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Sabin Adrian LUCA: Sanda BACUEI CRISAN, Neoliticul si eneoliticul
timpuriu Tn depresiuneaSimleului [The Neolithic and Early Neolithic of the
Simleului Basin], in Bibliotheca Brukenthal23, 2008, Edituraltip, Sibiu, 340
pages.

Keywords: Early Neolithic, Eneolithic, north-west Romania.
Cuvinte cheie:neolitic timpuriu, eneolitic, nord-vestul Romaniei.

Cartea este structuratdupi cum urmeaz Prefga (p. 7); Cadru geografic (p. 9);
Istoricul cercefirilor (p. 11-12); Contribuii arheologice (p. 13-42); Cultursi complexe
culturale (p. 43-56); Habitat, economie, ydaspirituali (p. 57-66); Elemente de cronologia
relativa si absoluti (p. 67-68); Concluzii (p. 69-72); Catalogul desedplor (p. 73-84);
Bibliografie (p. 85-92); Lista abrevierilor bibliaafice (p. 93); Abrevieri utilizate Tn text (p.
94); Abstract (p. 95-98ji Anexe (larfi, planse) (p. 99-340).

Aceasi lucrare a fost sumuta drept tez de doctorat la Universitatea ,1 Decembrie
1918" din Alba luliasi reprezint: rodul eforturilor de peste 10 ani autorului. Tocha@esta
a fost motivul pentru care amazduit-o Tn colega Bibliotheca Brukenthal. Dar — din
nefericire — se pareanu mi-am atins scopul — ridicarea calii seriei de dryi editate sub
egida Muzeului Néonal Brukenthal. Tmi cer scuze celor care aicut recenziile de
acceptare a tezei de doctorat, dar multe dintrecobaiile mele fi vor leza..... de asemenea
si pe mine ca editor. Dar aceasta este realitaterebuie @ o aritam ! Poate @ titlul cel
mai corect al lucdrii ar fi fost — in conseci@@ — Neoliticul si eneoliticul timpuriu Tn
depresiuneaimleului in urma cerceirilor doamnei Sanda BICUET CRISAN. Asa s-ar
explica viziunea unilaterdlcare wizbate din lucrare.

Din punct de vedere metodologic lucrarea este daabtuitd, chiar da@ pornete de
la un titlu neexplicat niciodatpe parcursul acesteia (neoliticul descris in cartecuprinde
— de exemplu — toate perioadele cronologiei retatile acestei perioade, lipsind & d nici
0 explicgie — neoliticul timpuriu !, iar eneoliticul timpuriu nu este explicat indeas, ca
perioad: istorica si definire cronologi@ si culturald). Putem doar presupune: @utoarea
nu accepi acest termen datotitexistepei altuia sau @ ia Th considerare o idee care ar fi
absolut personal, si anume @ neoliticul timpuriu nu ar face parte din neoliticPutem
crede orice n lipsa expligélor din text cu excefa careia, la pagina 69, neoliticul in zan
incepe cu faza IlIB a culturii Stéevo-Cris. Din punct de vedere metodologic abordarea de
acest tip este cel pn curioasi. Daai 0 agezare mai timpurie este la 15 km de zona stidiat
(si aceasta definit pe criterii geografice subiective) atunci nu égbm in seam. Metoda
de cercetare practicateste cu totul atipi¢.

Lipsa de referire clare la neoliticul timpuriu nu poate fi expligain condiiile in care
aceasd perioad: este bine reprezentain zon (vezi recenziai cartea anterior comentd,
iar acest moment este — in mod cert — la baza geridlor neoliticului analizate de
autoare. Desigur, autoarea a citat unele articole grofesorului Gheorghe Lazarovici
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(poate pentru & era membru al Comisiei de sunere publi@ a doctoratului), dar acest
lucru nu se prea vede in substanezei. Cu toate acestea, creai profesorul nostru nu a
fost atent cand a parcurs termenul de neolitic sigpe(p. 16). Folosirea acestuia ne
adancate si mai mult Tn negura necungirii......... noastre ?

Ne-am exprimat opinia de nendrate ori asupra termenului de eneolitig la
momentul cronologigi cultural de la care putem vorbi despre acéaserioad:. Dupi noi,
momentul de la care se poate vorbi despre ageastioad: este cel Viga C,, moment la
care se ngte — de exemplu — cultura Turd@n Transilvaniasi cultura Salca-Herpaly (i
adaugi ,Oradea” pentru a nu fi totgi — cumva — de acord intru-totul cu noi: Luca 1995-
1996; Luca 2001b; Luca 2002b; Luca et alii 2000utdarea ne citeaz opiniile, explic
faptul @z sunt bine-venite, dar le fologe n alt sens,afa a explica de ce ! Acesta este un
mod de explicée , stiingifica” folosita tot mai mult de o scoaki” arheologica ce se dorge
,Sistemicz” ! Dar sa ne referim, mai departe, la alte probleme alezfoanului carrii.

Persisti, ca si in cartea anterior analizat confuzia asupra arealului geografic
analizat, limitele acestuia fiind gonflabile furecde ,interesele” autoarei.

Lipsesc de cele mai multe ori refggte clare, conform bibliografiesi materialelor
arheologice existente, la cultugi chiar perioade ntregi, autoarea folosind de neutiri
pentru argumentaredgueri auzite cu prilejul unor disaii ,colegiale”. Imi pare rau si spun
aceasta, mai alesaceu sunt editorul drzii, dar mag asteptam la mai multe clarifigri, mai
ales @ lucrarea a fost sumuta drept tez de doctorat. De exemplu, din totalitatea
bibliografiei dedicate de subsemnatul zonei sesigte doar o lucrare (Luca et alii 2000) Tn
condfiile in care am publicat mult mai multe lder despre zod ca autor (Luca 1995-
1996; Luca 2001b; Luca 2002b) sau in colaborareSaver Dumitrgcu (Dumitrgcu si
Luca 1991; Dumitracusi Luca 1995).

Nu Trreleg ezifrile legate de Tncadrarea cronologiaelativa a fenomenelor culturale
analizate. Noi ne-am exprimat fermirprea Tn Luca 2002b. Autoarea reflécin text
buimiceala istoriografia alimenta prin lipsa cercedrilor sistematice si orgoliile
cercetitorilor. La pagina 52 caut s7 aiba si atitudini critice, dar izolate, deoarece pe tot
parcursul lucerii nu vedem decét un amestec de grupuri cultufalé limite teritoriale sau
cronologice deversate pe hartie (Cluj-Cheile Tutzimea Nod, grupul Zau sau Oradea
Salca-Herpaly). Nehatarea autoarei face ca in unele cazui se nasé atitudini hilare.
De exemplu, nu vede as@&marea izbitoare dintre unele morminte de la Iclaal saltele
dinspre campia de vest mormintele domniei sale.ahu mai vorbim despre incadrarea
cronologia si culturala a nivelurilor de cultui a siturilor studiate direct de domnia sa
(definite in stilul Doinei Ignat). Noi ne-am expamde prea multe ori opinia — unitari
neschimbat in esemi de mult timp — despre reglde cronologice si culturale ale
neoliticului si eneoliticului din interiorul romanesc al arculuntracarpatic (Luca 1995-
1996; Luca 1996¢; Luca 1997; Luca 1998b; Luca 19B@ca 1999-2000; Luca 2001a;
Luca 2001-2002a; Luca 2002c; Luca 2002; Luca 200B3aca 2007; Luca 2008; Lucg
Pinter 2001; Luca et alii 2004; Luca et alii 2009)e atatea ori am analizat fenomenele
Tncat autoarea nu avea curi sustie. Chiar da@ nu era de acord cu ideile noastre, trebuia
si le aminteasg. Dar o face implicit, nu explicit. De exemplu,da48 ne spunedcnu este
de acord cu faptulicunele culturi precum TurdaTaualas (sic ! — nu exigt) sau Pjcolt nu
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fac parte din complexul cultural Cluj-Cheile Turkiimea Nod....... Dar nu spune dacs-

a mai afirmat sau nu acest lucru. Citare prin omista sursei........ oare nu este plagiat ?
De altfel, dulcea buidgceal: in care se afl, o face 8§ scape o0 exprimare care aratd nu a
crezut in ceea ce spune. La p. 48 ne spudnarizontul Cluj-Cheile Turzii-Lumea Nawsau
grupul Zau este variante ,oficidl' a culturii Lumea Noud. Prin aceasta recungte ai de

la un articol din 1968 nu s-a magdut nimic concret pentru aceasmanifestare cultural
transilvineani.... S-au adugat doar noi denumiriafa a se defini dug criteriile primare
ale stiingei coninutul teoriei.

Si sa ajungemyi la cultura Turdg. Pe lang articolelesi caryile citate mai sus, Tntr-o
serie de alte articolei carfi am qiutat si elucidim loculsi rolul acesteia in Transilvania,
dar si in zonele Tnconjuitoare (Luca 1993; Luca 1994; Luca 1995; Luca 199kara
1995b; Luca 1996; Luca 1996a; Luca 1996b; Luca X996ica 1996d; Luca 1996e; Luca
1997; Luca 1998; Luca 1998a; Luca 1998-1999; Lu@®9b; Luca 2000; Luca 2000a;
Luca 2006; Draoveansi Luca 1990; Lucasi Cosma 1993; Lucai Roman 1999; Lucai
Roman 1999a; Lucai Spanu 2001; Luca et alii 2004; Luca et alii 2008)ecum si
anterioritatea culturii Virca si — implicit — culturii Lumea Noa in Transilvania fa: de
fenomenul cultural citat (Luca 1995-1996a; Luca 289Luca 2000a; Luca 2001b; Luca
2002a; Luca 2003; Luca 2005; Luca et alii 2000a).

De fapt, nu pot decatigdeplang faptul & autoarea nu a ajunsiscunoasg aceste texte
cu privire la epoca pe care o ,studi@z Ele reprezinti un procent semnificativ din tot ceea
ce s-a scris despre zona intracarpdtie Romaniei n ultimii 20 de ani. Tmi paréu ci si-a
privat cu premeditare dreptul de a studia..... Gjtie ce igea dad citeayi cita textele ?

Dar despre Turdavorbeam. Prin cercétile autoarei au rezultat multe materiale ce
aparin culturii cu pricina. Doina Ignat, dasi alsi autori, semnalau prezea culturii Tn
zoni. S. Bicug-Crisan o arati fara putirva de a fi contrazis (pl. 61; 62; 70/5; 86/6.a.),
dar in text — surpriz ! — spune (p. 68; Pericei): fragmente ceramicenaggitoare celor de
la Turdas. Chiar da@ acestea nu pot fi considerate importuri (sic '&-au determinatas
vedem inceputulsazirii de la Pericei in etapa Bposibil sfasitul acesteia. @i daci nu
sunt importuri atunci este un nivel distinct al tewii Turdasy....... S-ar putea ! Daracse
incadreaz relativ in Vir‘a B, este greu de crezut ! Cred tocmai lecturile de mai sus i-ar
fi prins bine autoarei pentru a rezolva o problerfflumoag: existepa sau non-existea
culturii Turday, sub forma unor comuifi distincte, in aceagtparte a Romaniei..... dac
lega aceast observaie de cea de la p. 49-50 undeadafl despre importuri Lumea Néu
asociate cu Turdg poate @ am fi putut vedea mai bine ce se ntamipl neoliticul (sau
eneoliticul, dug autoare, la orizont cronologic Vi B, —si aceasta o face, desigur, pentru
domnul profesor Nicolae Ursulescu, alt membru alnX@iei de susnere publia a
doctoratului, are o teorie singuldrin peisajul nostrytiinfific, neamintiz — oricum — de S.
Bacug-Crisan Tn text.

Nedumeririle noastre ce urmeagunt rezultatul obsedvii nedumeririlor autoarei:

1. Nu este sigurdaci studiaz sau nu aceld sit (chiar dac are aceesi denumire:
Corau) in cazul PorSuplac. In sfait, abandoneaz teoria existerei a dou: situri, dar
modul Tn care o face este celfpundsaitor de nedumeriri. Dorind&arate existera a trei
grupe de arheologi care au cercetat situl — luciuifinteres pentru noi, dar care arata
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existz si alte documentdi la care nu a avut acces autoarea, deci ita atins scopul
marturisit la p. 6: ambiiile Tntregului colectiv de cercétori de la Muzeu (Zalu) de
cercetare exhaustiv (sic !) a unei mici prsi din judg — autoarea facesi mai mare
incalceali amintind despre pandantuilgjean (p. 11) la cel clujean sau cel bihorean !

2. Aceea autoare ne spune la p. @ siturile au fost cercetate mai mult sau majipu
sistematic, dar afim la p. 13 ¢ s-au cercetat la Cau 800 M din 50.000 i aceasta este
cea mai serioas cercetare dintre cele 4 discutate. Tot autoareaspeine ¢ aceasi
cercetare nu este suficientpentru acordarea autorizeei de construge. Atunci ne
intrebim: este Tndeajuns pentru o publicare exhadstivcum se exprith autoarea in
introducere — atotcuprinoare pentru o zah fie easi mica ?

3. Exprimirile ezitante in ceea ce priste analiza stratigrafiei decurggfa Tndoial,
din modul superficial de fundamentare a cgtirgelor stiingifice elementare. Faptulac
habitatul este tot timpul confundat cu arhitectyiacepand cu p. 18) face ca elemente ale
arhitecturii sz fie tratate superficial. La feli Tn ceea ce priwge stanjenitoarele instata de
foc care Tnlocuiesc terminologic ,umilele” vetresauptoare.

La p. 14 aftm ai unelesanzulere surprinse tn&atura ar fi palisadi simpk — fara a se
aminti sau vedea eventualele gropi de stalpi (jpalés este un element al arhitecturii de
aparare, iar gardul fiind o imprejmuire civil si sanyul — cum este cazul aici — avand rol de
indepirtare a surplusului de apdin zona locuirelor) ! La p. 15 a##m @i dou: locuirve au
fost surprinse prin urmele de funitasi gropile de stalpi (ne intrebm da@ nivelul de
cdlcare / dirAmare nu exista ?). La acegapagini autoarei i se pare ciudatacse
intersecteaz dow: morminte....... Dar cum ?....,Me adancge in M.......... Ce spunie
despre termenul intersge, anterioritate, etc. ?

4. Alte observgi care aratz ,romantismul” analizei arheologice practicate sunt

a) Neanalizarea celei mai bine cercetagezri din arealul studiat: Zuan; de fapt un
complex de geziri neolitice;

b) Neanalizarea gezirilor din zona oragului Simleu, chiar daé mijloacele erau la
indemau si cercetirile existi, materialele arheologice fiind depozitate in myzee

¢) Necunosterea faptului @ neoliticul estestiut Tnaintea lui Marton Roska (p. 10) in
zong;

d) Observdi precum: pe baza tuturor materialelor descopefitemde sunt statisticile,
analizele cantitativei calitative pe ceramig, unelte de piatf, os, corn, intrelbm noi ?;
unde sunt materialele echipei bihorene sau clujgheutem spunedcaceasé comunitate
(Corau) evolueaz in permaneni. De candsi pan: cand intreldm noi ? Cand studiezi
aproximativ 1% dintr-un sit arheologic aisansi foarte redus de a afirma sa ceva !;

e) La p. 43 autoarea vorle despre &uieni-Horo fira a cunoate studiul nostru
(Lucasi lercosan 1998a);

f) La p. 49 ni se vorlyee despre mcarea culturafi cu dublu sens pentru venirea
grupului Lumea Nodl in zor si schimbul cultural — presupus — cu Transilvaniaaicelgi
moment...... Cu tot respectul 1i atrag atarautoarei @ nu exis# autosteizi in preistorie !

g) La p. 68 se amintesc date de cronologie abgotlih Banat, din arealul unor
fenomene culturale care nu au nimic de a face mazau fenomenele studiate. Autoarea
folosegte, ing, legituri relative cu Transilvania — cu cultura Turglade exemplu —, dar nu
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amintgte cu indarjire date absolute despre cultura culagenume publicate de noi in
repetate randuri (Luca 2001a; Luca 2001-2002; L@01a). Mai mult, S. &ueg-Crisan
avea la indeméan si baza de date on-line fologitde sute de cercébri din Europa,
arhicunoscui acestora, adpostiti de paginahttp://arheologie.ulbsibiu.rqLuca si Suciu
2007). Dar spiritul de ,concure@” in care au fost cresqu unii absolver in unele
universitisi 1i face g aiba ochii acoperii de negura necungeerii..... micar de ar fi vina
lor!

Cred @i, pani la urma, ne-am aplecat indeajuns asupra acesteidticRemarc faptul
ca materialul arheologic merita o tratare mult mair@fundati si ca autoarea — chiar dat
presupune & scrie o carte despre neoliti¢ eneolitic — nu trateaz mari pirfi din subiect.
Pentru partea timpurie a epocii 1i trebuia un magpientru ca & publice doud caryi si atunci
a Tmpirsit ,materia” in douq. Interesant & in nici una dintre cele daulucrari nu se
vorbete despre cealalt casi cand nu setia nimic despre nici una in momentul scrierii
celeilalte. Este o metad, stiinsifica” promovati prin ,arheologia politicz”. Oricum, felicit
pe S. Bcug-Crisan pentru faptul & ne-a pus la dispozé un material arheologic deosebit,
nereyind si depiseas@ momentul altei teze de doctorat, cea publicdd Doina Ignat.

The book is structured as follows: Preface (p.Ggpgraphical context (p. 9);
History of researches (p. 11-12); Archaeologicaitdbutions (p. 13-42); Cultures
and cultural complexes (p. 43-56); Habitat, econospiritual life (p. 57-66);
Elements of relative and absolute chronology (p68), Conclusions (p. 69-72);
Catalogue of discoveries (p. 73-84); Bibliography&5-92); List of bibliographical
abbreviations (p. 93); Abbreviations used in tgxt 94); Abstract (p. 95-98) and
Addenda (maps, plates) (p. 99-340).

This book is a doctoral thesis which was defendedha “1 Decembrie”
University of Alba lulia and it represents the tesidi the researches undertaken by
the author for more than 10 years. This is theamashy we published in the
Bibliotheca Brukenthatollection, but, unfortunately, | did not reach myrpose:
improving the quality of the book series editedtwyBrukenthal National Museum
| apologize to the reviewers of this doctoral teesiut much of my observations
will harm them.... as well as myself as an editorwideer, this is reality and we
must face it! As a consequence, perhaps the boolldtave been entitledhe
Neolithic and Early Eneolithic of thé&imleului Basin in light of Mrs. Sanda
BACUET CRISAN's researchesThis would explain the unilateral vision it reflect

From a methodological point of view, the book isreotly worked out, even if
its title is never explained throughout the contéior example, the Neolithic
described in the book does not include all thetikedachronology periods of this
age, therefore th&arly Neolithic is absent without any explanation!, while the
Early Eneolithic is not well enough explained asistorical period or defined from
a chronological and cultural point of view). We aamly suppose that the author

113



Acta Terrae Septemcastrensis, XIl, 2013; ISSN 1588317; http://arheologie.ulbsibiu.ro

does not accept this term because she prefers esnotie or because of an
absolutely personal idea, according to which thayBdeolithic is not a part of the
Neolithic. Due to the absence of explanations att#xt, we can believe anything,
except the fact that, on page 69, the Neolithithefresearched area begins with the
l1IB phase of the Staevo-Cri culture. From a methodological point of view, this
approach is quite curious. If an earlier settlememdcated 15 km from the studied
area (which is also defined on subjective geoggbluriteria), we simply ignore it.
This research method is completely atypical.

The absence of clear references to the Early Ndwldannot be explained in
the context in which this period is well represenie the area (see the previous
book review) and is certainly fundamental to theiquizations of the Neolithic,
analyzed by the author. Of course, the author ci#eche articles of Professor
Gheorghe Lazarovici (perhaps because he was a merhtiee doctoral committee
which assisted the thesis defense), but this isaomally visible in the core of the
thesis. However, | believe that our Professor ditl observe the terrSuperior
Neolithic (p. 16) while reading this work. The use of thisiedeepens us into the
mist of ignorance......... could it be our ignor@nc

We have repeatedly expressed our opinion concethiagermEneolithic as
well as about the chronological and cultural momehen we can start talking
about this period. In our opinion, this period lsgwith the Viga G phase which
coincides, for example, with the birth of the Turdalture in Transylvania and of
the Salca-Herpaly culture (the author adds “Oradedhe name of the latter, it in
order to avoid completely agreeing with wsica 1995-1996Luca 2001b Luca
2002h Luca et alii 200). The author cites our opinions, explains the that are
welcomed, but she uses them in a totally diffesantse, without explaining why!
This is a manner of “scientific” explanation thatmore and more frequently used
by an archaeological “school” which considers ftsslystemic”! However, we
should continue analyzing the problems concerrfiegcbntent of the book.

As in the previously reviewed book, the confusiomerothe analyzed
geographical area persists, its limits being exphled according to the author’'s
“interests”.

In most of the cases, the clear references toresltand even entire periods,
according to the existent bibliography and archagiobl materials, are absent and
several times the author prefers using opinionsrdheduring “collegial”
conversations for argumentation. | am sorry toestiaits, especially because | am the
editor of the volume, but | was expecting more iiations, particularly because
the book is a doctoral thesis. For example, frorm Hibliography which we
dedicated to that particular area, the author aesone work Luca et alii 2000,
in the context in which | published many more akibbbth as a single authdryca
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1995-1996 Luca 2001bLuca 2002 and in collaboration with Sever Dumica
(Dumitrascu and Luca 1991Dumitragcu and Luca 1995

I do not understand the hesitations otrez relative chronological framing of
the analyzed cultural phenomena. We have firmlyresged our opinion ihuca
2002hb This book reflects the historiographical confusinaintained by the lack of
systematic researches and the researchers’ vémtypage 52, the author attempts
to have critical, but isolated attitudes, becabgerést of the book is dominated by a
mixture of cultural groups without territorial ohronological limits (Cluj-Cheile
Turzii-Lumea Nod, the Zau group or Oradea Salca-Herpaly). In soases; the
author’s hesitation leads to hilarious attitudesr &xample, she does not observe
the striking similarity between some burials froolot or the Western Plain of
Romania and the burials discovered by her. Not ¢éotian the chronological and
cultural framing of the cultural layers in the sitdhat she has directly researched
(and defined in the manner of Doina Ignat). We haw@ressed our opinion
numerous times — an opinion which, in essencenitay and unchanged for a long
time — about the chronological and cultural relagiof the Neolithic and Eneolithic
within the Romanian interior of the intra-Carpathiarea uca 1995-1996Luca
1996¢ Luca 1997 Luca 1998b Luca 1999 Luca 1999-2000Luca 2001a Luca
2001-2002a Luca 2002¢ Luca 2002 Luca 2003a Luca 2007 Luca 2008 Luca
and Pinter 2001 Luca et alii 2004 Luca et alii 2005 We have analyzed the
phenomena so many times that it is impossible Her duthor not to know about
them. Even if she disagreed with our ideas, shaildhbave mentioned them.
However, she does it implicitly, not explicitly. Fexample, on p. 48 the author tells
us that she does not agree with the fact that siteres, such as Turgalauala
(sic ! — it does not exist) or eiolt are not part of the Cluj-Cheile Turzii-Lumea
Noua cultural complex....... But she does not mention whethis fact has already
been stated somewhere else or not. Therefore, isdge amitting the source.......
Isn’t this plagiarism? However, due to the sweatfgsion in which the author
lives, she makes a statement that proves thetliaal@es not believe in her previous
statement. Thus, on p. 48, she tells us that thg-Q@leile Turzii-Lumea Nou
horizon or the Zau group the “official” variant of the Lumea Nauculture This
way, she admits that since an article publisheti9®8, nothing specific has been
done concerning this culture (Lumea Mpu.. Only new names have been added to
it, but without defining it according to the primyacriteria of science.

And now we will present some aspects concerningltmelas culture. Besides
the works cited above, we have tried to elucidagepiace and role of this culture in
Transylvania and in the surrounding areas, in esaf other articles and books
(Luca 1993 Luca 1994 Luca 1995 Luca 1995a Luca 1995b Luca 1996 Luca
19963 Luca 1996bLuca 1996¢Luca 1996¢ Luca 1996eLuca 1997 Luca 1998
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Luca 1998a Luca 1998-1999Luca 1999b Luca 2000 Luca 2000a Luca 2006
Drasovean and Luca 199Quca and Cosma 1993 uca and Roman 199%uca
and Roman 1999d.uca and Spanu 20QL1uca et alii 2004 Luca et alii 2005, as
well as to prove the fact that the ¥aand — implicitly — the Lumea Naéwulture in
Transylvania precedes this cultural phenomdnazcd 1995-1996aluca 1999a
Luca 2000alLuca2001h Luca20023 Luca2003 Luca2005 Luca et alii 2000a

Actually, | can only deplore the fact that the autkdoes not have knowledge
about these texts referring to the period that*shelies”, because they represent a
significant percentage of everything that has heetten about the intra-Carpathian
area of Romania during the last 20 years. | feglyghat she deliberately deprived
herself of the right to study....... Who knows what Webhave been the outcome if
she had read and cited the texts?

But | was talking about the Turgl@ulture. The researches of the author have
resulted in many materials belonging to this celtuboina Ignat, as well as other
authors, indicated the presence of the culturéénarea. S. 8ueg-Crisan shows it
without the possibility of being contradicted (plL; 62; 70/5; 86/6 etc.), but in the
text — surprise! — she states the following (p.B&icei):potsherds that are similar
to the ones from TurdaEven if these cannot be considered imports (sihBy
determined us to place the beginning of the settterftom Pericei in the Bphase,
possibly towards its endVell, if they are not imports, then they represeidistinct
level of the Turdgculture....... Perhaps! It is difficult to beliettwat they belong to
the Virnta B, phase. | believe that reading the previously maetibtexts would
have been helpful for the author in solving anredgéng problem: the existence or
non-existence of the Turglaulture, under the form of distinct communitias this
part of Romania....... If she had connected thi&eolation to the one form p. 49-50,
where we find out about Lumea Nbimports associated with Turgamaybe we
could have understood what happens in the Neol{thicEneolithic, according to
the author) at the Vi@ B, chronological horizon. And she states the previpusl
guoted idea for Professor Nicolae Ursulescu, amothember of the doctoral
committee, who has a unique theory in our scienaémmunity, which, anyway is
not mentioned by S.#ue-Crisan.

Our following uncertainties are the result of obs®y the author's
uncertainties:

1. She is not sure whether she is studying the samer not (even if it has the
same nameCorau) when discussing about R@®uplac. Finally, she abandons the
theory according to which there are two differatess but the way she does it only
raises new questions. Trying to write about theahgroups of archaeologists who
researched the site - this is not a detail of @deto us, but it proves the fact that
there is much documentation that the author didhaet access to and, therefore,
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she did not reach her purpose expressed on heGambition of the researchers’
from the Museum (Zal) to exhaustively research (sic!) a small partraf county
the author only creates more confusion by intragm¢hecounterpart from &gj
(p. 11) in the same place where she mentions thge foom Cluj and Bihor!

2. On p. 6, the same author tells us that the sitese more or less
systematically researched, but on p. 13 we findtloat at Catu only a surface of
800 nf out of 50.000 rfwas excavated, this being the most serious reseanoing
the four discussed in this book. Moreover, the auttrites that this research is not
enough for the issuance of construction permitusTtwe ask: is this research
enough for an exhaustive publication — as the awgtades in the introduction — of
an area, no matter how small it is?

3. The hesitating expressions used when analyziatiggaphy are the result of
the superficial consolidation of the basic scientiknowledge. The habitat is
constantly confused with architecture (startinghwit 18) and, as a result, the
elements of architecture are superficially discdsSémilarly, the embarrassirige
installationsexpression terminologically replaces the “humbleatths and ovens.

On p. 14 we find out that some ditches discoveradng the excavations
represent a simple palisade — but the author doésmention anything about
possible postholes (the palisade is an elemengfeindive architecture; the fence is
a civil enclosure and the ditch — as in this cadeas the purpose of removing
excessive water around houses)! On p. 15 we reddhb existence of two houses
was indicated by foundation marks and postholesifitahere any living floor /
demolition level?) On the same page, the authosiders it isweird that two
burials intersect....... But how do these intersect?. M; deepens into M.......
What about the terms intersection, anteriority#etc.

4. Other observations that prove the “romanticisrof the author’s
archaeological analysis are:

a) Not analyzing the most well researched setthiérftem the studied area:
Zauan - actually a complex of Neolithic settlements;

b) Not analyzing the settlements from the are8imieu city, although the
necessary means and researches existed, the dogliealo materials being
deposited in museums;

c) Not knowing the fact that the existence of Keplithic in the area was
indicated before Marton Roska (p. 10);

d) Observations such gsidging fromall the discovered materiaf@gvhere
are the statistics, the quantitative and qualiégatimalyses on ceramics, lithic, bone
and antler tools?; where are the materials of preeialists from Bihor or Clujaye
can state that this communif€oriu) evolves constantlyn which interval? When
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you study approximately 1% of an archaeologica, sitis very difficult to assert
such facts!;

e) On p. 43, the author writes abouic@eniHoro without knowing our
study (uca and lercgan 19983;

f) On p. 49, we can read about tteuble directed cultural movement
concerning the arrival of tHeumea Nou group and the supposed cultural exchange
with Transylvania at the same time....... Withth# respect, | draw the author’s the
attention that highways did not exist in prehistory

g) On p. 68, the author mentions data of absalbtenology from Banat,
for cultural phenomena that are not relevant f& skudied area or phenomena.
However, the author uses relative connections Witlnsylvania - for example,
with the Turda culture -, but she refuses to mention the absalata available for
the Turda culture and repeatedly published by usda 2001aluca 2001-2002
Luca 20013 Moreover, S. Bcug-Crisan even had access to thie-line database
which is well known and used by hundreds of Eurapesearchers, and is hosted
by the following page: http://arheologie.ulbsibai(tuca and Suciu 20Q7Due to
the “competitive” spirit in which some graduates reveformed in certain
universities, their eyes are covered with the misgnorance....... If it at least was
their fault!

Finally, | believe that we have discussed enougiuathis work. | must remark
that the archaeological materials deserved a despaysis and that the author —
even if she believes that she is writing a bookuabieolithic and Eneolithic — does
not discuss many aspects concerning this subjectthié early phase of the period,
she needed a reason to publish two books andféhershe divided the “subject”
into two. It is interesting that none of the twooke mentions anything about the
other one, as if nothing was known about one amntbenent of writing the other.
This is a “scientific” method promoted through “pichl archaeology”. Anyway, |
congratulate S. &ug-Crisan for allowing us to see exceptional archaeoldgica
materials, without managing to surpass the momganother doctoral thesis, the
one published by Doina Ignat.
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