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1. Dudeşti Culture 

The most important criterion for the interna! division into periods is the stratigra­
phy established throv gh arcbaeological research. In the present stage of research, w ithout 
denying the existence of more evolution phases of the Dudeşti culture, there are not suffi­
cient stratigraphic al arguments proving the sequence of the three phases postulated by Eugen 
Comşa1• The typological criterion of comparing the pottery from various Dudeşti settle­
ments in order to establish the evolution phases proves useless as the settlement of Cernica 
bas been researched only partially, and several surveys have been conducted at Malul Roşu 
and Fundeni. 

Stratigraphically one can fmd two Dudeşti dwelling layers only in the eponymous 
settlement2, at Radovanu3, and Drăghiceanu4• 

Malul Roşu bas been considered the oldest Dudeşti community in Wallachia follow­
ing the analysis of just a few uncovered pottery fragments, that are the hasis for postul ating 
the phase by the same namel. [t was assigned to the Cleanov-Dudeşti-Kadikioi-Drăghiceanu 
chronological horizon (the first layer)6• The Fundeni phase is defined following the investi­
galion on 1 1 7  pottery fragments, being included in the Dudeşti-Fundeni - Drăghiceanu II­
Verbicioara7. The results of the surveys from Dudeşti, Radovanu or Drăghiceanu, settle­
ments where two Dudeşti layers have been uncovered, are not convincing arguments for the 
existence of the three phases postulated by E. Comşa. The Dudeşti settlement from Cernica8 
is the only location w here a human community defined by the archaeological material found 
in more complexes was uncovered. The incipient stage of research on the Dudeşti culture in 
Wallac hia for the time being does not allow us to conduct an internat division into periods, 
or a correlation with the Dudeşti finds in Oltenia. The only community that in Wallachia 
could be identified by systematic researches is the Dudeşti-Cernica one9• The phases of the 
Dudeşti culture and the entire evolution of this population especially in Wallachia bring 
about confusions caused by the unclear dating (cultural synchronisms, chronology etc.), 
and defming of various characteristics of some stages or phases. Thus, future researches/ 
fmds will have to specify both tbe phases and their internat evolution. 

2.Bolintineanu Culture 

The interna! e volu tion of the Boian c ulture w as divided by E. Comşa into 4 

phases (Bolintineanu, Giuleşti, Giuleşti, V idra and the transition phase)10• Within the 
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same di"visi()n into periods, the Bolintineanu communities were the beginning of the 
Boian Cll]tllJe, th.eref()re its first evolution phase, designated by D. Berciu as Boian 1, 
()f Proto-8oiarr . 1 1 • 

This type ()f division int() periods is based less on clear stratigraphical arguments and 
more ()fi ty]Jological and comparative considerations. 

The str'lltigra.plty was revealed through archaeological researches in the settlements 
()f Aldeni-Gllrguiu l  Balaurului12 ,  Gălăţui-Movila Berzei13, and Cernica1\ where the 
Bolintilleanu layer overlaps the Giuleşti one. 

The typol<Jgical and comparative method used by E. Comşa was carried out on pottery 
fmm cha11.ce fmds, smveys, and less on material coming from systematic researches. 

The stratigraplty of the Bolintineanu settlements researched up to the present day is 
made up of a. single dwelling layer. This finding corroborated to the different evolution 
stage in cert3n Bolintineanu settlements allows us to state the hypothesis of some succes­
sive pop11lation penetrations from Anatolia. 

The arcltae<J)()gical researches conducted in 1980-2000 in the settlements of Gălăţui­
Movila Betzei, Lunea-La grădini, Piscul Crăsani or Grădiştea Coslogeni revealed clear 
differences, th.at carmot be explained but by a certain evolution of the Bolintineanu commu­
nities. Eve11 E. Comşa used to remark and postulate different evolution stages for the 
Bolintillear1u communities. The settlements of Bucureşti-Floreasca or Grădiştea Ulmilor 
are C()nsiclered to date from the beginning of the phase, unlike the settlement of Radovanu 
II which is subsequ.ent to the classica/ stage15, and classified as end Bolintineanu. Also the 
Căjelu stage 15 belongs the last evolution stage. 

l. The rettlements that were probably formed following the penetration of the first 
Bolilltilleanucornrnunities were identified through the archaeological researches at Gălăţui­
Movila Berzei, Bucureşti-Floreasca, Ciocăneşti-Grădiştea Ulrnilor. Following the study of 
archaeol<Jgica.l materia.ls (pottery fragments with a lot of dust and Dudeşti-Cemica type 
decoration) uncovered in these locations, we propose as work hypothesis the founding of 
the fJ.rst Bo lintineanu settlements, by the penetration of the population wave that entailed 
also the last Dudeşti-Cemica communities. 

2. Most settlements resulted from the second Bolintineanu population penetration. 
Of this seri.es of settlements with classical Bolintineanu material, significant are the re­
searches at Aldeni-Gurguiul Balaurului and Lunea-La grădini. 

3. The evolu.tion of the Bolintineanu communities ends with the horizon of settle­
ments at Piscul Crăsani, Copuzu-Deluş, Coroteni, Grădiştea Coslogeni and Rdovanu Il. In 
this last stage, the Bolintineanu communities reach lalomiţa to the east (Piscul Crăsani, 
Copuzu-Suvita Mică), and to the north-east Siret (Coroteni). The archaeological researches 
at Gălătui-Movila Berzei, Lunea-La grădini, Piscul Crăsani, as well as other Bolintineanu 
settlements proved the existence of more evolution stages characterized also by their 
own featu.res, greatly influenced by the contacts with various cultures. 
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Interesting s.eem tbe stratipaphic observations pointing to the Dudeşti-Cemica 
dwelling layers as overla.p pe<l by <lwelling layers belonging to the Bolintineanu com­
munities, found in a final ev<llution sta.ge,  as proved by the finds in the settlements of 
Radovanu 111 7, lpoteşti18, Cor<lteni19 , and Căscioarele20• At the same time we remark 
the author's account on tbe arcltae()logical researches at Cemica21 or Grădiştea Ulrnilor2 
regarding tlle identica! perirneter of the e arly Bolintineanu settlements and Dudeşti­
Cemica (!).  Even E. Ct>mşa. ma.intains. in a study that the Dudeşti-Cemica communities 
might be contemporary, in v arLt>as zones , with the beginnings of the Bolintineanu 
phase23• 

For the wbole period of ilie de"elope<l Neolithic at the Lower Danube we find a slow 
and progressive colrJn isatiorz, as J .  Lichar<lus remarked. 

Intercultural Relati()n.s. 
Relatiooship� lleb\'eeo the "B()Ii11tineanu and Boian-Giuleşti Communities 

The archaeologLcal fmds frorn tlle setllements of Piscul Crăsani, Coroteni, V adu Soreşti, 
Suditi revealed linear pottery influen.ces of the early Zeliezovce type, but above ali the 
presence of the Greaca t)'pe B t>ian-Gi11leşti communities in the late Bolintineanu settle­
ments on IalomiJa, Buz:ău or Siret. 

As regards the chronologic al rel ati()ns between the late Bolintineanu and Giuleşti­
Greaca communities , the finds in the C()mplexes at Piscul Crăsani, Coroteni and Căscioarele 
confum the partial C<lntemporaneity of these two communities. Benefiting from common 
roots, these two cornmunities coe x isted in certain enclaves in the eastem zone of the 
Bolintineanu are a, an archaeolo gical reality proved by the pottery finds in the settlements of 
CorotenF5 , Suditi26• Vadu S()reşti27 , an<! Piscul Crăsani28• We remark the discovery in ali the 
Bolintineanu settlements with Bt>ian-Giuleşti elements of the linear pottery culture with 
musical note ends.. 

This Bolintine anu-Giuleşti-••Greaca" -Zeliezovce cultural synchronism has important 
consequences on the f()mtation process of some communities on the brink of the developed 
Neolithic in the Lower Danabe area. 

Linear Pottery Influences 

Not by chance, the settlernents on lalomita (Piscul Crăsani, Copuzu-Suviţa Mică) are 
the only ones fitted witll defence ditches, which must mark the eastem birder of the 
Bolintineanu communities. The linear pottery influences have been identified also on the 
pottery in the settlements t>f Coroteni (an Siret), Sudiţi, Cemica, Aldeni-Gurguiul Balaurului, 
Piscul Crăsani. 

The archaeological researches and studies conducted lately have brought new argu­
ments in favour of the importance of ilie linear factor in the evolution of the Bolintineanu 
communities. Thus, tlle occurrence ()f f()rtification elernents in the defence ditches of 
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tlle settlerne11ts. in the eastern area (Piscul Crăsani and Copuzu), as well as the uncov 
ering of C>bsidLan tools (Aldeni and Piscul Crăsani), characteristic of the linear potte 
bearers, ca� be assigned to the penetration of these tribes from northem Moldavia, bu 
also s o11th- ea�tern Transylvania. The influence of the late linear pottery with music 
note en.ds is more important in the east of the spread area of the Bolintineanu commu 
nities, by tlte fmds from Coroteni, Aldeni-Gurguiul Balaurului and Piscul Crăsani. O 
certa.in p()ttery fr41gments, the comers of the meanders or angles incised with groove 
or e"ell isC>sceles triangles with the tips downwards, stylisation of musical note ends 

Vladimir Durnitrescu noticed the synchronism of the Bolintineanu communitie 
e"olllticm 'VIitil a late stage of the linear culture with musical notes, but not with it 
end29_ 

The i111luences of the Vinca eul ture, phase B 1 - B2 are found in the eastem zone o 
tlle Bolintillemll spread area (Coroteni, Piscul Crăsani), where they coincide, not by chance 
with tlle occurrence of the linear pottery, but also on Mostiştea (Lunea-La grădini). Next t 
th.e "influe!lces" of tlte Dudeşti-Cemica culture, we do not exclude a direct contact on th 
D anube line be1wee11 the Bolintineanu communities and the Vinca B2 ones. Paradoxically 
tlle Vrnca <>marnents in the Bolintineanu pottery occur more often in the eastem part of th 
spread area_ The Vinca elements (the pottery decoration under the form of dotted bands, th 
srnall day pl a1e 3Ild the triangular mask of the Piscul Crăsani statuette, the vessel bottom 
w ith gr<>UJJS of incised signs from Lunea-La grădini, etc.) were probably "carried" to th 
east of  the Bolintineanu spread area by the late linear pottery tribes. The Bolintinean 
pottery fragrnents uncovered in the settlements of Vădastra 1, hypothetically should b 
chronolo g ica.lly JJaralleled with Vine a B 1 .  On the basis of the archaeological researches · 
TransylvaJlia, Gh. Lazarovici synchronises the "notenkopf' phenomenon with Dudeşti 1 
(Fundeni). Bolintineanu, Vădastra 1 and Vinca B2. The latest researches in the field o 
relative and absolute chronology determined F. Draşoveanu to draw a parallel between th 
evolution <>f the Vinca C phase and the Bolintineanu, Vădastra 1, Hamangia 1 phases take 
into accollllt the ex.istence of some "regional differences"30• Without denying the impar 
tance of the V!I1ca C cornmunities in the Danubian developed Neolithic, we consider tha 
the archaeological fmds in Wallachia, even corroborated with those in Transylvania for th 
tirne l>eing do !lot allow us to date the Bolintineanu communities but after the beginning o , 
the Vinca lJ 1 p1lase31 • 

· 

Vădastra Links 

In tlte Bolintineanu area we found also Vădastra 1 influences, both in the westem 
zone (the Argeş and Vedea rivers) and as regards the oldest Bolintineanu settlement situated 
on the west bank of Gălătui Lake, clase to the Danube. The Vădastra influences on the 
Bolintineanu communities were identified also on the pottery in the settlement at Cemica. 

The B olintineanu finds in the Vădastra 1 environment (the settlements of Slatina, 
Piatra Olt, Cruşovu, Vădastra-Măgura Fetelor, Măgura Cişmelei) prove the existing 
links betwee11 the two communities. These relationships continued to the end of the 
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evolu tion of tl!e Boli11tine�llll cC>mmuni ties. Then close contacts w ith the V ădastra 
populatio11 'V/ere found �y lhe fmds in the final Bolintineanu settlement at Radovanu 
1 132. 

The penetration Erom th.e S()lltlt must have tak.en place through Oltenia and Wallachia. 
These south.em wave> a-e mar:ked al:so by the Bolintineanu settlements uncovered in 
Bu lgaria at M alak P're:sla.vet, Dol>rici and Durankulak, or in the basin of Rusenski 
Lom. 

Cultural Linl\s aRd s,11tlleses with Hamangia-Golovita . 

Along the Lower Danube, the arcl!aeological researches between Călăraşi and the Pon­
tic seaside revea.led a Cllltwal asf)ect made up of a mixture between the late Bolintineanu 
cornmunities and the H2111.aJI!ia.-GoloviJa. ones. The archaeological excavations conducted at 
Grădiştea Coslogeni33 loo t() tll.e identification of three Neolithic dwelling layers. Another 
Bolintineanu-Harnangia s:ynth.esis settlement was researched by Bulgarian archaeologists to 
lhe south oftlJ.e Danube, in a l�goon close to the Black Sea at Durankulak (Blatnica phase)34• 

An Îmf)()rtant corn ponent, 11ot sC> much of the genesis, but especially of the evolution of 
lhe Bolintinean11 cornmunities was tll.e Hamangia culture. During the Golovita phase, the 
Hamangia p<lpulation lllt!St have pas sed to the north of the Danube. There it founded a few 
settlements a.long the Borcea arm The most representative of them is the settlement of Grădiştea 
Coslogeni, art origina.l s}Tlthesis between the Hamangia-Golovita majority and the Bolintineanu 
minority. We remark also � certaill part of the inventory of the graves in the cemetery of 
Cemica with sure Haman11ia. inftuences 35• In Dobrudja the Bolintineanu pottery fmds in the 
Hamangia settlements at HinC>va, Cernavodă, Baia Hamangia and Goloviţa are known. 

The importance o f  the Hama.ngia elements for the origin and evolution of the 
Bolintineanll comrnunities was pr()ved a.lso by the results of the anthropological analyses in  
lhe Cemica cemetery, wh.ich shed li{lllt on the main southem component of the east-Medi­
terranean type. 

Taking into account tllese reeval11ations and considerations we think that the further 
use of th.e CC>ncept of  Bolintineanu phase, as the first stage of the Boian cu/ture is not 
advisable. The present stage of the arch.aeological research of the Bolintineanu communi­
ties allows us to put forwa:rd a new hypothesis that defines it as a linking culture, a natural 
consequence of the char�cteristic of its formation, spread and evolution area. 

The archaeological flnds in soutll.em Romania and north-eastem Bulgaria prove the 
existence of culturally related comrnunities that had clase links. Thus, along the Danube, 
Bulgarian archaeologists fC>llnd acltronological synchronism between Bolintineanu, Dudeşti­
Cemica and V ădastra 1, considering that the settlements in  north-eastem Bulgaria are older 
than those in south-eastem Wallachi�. This hypothesis is supported by the systematic re­
searches conducted at Hotnica36, but especially the archaeological excavations conducted 
by V. Popov in the Rusenski Lom basin37• 
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llelatio11ships with Anatolia 

C()llsidering the researches of !ater years conducted in westem Anatolia , these ob 
servati()Il.S an the C()mmunities in north-eastem Bulgaria dated to the developed Neolithi 
deserve tlte entire attentian. Thus, at Illipinar (layer V), Toptepe (V), Yarimburgaz ("0") th 
archaeological researches identified in the same layer Dudeşti-Cemica, (?) Harnangi 
and B o lintinea.nu, Karanovo III and Vinca B pottery38• 

3.Boian-Gillleşti Communities 

The Boia.n Clllture was frrst divided into periods intemally by D. Berciu in 1935, whe 
on the l>a.sis afthe archaeolagical excavations at Tangâru, who postulated the Boian 1 phas 
which lte subdivided into three sub-phases: Ia, lb and lc39• After E. Comşa has divided th 
Boian-Giuleşti evolution into two stages (Greaca and Aldeni)40, D. Berciu resumes the issu 
of the division into periods; synchronising the Giuleşti phase with the Boian 1141• 

The stratigraphy of the settlements researched by systematic archaeological excava 
tions and ilie spread area of the Giuleşti communities prove more the successive populati o 
penetraJi()ns than a praper evolution within the sarne Boian-Giuleşti settlements. All th 
Boian-Gi11leşti settlements frorn the frrst penetration stage (Greaca) in northem Danub 
have a siii�le layer. The only Boian-Giuleşti settlernents with more than one dwelling ar 
Ciulnita42 and Gălă.ţui ••Movila Berzei"43, for Wallachia lsaccea "Suhat"44, for the easte 
border and Piatra-Sat .. Vadul Codrii'"'5, for the westem border of the spread area. 

E"olution 

The settlernents frorn the beginning of the frrst penetration stage of the Boian-Giuleş · 
comrnunities were researched at Greaca, Budeşti, Bogata 1 and II, Gălăţui "Movila Berzei' 
(layer IIVl) ,  Rasa, Siliştea ··conac", Baldoveşti, Brăiliţa, Lişcoteanca "Movila din Baltă", 
Călăraşi • 'Măgureni", Grădiştea Roseţi, Ulmu ''La Cararnan", Bora. 

Frorn the second evolution stage were researched by systematic excavations the settle 
ments of Alexandria, Aldeni, Giuleşti "Sârbi", Ciulniţa, Gălăţui "Movila Berzei" (III/2) 
Lişcoteanca, Isaccea "Suhat". The end of this period is marked by the settlements of Gălăţu' 
(111/2), Ciulnita, Lişcoteanca or Isaccea. 

The systernatic researches in the last dwelling layer revealed a proper evolution o 
these settlements, due to a profound change of the habitat type. The previous layer of half 
sunken dwellings and huts was replaced with surface dwellings, some of them with plat­
forms, as certain .concems with land planning ha ve been remarked. 

Following the archaeological researches in north-eastem Romanian Plain, the Gala · 
and Brăila specialists noticed a continuation in the evolution of the Boian-Giuleşti comrnu­
nities up ta the chranological layer of the Boiari-Vidra46• 
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Intercultural R.elations 

During this developed Ne()litltic period, the researches revealed a dynamics of the 
links betwee11 variou s ltuman <:()mmunities. Thus, in the settlements from the first Boian­
Giuleşti stage in the Rornmiu Fla.in uncovered at Chitila, Sudiţi, Greaca, Baldovineşti, 
Brăiliţa and Siliştea "Conac" influe11ces of the Zeliezovce type linear pottery culture were 
found. These frnds ue not C<)llfrned to the territory of the Romanian Plain, as they were 
found also 2t Vadu Screşti, Corcteni-Cetăţuia. 

The S()uthem elerne11ts ()[ tlle Ka.ranovo III - IV type were identified in the settlement 
of Siliştea "C()nac"47 p and ()th.eJ material with Dudeşti type decoration in the Boian-Giuleşti 
settlements of Greaca, R2Sa, Gălătu.i "Movila Berzei" (III/1 )48• 

The Hamangia lnfluences were detected in the settlements of Bogata49, Ciulniţa 
(Hamangia lib)so and Isa.ccea (Harnmgia lll)5 1 •  In Dobrudja the Boian-Giuleşti imports in 
the Hamangia settlements ()f Hârşcva, Cemavodă or Hinog52 are known. 

Links with Precucuteni 

The cultural linls with this j)()pulation were found in all the evolution stages, from 
the active mle of the B()ian-Gi11leşti C()mmunities in the Precucuteni formation until the end 
of this civilization53. [n th.e R()manian Plain, the frrst Precucuteni II imports in a Giuleşti 
settlement were uncovered at Tmgâru. At Gălăţui-Movila Berzei (111/2) they uncovered a 
few tens of pcttery fragments in the "shrine-dwelling" in the fmal Boian-Giuleşti layer, 
decorated with shields of tlle Precucuteni II type. Links between the Boian-Giuleşti and 
Precucuteni II commllllities were proved in Bărăgan, by the fmds in the Boian-Giuleşti of 
Ciulniţa55• 

On the Precucuteni I md II imports uncovered at Iclod I-II the evolution of the Boian 
culture (including the Boim-Gillleşti communities) was parallel to the Vinca C phase56• 

A few pottery fragments in tlte Boian-Giuleşti settlement of Coroteni-Cetăţuia and 
Giuleşti-Sârbi are decorated with dotted bands of Vmca tradition. 

4. Relative Chronology 

The relative chronclogy of tlle developed Neolithic populations confrrms J. Lichardus' 
theory of slow propagation and progressive spreading of Anatolian elements towards south­
eastem Europe57• 

The cultural synchronism between the Balkan Peninsula population and the Anatolia 
ones were analysed and established by R. W. Ehrich58, K. Gallis59, and H. Parzinger60• The 
researches co11ducted by M .  Ozdogan61, who knows well the west-Anatolian archaeological 
realities gives to H. Parzinger's chronology a solid archaeological foundation. Thus, the 
linear pottery culture settlements, Dudeşti, Vine a, Precucuteni, Bolintineanu, Hamangia or 
Boian-Giuleşti are ordered md included in the chronological horizons 4-5 alb together with 

49 
www.cimec.ro / www.mdjcalarasi.ro



the settlements ()f :some culturally contemporary populations in Bulgaria (Karanovo, 
Dur3.111111Clk:., Sborymovo-Ginina Mogila, Usoe, Kalojanovec, Nova Zagora, Hotnica, 
S amov()dene, Breaica, Ezero), Greece (Sitagroi, Dikili Tash), Anatolia (Roca Ceşme, Can 
Has m, Kumtepe, I lipinar. Y arimburgaz, Toptepe)62• 

Tht chronolorical 11orizon 4 groups the sites of Hoca Ceşme 1, Yarimburgaz "0",' 
llipin.o V, Can Hasaa (3?), with Sitagroi 1 and Karanovo III. To the same horizon belongs 
also ltle lmear potlery culture with the musical notes (Notenkopj) in the settlements of 
Perie11i ii , Glăvăne ştii Vechi B, Târpeşti 1 together with the Dudeşti settlements of Cemica 
1, D11�eşti Il, Dri:tghiceanu ][ and Radovanu 11 1 63• 

1'he horizor� Sa includes for north Danube the settlements of Fărcaşele II A, Leu III, 
V1i.dastra I. Padeil, Cemica ll, Radovanu 112, Aldeni l a, chronologically included in the 
lhlgarian :sites of U�oe 1, Ezero III, Nova Zagora 1, Hotnica 1, Samodovene I64• 

The horizon J b orders the settlements of Tărtăria 2b, Pianul de Jos, Hotărani 1, cruşovu 
1, Vă<i�tra Il, Cernica III. Tangâru II, Aldeni Ib, Lişcoteanca 1, together with Usoe II, 
lCa.loj 3.11ClVec I-III. Karanovo IV, Brenica 1/11, Sitagroi II, Dikili Tsh I, Can Hasan I (?), 
TClptepe II-IV65• 

lrt the case ()f the Dudeşti culture in Wallachia, H. Parzinger does not take into ac­
«:ount the relative cbronology of interna! division into periods proposed by E. Comşa, as the 
�arne ch:ronological horizon 4 includes settlements belonging to the Dudeşti-Cemica phase 
(Cemica 1 and Ra�Clvanu) and Dudeşti-Fundeni (Drăghiceanu II and Dudeşti-Fundeni 
(Drăglliceanu II arid Dude�ti 11)66• 

The Bolintilleanu settlements (Cemica II, Radovanu 112, Aldeni 1 a) are synchronous 
witll V Adastra I an(f the linear pottery culture settlements are grouped by Parzinger into the 
l!ori:zon 5 a67• 

'The Boi an -Giuleşti settlements of Cemica III, Tangâru Il, Aldeni lb, Lişcoteanca 1 
were rertdered parallel to the Vădastra II settlements of Cruşovu 1, Hotărani 1, Vădastra Il, 
contemp()rary with Brenica. [/11 and Karanovo IV (the horizon 5b)58• 

Absolute Cllronology 

The radiocarbCln data have to be corroborated with the relative chronology data and 
the archaeological finds. In the case of the developed Neolithic in Wallachia there is no 
ra.diocarbon data. This unpleasant situation compels us to try an inclusion of the Dudeşti­
Cemica, Bolintineanu and Boian-Giuleşti cultures in the European absolute chronology 
using the radiocarbon data obtained for the settlements of the cultures synchronous with the 
developed N eolithic communities at the Lower Danube. Thus, the chronological interval of 
the emergence and evolution of these populations are marked by the linear pottery cultures 
(Târpeşti 1, Glăvăne�tii Vechi B,  Perieni Il), Precucuteni I-11, Tisza (Hungary), Vinca B2, B/ 
C. C (Banat, Transylvania), Karanovo III, III-IV, Hotnica, Brenica (Bulgaria), Sitagroi III, 
Dikili Tash I-Ii (Greece), Ilipinar VII-X, V, Yarimburgaz 4-5, 1 -3, Hoca Ceşme 1, Toptepe 
II-V (Anatolia). 
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At the s.ame tirne, tb.e radi()CarOOil data confmns the synchronism between the Dudeşti 
culture, phase ri-III (Fă.rcaşu de Sus = 5 200-4900 Cal. B.C.)69, and the linear pottery culture 
(Târpeşti=5300-4950 ca.l. B.C. Y0• pmvecl illso by the archaeological fmds of pottery frag­
ments witb. decoration specific of tl!e lin.ear pottery culture (phase IV - Glăvăneştii Vechi) 
from the settlement o f  Dude�ti (middle p:hase). The relations archaeologically proved be­
tween the Dudeşti-Cemica c ommUIIities illl.d the Vmca B2 ones belong to the same chrono­
logical horiz()n., confinned also by tb.e Cl4 el ating from Liubcova (5240-5000 Cal. Bc ). The 
radiocarbon data of the settlements ofD11deşti-Vmca B (5500-5000 cal. BC) and Dudeşti­
Vinca C (4-940-4700 Ci\L BC) fr()m Oltenia correspond to the Vinca C layers from Banat 
(Hodoni=48904720 CAL � C) or Yugoslavia (4980-47 15  CAL BCf1•  

In Bulgaria, the Yadiocarbon da. ta interpreted by J. Boiadjiev assigns the evolution of 
the Kalojanovec, Hotnica Cllltllres as contemporary to the Karanovo III horizon, in the 
5300-4990 CAL BC interv aJ12. In the settlement of northem Bulgaria at Kacica, the Hotnica 
eul ture layers are dated to 5210- 5000 CAL BC 73, which corresponds to the Dudeşti eul ture 
dating. the final phases of n orth Danube. 

In Greece, the developed Neolithic period in Romania corresponds to the Middle 
Neolithic (54004900 CAL B C) ,  according to J. P. Demoulle74, or the Late Neolithic 1 
(5350-4-850 CAL BC). accoiding to K. Gallis7s, with the layers of Paradimini III, Sitagroi I­
II, Dikili Tasb 1, contemporary w ith Karan.ovo III-IV, Yarimburgaz 1 -3. 

Reservedly, given the lack ofradiocarbon data for the Dudeşti-Cemica, Bolintineanu, 
Boian-Giuleşti settlements, aod their Yesearch stage, we propose a division into periods. 
Thus, the penetration of the Dudeşti-Cernica communities in Wallachia is synchronous 
with the linear pottery in Moldavia (Glăv ăneştii Vechi B, Târpeşti I), and with Vinca B2 
(Liubcova, Fărcaşu de Sus), probably dating from 5200-5000 CAL BC. In the context of 
the relative and absolute chronology, tbe first penetration of the Bolintineanu communities 
must have taken place about 5000 Ci\L BC, the last one, which included the frrst Boian­
Giuleşti communities l ittle before 4850 Cal. BC, when the Karanovo V-Marica horizon 
began76. 
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