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Sabin Adrian LUCA: Sanda BACUET CRISAN, Cultura Starevo-Cri n
DepresiuneaS$imleului [The Staréevo-Cris culture in the Simleului Basin],
Editura Mega, Cluj-Napoca, 2008, 183 pages.
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Structura luctirii este clasi@: Cadrul geografic (p. 7-9); Istoricul cerctlor (p. 10-
12); Economia (p. 27-48); Plastica (p. 49-52); Hetul (p. 53-55); Viga spirituak: (p. 56-
63); Concluzii (p. 64-70); Catalogul descoperirildp. 71-75); Bibliografie (p. 76-83);
Abrevieri (p. 84-85); Summary (p. 86-32)Anexe — brsi, planse (p. 93-183).

Din aceasi scurti insiruire se pot face — deja — unele mici obseiivén primul rand,
noi consided#im necesar ca atunci cand se incep capitole noiastees se fag o dati cu
paginile fira sa (Istoricul cercefrilor, Viaga spirituaki, Concluzii, Bibliografie, Abrevieri,
Summary incep la pagini cugsoConsidedim ai aceasi cerirga minimal: a tehnoredadirii
nu s-a respectat din cauza necggitde a se economisi spa de tipar. Am observat igi
la alte eirfi aceast carernrd motivati — de multe ori — de principii ,estetice”. Acest thde
a privi lucrurile nu este binevenit in domenitiinzei atata timp céat cercetarea este supus
ordinii.

De asemenea, obsé@m o oarecare nesigurad in alocarea spre o zansau alta a
interpretirii si descrierii pentru unele piese arheologice. Acaaltcurge din faptulias-a
creat un capitol separat pentru Plastigi un altul pentru Viaa spirituaki. Chiar si
intercalarea capitolului de Habitat intre cele dwaratz: unul dintre izvoarele nesiguraai.
Autoarea nu s-a hotat care este semnifiga plasticii intre material (ar) si spiritual. Noi
atrageam ateria si in alte ocazii @ tehnologia realiZrii plasticii presupune aptitudini
artistice, dar ,folosina” acesteia nu poate fi rupt— in cele mai multe cazuri — de spiritual.
Credem, Tn consedqify cz desprtirea celor dod capitolesine mai mult de ,principii” greu
de irreles de noi, decét de ritmul unei lddrstiinyifice.

in al treilea rand, constat faptulicdefinirea teritoriati a spaiului geografic studiat
este oarecum curiods oricum nerespectand manualele de geografie.dDuginele mele
cungtinge de geografie gezarea de la Pgrnu prea mai este in depresiungenleului
(Marca fiind mai la sud de Pot) .......... g nu mai vorbim despre faptulidncadrarea
agezirilor Starcevo-Criy din depresiuneaSimleului se face Tn contextul juddui Silaj,
unitate administrativ-teritorial care nu are nici un rol in preistorie ! Acest moe a pune
problema rupe grav imaginea, oglingginsifica a culturii Tn arealul gu nordic, mai ales
pentru @ stim rolul deosebit a cursurilor de @ppentru gispandirea acestei culturi. Tn
consecini, considedim ai cel mai bun mod de abordare a problemei ar fi fadtdupi care
s-ar fi urmirit un curs de ap de la izvor péii la wirsare (ex. Bargu sau Crasna). Dac
motivul realizirii acestei lucari ar fi fost mai puternic decéat acest principiuas fi putut
realiza acest lucru evideind diferit pe hirsi si in repertoriu descoperirile din acest jude
in caz contrar, caracterul de popularizare airgi este mai evidengi pregnant decét cel
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stiingific...... ori, considefm @ autoarea a urnirit tocmai contrariul — evidetierea unei
cercetiri stiingifice. Dar pentru aceasta trebujémijloace corespunioare !

Continuand analiza ludirii constatzim contrastul izbitor intre calitateai cantitatea
cercetirilor arheologice de la Zuan-Dambul Cimitiruluisi siturile care se doresc o
.completare” la aceste cercéti, si anume cele de la Halijd-Dambul Bisericii, Cehei-
Mesig sau PagrCorau (sit a @rui poziie fga de Suplacu de Bado-Cordu nu este nici
pan: astizi lamuritz !; in treacit fie spus pare a fi unyf acelssi sit !, dar orgoliile nu se
lasa, trebuie & avem dreptate cu orice grg s@ nu lwim Tn seamd principiul anterioritafii
unor descoperiri fai de altelesi — in conseciri — a definirii sitului Tn consecid; iardsi
concurepa dintre judge face victime !; pe cand o concurérintre sate sau sizi ? i
defalazm siturile pe gédini si vom avea o imagine tot mai compleasupra descrierii
siturilor arheologice). Ideile gguboase de acest fel afiats mentalitatea cercétorului
legat direct de o institie micro-regionat nu se poate rupe de contextul ,geografiei”
administrative, fapt care creeazconfuziesi nedumerire. Astfel & judegele sau chiar
comunele ,creea?’ culturi, faciesuri, grupuri culturale etc., iar@rcetitorului 1i este gor
sa creeze confuzii pentru g-satisface orgoliul din jurul propriului birou. Agasta este
,=arheologia politica”, un nou gen al cercétii istorice dezvoltat ,sistemic” in ultima
vreme. Din pcate,si cercetitori consacra se zbat — mai nou — pentru promovarea acestei
noi ramuri agtiingelor, bazandu-se pe puterea numérecgrupului, pe presiunile politicg
pe promovarea nead@wlui ca o conseci fireasei a dezordiniisi neputirrei din
societatea ce-i inconjodr Din fericire, istoria adedrata are cu totul alte dimensiuni, iar
cercetitorul de calitate nu se opgee cu promovarea modelelor doar la timpul propriei
vieri!

In continuarea ideilor anterioare, vedernd gi materialul ilustrativ araéi disproporia
intre cercetarea cantitativsi calitativa intre situri. Deci cercétrile arheologice asupra
culturii Starcevo-Cris din acest judesunt de abia la Thceput. Pentru situl de lauzn-
Dambul Cimitirului sunt alocate un nuin de 39 plage (iIn mare parte materiale
arheologice deja cunoscute), in timp ce pentru lak& trei situri (Halmzjd-Dambul
Bisericii, Cehei-Mesigi Pors-Coraqu) alte 46 plage. Diferenierea calitativi a cercedrilor
se vede izbitogi atunci cand analizm planurile ataate Ziuan-Dambul Cimitirului (plaga
5-6); Halmijd-Dambul Bisericii (plagele 42-43), Cehei-Mesig (plgele 48-49)si Port-
Corau (plarsele 55-57, 59-62). Trebui& sitragem atefia asupra necesitii sapaturilor in
suprafge de cercetare @an), mai ales pentru cultura analizatAcest tip de cercetare se
putea abordgi Tn cazul sitului de la Pgr Rezultatele sunt conving ar fi fost altele, mai
ales @ aici sunt reprezentatg alte culturi preistorice.

In ceea ce privge calitatea materialului grafic (mai ales in cazéramicii), remarc
schematismul excesiv al acesteia, faptil T cultura Statevo-Crii majoritatea
fragmentelor ceramice — mai ales la anumite catiéger pastreaz un miez, de ait
consisteni si culoare. Aceast realitate este nereprezeniagrafic de autoare. Mai apoi,
unele fragmente ceramice (pkan77/3; 81/5-6; 83/1) nu par a ap@me orizontului cultural
cercetat.$i pentru @ a venit vorba de cercetare, incadrarea cronolagjt culturald a
siturilor si materialelor arheologice este aproximatiyi se refefi doar la staiuni de pe o
arie de 30 de km spre vest (ngeirg de ce ngi spre est — de exemplu !z 8u mai vorbim
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de apariia unor ,licenze” cum ar fi ornamentul de tip ,ghearde pisi@” (p. 69), oricum
rar — dupz opinia autoarei —, dar, mai ales, unic — dugungtingele mele — in terminologia
romaneasg de specialitate. Autoarea ,obseivunele caracteristici care au o influgdin
incadrarea relativi, pe baza tipologiei, cum ar fi faptufi da Pors barbotina stropii este
frecvent (in ce procent, @intreba ?), iar la Zuan este ,stropid si mai ales organizat’

(in care dintre niveluri ?; Tn ce mod ? in ce prote?), un element foarte bun de
datare.............. (p. 69). Nauni se arafi, in cel mai bun caz,acmetoda de cercetare
aplicatz este aproximativsi — cel mai grav — arat o suficiena stiingifica prematuti.

Mai avem o observee legati de folosirea unor termeni. Daderminologia referitoare
la industria materiilor dure animale (care tind& se generalizeze) sau cea de industria
pietrei cioplitesi slefuite (deja generaliza) este uzual, cea de ,industria textl” (p. 47-
48) in preistorie trebuie privit— totwi — cu circumspete......... cum, dealtfel, eu privesc tot
asa si terminologia dug care vetrelesi cuptoarele sunt ,instalai de foc”. Ay fi curios si
constat cum funimoneaz o astfel de ,instalde” — care ar trebui g fie compug din mai
multe piese comune asamblate pentru o utilitatel datu mijloacele date de preistoria
neoliticz, de exemplu$i aceasé observaie arat: neinelegerea eseai cercedrii siturilor
preistorice, de la metoda de cercetare ditgectegati de sit, pad la prelucrarea
materialului arheologic sau cercetarea de birou daiblioteai. Neinelegerea conceptelor
sau abordare superficidla acestora face ca ialmaseala i domneasg peste sistemul de
prelucrare a datelosi de interpretare a acestora. Astfel se nate dorirya de a aduce ceva
nousi spectaculosdra a argumenta acest lucru in consedgin. ...si se nate ,nouascoak”
de cercetare cu forme spectaculoase, da# fondul ginatos al argumentéei de calitate.
Stiinfa devine — in consegih— o bagatet la indemana oricui.... Oricingtie si caute pe
calculatorsi stipanete metoda ,copy past” gpanete adevirul ! Va dorim succesi peste
cateva zeci de ani !

Bibliografia folositi de autoare refledt aria restrang a sferei de preocujpi
geografice, dargsi metodologice propuse. Nu afh mare lucru despre ncadrarea
cronologiai si culturalé a descoperirilor, despre cronologia acestora, desprhitectur:
sau cult (un tip de abordare superior ar fi necestupi ce gezarea de la Zuan a fost
publicat intr-o lungi serie de luciri de Gheorghe Lazarovici, citate — de altfel — in
lucrare, dar neutilizate corespudinr). Nu ne dm seama care este sistemul cronolagjic
cultural folosit, care sunt argumentele pentru aftentercefiri sau care este cronologia
absoluti a acestora. Lucrareaagmane — in conseqih — cegsi-a propus § fie, o carte de
buzunar cu scop de popularizare, dar realizati un limbaj inaccesibil tocmai publicului
cdruia i se adreseai

Imaginea care se formeazdup: ce citim lucrarea este una de material adunat,
necercetat corespuiitor si folosit dupi bunul plac. Abordarea micro-zorakr arata o
dezvoltare a complexului cultural Stavo-Cris, pe un areal limitat geografic, sub forma
unui facies micro-regional, fapt ce nu se potsteecu realitizile perioadei.

Considetim, n final, @ aceasi carte ar fi fost publicabd sub forma unui articol, greu
de digerat — este dreptsi-sub forma aceasta.
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The structure of the work is classical: Geograghiocatext (p. 7-9); History of
researches (p. 10-12); Economy (p. 27-48); Plasti(p. 49-52); Habitat (p. 53-55);
Spiritual life (p. 56-63); Conclusions (p. 64-7@atalogue of discoveries (p. 71-
75); Bibliography (p. 76-83); Abbreviations (p. 88); Summary (p. 86-92) and
Addenda — maps, plates (p. 93-183).

This short enumeration already allows us to makeessmall observations.
Firstly, we consider that each new chapter shoelgiroon an odd page (chapters
such as History of researches, Spiritual life, Conclusion8ibliography,
Abbreviations, Summarpegin on even pages). We believe that this minimal
requirement of copy editing was neglected due ®rtacessity of saving space.
However, it is not the first time when | notice bug page numbering in scientific
books. Many times, there are “esthetic” reasonsinielthis choice, but this
perspective is not adequate in the domain of sei@sdong as research is based on
order.

Also, we can notice some uncertainty in the intetation and description of
some archaeological materials, due to the fact ttmatauthor created a separate
chapter forPlastic artand another one f@piritual life. Moreover, the insertion of
the chapteHabitat between them confirms this uncertainty. To be nypecific,
the author has not decided yet on the place ofiplag between material (art) and
spiritual. We have already emphasized the fact that technology which is
necessary for creating such kind of plastic aitaats involves artistic skills, but, in
most of the cases, its “use” cannot be separated the spiritual. Therefore, we
believe that the separation of these two chaptsramore likely related to
“principles” that are difficult for us to understthan to the rhythm of a scientific
work.

Thirdly, | notice the fact that the territorial deltation of the researched
geographical area is somewhat curious and doesraspiect the principles of
geography manuals. According to my little knowleddegeography, the settlement
of Pot is not actually located in tHgmleului Basin (Marca village is located to the
south of Pat)........ Not to mention the fact that the framiofjthe Statevo-Cri
settlements from th&imleului Basin is done in the context ofil§ County, an
administrative-territorial unit that did not havayarole in prehistory! Such an
approach severely distorts the scientific imagehef Statevo-Cri culture in its
northern area, especially when knowing the impadanf watercourses in the
spread of this culture. Thus, we consider thatdul have been better to approach
this problem by following a watercourse from itsrisg until its mouth (for
example, Barau or Crasna). If the reason of writing this workswgronger than the
principle behind territorial delimitation, the d@eeries from this county would be
marked and emphasized differently on the maps,alisas in the repertoire. On the
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contrary, the book’s purpose of popularizationtiersyer and more obvious than its
scientific purpose........ And we consider that tngthor intended exactly the
contrary — emphasizing a scientific research. Hawein order to achieve this,
adequate means are needed!

Continuing the analysis of this work, we observe skriking contrast between
the quality and quantity of the archaeological aeskees undertaken atadan-
Dambul Cimitirului and at the sites which are intended to “completegse
researches, such as the ones from Higkdambul Bisericij CeheiMesigor Por-
Corau (the position of this site in relation to Suplacel Baréu-Corau is still not
clarified!; they seem to be one and the same dimAhever, vanity is stronger, we
must be right and, therefore, we ignore that soiseosdleries are previous to other,
affecting their interpretation; the competition Wweén counties makes victims
again!; soon we will witness a competition betwedlages and streets! let's just
divide the sites in gardens and we will certaindyé a more complete image over
the archaeological sites). Such dangerous idea® phe fact that the mentality of a
researcher who is connected to a micro-regiondltutisn cannot be separated
from the context of administrative “geography”, wiiileads to confusion and
disorientation. Thus, counties or even villageséate” cultures, facieses, cultural
groups etc., and it is easy for the researcherdate confusion in order to satisfy
the vanity around his/her office.

This is the so-called “political archaeology”, aangy/pe of historical research
that has been “systematically” developed lately.fddanately, acknowledged
researchers also promote this new branch of tlenses, based on the numerical
strength of the group, the political pressures @mgbromoting untruth as a natural
consequence of the disorder and incapacity thatirddes the society which
surrounds them. Fortunately, real history has lipotifferent dimensions, and the
real researcher does not promote models only dhigffetime.

Continuing the previous ideas, we notice that thustrations also reflect the
disproportion between the quantitative and qualiatresearch of the sites.
Therefore, the archaeological researches in thistgaconcerning the Stgevo-Cri
culture are just at the beginning. The site @iahDambul Cimitirului has 39
plates (presenting archaeological materials thatawstly known), while the other
three sites (Hal#d-Dambul Bisericij CeheiMesig and Por-Corgu) have 46
plates. The qualitative differentiation of the r@sdes is also extremely visible
when we analyze the plans belonging to these sit&sianDambul Cimitirului
(plates 5-6);Halmajd-Dambul Bisericii(plates 42-43), Cehditesig (plates 48-49)
and Por-Corau (plates 55-57, 59-62) sites. We must emphasizengoessity of
area excavations gdan), especially in the case of the analyzed ailfTinis type of
research could have been used at the site af Pam convinced that the results
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would have been different, especially becausesitésalso preserves archaeological
materials belonging to other prehistoric cultures.

As far as the quality of illustrations is concern@specially in the case of
ceramics), | remark the fact that they are excegsischematic. In the Stavo-
Cris culture, the majority of potsherds — especiallstaia categories — have a core
of different consistency and colour. This aspectasgraphically represented by the
author. Furthermore, some potsherds (plates 77/&-& 83/1) do not seem to
belong to the researched cultural horizon. And bseawe are talking about
research, the chronological and cultural framingtle# sites and archaeological
materials is approximate and only refers to sites are located in an area of 30 km
towards the west (I do not understand why not tdaéne east, too — for example!).

Not to mention the fact that the text contains stlivensed” terms, such as the
so-called “cat claw” ornament (p. 69) which is rar the opinion of the author —,
but especially unique — according to my knowledgein-the Romanian
archaeological terminology. The author also “obsgtvsome characteristics of
pottery which have influence on relative framingséd on typology, such asat
Pory the spattered barbotine is frequémt what percentage?, | would aslhile at
Zauanit is “spattered and especially organizedih which layers?; in what way?;
in what percentage?jepresenting a very good element for dating.(p...69). In
our opinion, the applied research method is apprate and, what is more, it
proves a premature scientific sufficiency.

We also have another observation concerning tetoggo If terms such as
hard animal material industry (which tends to gahee) or chipped and ground
stone tool industry (already generalized) are nawstamary, the term “textile
industry” (p. 47-48) must be used with caution whefierring to prehistory, as well
as the term “fire installation” used for hearthglavens. | would be curious to see
how such an “installation” works — which should cemposed of several common
pieces assembled for a certain utility — with theilable means of Neolithic, for
example. This observation also proves that thenessef researching prehistoric
sites is misunderstood, starting with the direseegch method, connected to the
site, and continuing with the processing of arckagical materials or the office and
library research. Due to the misunderstanding afcepts or their superficial
approach, the system of data processing and ietetpn is chaotic. Thus, the
desire of bringing something new and spectaculabdm, without the proper
argumentation...... And this is how the “new school” rekearch is born, with
spectacular forms, but without the practice of adyguality argumentation......
Consequently, science becomes a trifle at anyohaisl.... Anybody who can
search something on the computer and masters tmy-fgaste” method, masters
the truth! We wish you luck in the future!
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The bibliography used by the author reflects heritéd geographical and
methodological area of interest. We do not find imutch about the chronological
and cultural framing of the discoveries, their e¢lology, about architecture or cult
(although a superior approach would be necessteytak settlement ofaian was
published in a long series of works by Gheorgheakt@azci — which are quoted
within the book, but are not used properly). We nmanunderstand what
chronological and cultural system does the autlser what are her arguments for
certain researches or what is their absolute cloggoAs a consequence, the book
remains what was intended to be — a pocket bool wite purpose of
popularization, but which addresses its publicnnreccessible language.

Reading this work leaves us with the image of gaitheand inadequately
researched archaeological material which is usedrdimg to personal interests.
Due to the author's micro-zonal approach, the ¢8ta-Cri cultural complex
seems to develop on a limited geographical areggeruhe form of a micro-regional
facies, which, of course, does not correspond thigtrealities of the period.

Finally, we consider that this book should haverbeublished as an article
which would be difficult to understand even undettform.
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