - Black soil, with twigs and straws

1

3

5

7

1. Light gray clayey soil, compact texture
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Plate 6. Stratigraphy and on‑site aspect of the water well C. 34).

1. Light brown, clayey, compact, soil with 
brick inclusions and archaeological 
material. 2. Gray-green, clayey, slightly 
loose soil with burn pigmentation and 
charcoal. 3. Green, clayey, loose, soil with 
significant charcoal pigmentation. 4. 
Yellow-greenish, sandy, loose soil. 5. 
Chared layer. 6. Dark yellow, clay-sandy, 
loose soil. 7. Gray-blue, clay-sandy, loose 
soil. 8. Brown, sandy-clayey, loose soil, 
with wood material in composition. 9. 
Dark gray, clayey, loose soil, with wood 
material in composition. 10. Gray, clayey, 
compact soil, with adobe pigmentation, 
wood and fruit stones. 11. Drak brown, 
clayey soil, preserves adobe, wood and 
ceramics in composition. 12. Layer of 
cherry stones. 13. Light gray, clayey, 
compact soil, with small amounts of fruit 
stones. 14. Layer of cherry stones. 15. 
Layer of fruit stones (cherry, apricot, 
grapes). 16. Light gray clayey, compact 
soil. 17. Mix of vegetal remains, wood and 
cherry stones. 18. Mix vegetal remains and 
wood. 19. Brown soil with green soil 
spots, clayey, compact. 20. Cherry stones. 
21. Dark gray, clayey, compact soil. 22. 
Light gray, compact soil. 23. Blue-brown, 
clayey, compact soil.
       - wooden beams.1 2

3 4

5 6
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Plate 7. 1‑4: Wall of a ground dwelling (C.52); 5‑8: Modern Era complexes.
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1. Rubble and debris layer
2. Layer consisting of a lime and mortar mix
3. Greenish clayey soil
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Plate 8. Types of cooking pots identified during the research. 1‑5: Complex 34; 6: Complex 51; 7: Complex 66c.

1 2

3 4 5

6 7
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Plate 9. 1‑3: Types of cooking pots (Complex 59); 4‑9: Jugs and jug parts (4‑Complex 34; 
5‑Complex 16; 6‑Complex 58; 7‑Complex 59; 8‑Complex 34; 9‑Complex 53).
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Plate 10. 1: Dish (Complex 31); 2‑3: Tureens (Complexes 16 and 58); 4‑5: Lids (Complexes 58 and 16); 
6: Strainer fragment (Complex 2); 7: Lostiče‑type cup (Complex 53); 8‑9: Glass types (Complex 66).
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Plate 11. 1: Hook‑and‑eye type closure (Complex 53); 2: Ring (Complex 30); 3: Prick spur 
(Complex 66c); 4: Mold (Complex 54) 5: Wooden spoon (Complex 34); 6‑Knife with the 

blade sharp on one side; 7: Agricultural tool – the active part of a hoe (Complex 66c).
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