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Going with the discovery and specification of the cultural features, at the 
beginning of tbe 60's by professor Alexandru Vulpe, tbe Costişa culture draws tbe 
attention on some problems referring to tbe rising, tbe inner evolution and the 
cultural destiny witbin tbe frame of Middle Bronze Age in Eastern Romania (Vulpe 
1961, 105-122; Vulpe, Zămoşteanu 1962, 309-316). Obviously tbat, in sucb a 
condition tbey also bave appeared some attempts of explaining tbe location of tbe 
Costişa culture, in the frame of tbe cultural manifestations, properly to tbe Bronze 
Age in Eastern Europe. lt was asserted from tbe beginning, based on tbe study of 
the analogies, tbat tbe new cultural group bas been a part of a bigger complex, 
named Bialy-Potik-Komariw2 whicb occupies the nortb of the Bessarabia, tbe 
Western Ukraine and tbe Soutbern Poland So that, tbe Romanian alternative of tbis 
cultural complex, is known from tbat moment under the name of Costişa culture 
that in bis way to soutb, it entered in contact witb tbe earlier manifestation of tbe 
Monteoru culture. Recently, Gb. Dumitroaia bas proposed a new denomination for 
tbe Costişa Culture as tbe Komarov-Costişa Culture (Dumitroaia 2000, 128). 

Up to now, tbe stratigrapby from the Costişa and Borleşti (Neamţ County) 
settlements bas been offering the only reliable data for tbe chronological 
integration of this new type of discoveries. As it is shown by tbe autbor of tbe 
researcbes, tbe Costişa levei was overlapped by a Monteoru Ic2-Ib levei (Vulpe, 
Zămoşteanu 1962, 311-312, 314). In tbis cohdition, it was admitted tbe formerly of 
tbe Costişa culture, on tbe nortbem part of tbe Central Moldavia, in relation witb 
tbe Monteoru culture, as well tbe idea of some possible cultural contacts at tbe 
Costişa-Monteoru Ic4-Ic3 levei. In fact, due to tbe different stages of tbe 
arcbaeological investigations tbe problem of tbe Costişa-Monteoru contacts bas 
been seen at different levels by tbe Romanian researcbers (Vulpe 1961, 121, fig. 9; 
1995, 163-167; Vulpe, Zămoşteanu 1962, 315; Florescu 1970, 51-81; Morintz 
1978, 112-115; Dumitroaia 2000, 156). 

* This paper represents an elaborated fonn of the article planned to be published in 
Arheologia Moldovei XXVI. Here there are introduced the most representative results of 
the 2002-2004 excavations. 
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Till recently, little infonnation was added in the attempt of understanding the 
evolution, the destiny, but especially the cultural relation occurred at the border between 
Early Bronze and Middle Bronze Age and to which the elements of the Costişa-Bialy 
Potik-Komariw, Monteoru, Wietenberg, took part (Florescu 1970, 51-81 ). 

But lately, due to the researches initiated in the Eastem and South Eastem 
Transylvania (Szekely 1970, 71-87; Zaharia 1995, 151-153; Cavruc, 2000, 93-102; 
Cavruc, Dumitroaia, 2000, 131-155) and in the northem part of Central Moldavia 
as at Lunca, Poduri and Siliştea (Dumitroaia 2000, 135-137), it have appeared new 
data referring to the cultural relations in the EBA and MBA of this part of Europe. 

From now on, we are going to refer at some results of a recent research 
initiated by us in an archaeological site belonging to Costişa culture and which 
raises some problems referring to the chronological frame, the cultural relations 
with contemporary and neighbouring manifestations and especially with the 
cultural areas located at longer distances. 

The research place is situated in the northem part of Central Moldavia, at the 
southem extremity of the Cracău-Bistriţa depression and in the hill top area 
between the Siret and Bistriţa rivers (at approximate 12 km from the first water 
way and approximate 1 O km from the second one (PI. I). Moreover, at 6 km to the 
N-W there is located the eponymous settlement, and alsa, that the researched site is 
located at the border between Monteoru and Costişa cultures. Furthennore, the 
fortified hilltop settlement is situated at the proximity of an important way of 
access to Transylvania, to the Ciucului depression. 

The archaeological site is located on the territory of Români commune, 
Neamţ County, in the southem proximity of Siliştea village, on the Cetăţuia hill. 
The properly settlement occupies the northem extremity of the hill and bas the 
altitude of 448,4 m (PI. 2). 

In plane, the settlement bas triangular shape with the axe length of 110 m 
and the base of 75 m, being NNV-SSE oriented. To north, east and west the 
settlement is protected by the hill's steep slopes. Southward, in the area connected 
with the rest of the plateau, it was practised a moat with the actual depth of 2 m; 
the extremities of the moat ends on the steep slopes of the hill (PL 3; PI. 4/a, b). 
The premises naturally bordered but alsa artificial, occupies an area with an 
approximate size of 7000 m2, but only the third part ofit represents the deforested 
area in which were concentrated the researches from the summer of 2000 up to 
2004. During the 2003-2004 winter mast parts of the plateau have been deforested. 
This situation gave us the opportunity to improve our observations on the eastem 
part of the settlement. 

Even by 1940, the priest-archaeologist, Constantin Mătase pointed out the 
presence of some archaeological vestiges on the Cetăţuia hill (Mătasă 1938/1940, 
5-41 ), infonnation which was taken over by other archaeologists, as well (Monah, 
Cucoş 1985, 144; Cucoş 1992, 48). 

The systematic researches started in 2000, include the following objectives: 
the cultural integration of the monument, the establishing of its role within the 
Costişa culture, the deterrnination of the settlement character and the stages of its 
attendance, the delimitation of the inhabited area, the concentration of the artefacts 
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and the stratigraphy. In order to touch these objectives the defence ditch was 
sectioned by two long trenches (S I and SU), the dwelling area next to the ditch 
was researched through unearthing several rectangular-shaped squares (noted oA, 
oB, oC, oa, op, oP') and the settlement limits were also verified by digging four 
trial trenches (PI. 3 ). 

After five archaeological excavations some preliminary data bas been 
formulated with the occasion of the archaeological national conferences starting 
with 2000 (Bolohan, Munteanu, Dumitroaia 2001, 229, PI. 61; Bolohan, Munteanu 
2001, 44-49; Bolohan, Dumitroaia, Munteanu 2002, 287-289, PI. 103; Bolohan 
2003, 292-293; 2004, 309-311 ). lt could be stressed the presence of a defence ditch 
with the depth of 3, 15 m delimiting the southem part of the settlement. The filling 
of the ditch consists of a mass of brown soii, having gritstones of white yellowish 
colour, or bumed at read, pottery fragments and bone fragments. Ali of these were 
pulled out from the inner area of the settlement where we suppose it was a defence 
vallum. The gradients of the defence ditch are covered with gritstones slabs 
belonging to the natural gritstone strata or being placed there intentionally in order 
to enforce the gradients of the ditch. The 2004 excavation in the area of S II bas 
clearly revealed a group of gritstones overlapping the stratum of trodden earth that 
comes right upon the natural gritstone strata. 

As the southem end of the SI and S II trenches show, to the outer part of 
the ditch there are fewer artefacts. In the northem part of the S I, on a length of 
approximate 4 m, the area is strongly disordered. lt is the area were we supposed 
to be the defence vallum which in time had been destroyed, flattened and pulled 
out in the filling of the ditch. Most of the archaeological vestiges are 
concentrated in the northem extremity (inside the settlement) and consist of 
pottery fragments, bone remnants, some stone grinders; adobe fragments stone 
tools and also metal adomments. 

The artifact concentration and the disposal of the gritstones within the 
unearthed area are the main indicators in identifying dwelling structures. So far 
there have been noticed some bigger gritstone slabs that could have been used for 
increasing the stability of the posts and the walls. They appear to indicate 
rectangular structures. Some of them could be connected to a 7 m long stone 
structure, a cluster of white and reddish bumed gritstones, which varies from 70 cm 
to 2 m (found in oa; PI. 5/a,b). Several centimetres below there was discovered a 
small circular white gritstone platform (diameter-1 m; PI. 5/d). lt was meant to 
cover the sherds of a vessel whose fragments were entirely recovered. The vessel 
was intentionally broken in that place in order to perform a sort of foundation ritual 
for the building that was to be erected. This kind of evidence seems to become a 
pattem at Siliştea settlement. A similar situation was recently registered in oC. The 
sherds of a big vessel have been unearthed under a white gritstone levei that 
formed the floor of a dwelling, which was superposed by a great number of sherds, 
stone and bone fragments. This time it was also visible half of the pit they were 
placed in. Analyzing the position of the sherds it could be concluded that the pot 
was broken somewhere else together with other vessels. Then, most of its fragment 
were gathered and placed in the pit. Severa} sherds belonging to the other vessels 
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were accidentally gatbered too (Pl.5/c). Anotber case of placing pottery under 
gritstone was recorded in S I wbere, tbis time, a complete pot was recovered from a 
big reddisb bumed gritstone (PI. 6/c ). 

For tbe cornrnunity from Siliştea, deposing tbings under gritstones as ritual 
acts seems to be a babit. So far tbere were found tbree situations of meat offering 
partially or entirely covered by big gritstone slabs. One of tbe most interesting is 
tbe fragment of a Bos taurus skull tbat rests upon several sberds belonging tQ at 
Ieast two vessels (found in □A; Pl.6/a). Tbe entire complex is partially placed 
under a slab. lt sbould be mentioned tbe presence of a group of more tban ten 
fragmentary bones in □a. Tbey all represent Capreolus capreolus and Equus 
caballus leg parts. Tbere must be mentioned several otber situations tbat could be 
taken as indicators for tbe dwelling identification. lt is tbe case of a bollow
dwelling Iocated at nortbem end of S I. lt was identified tbe floor levei tbrougb tbe 
presence of several gritstones and tbe sudden cbange of colour observed in tbe 
balk. A number of post boles were also present. 

Anotber situation occurs in tbe supposed vallum area from □C. Here tbe 
pottery and bone fragrnents are scarce. Only tbe gritstones and tbe increased 
number of stones are abundant. They belong to special building/buildings tbat 
bas/have just been identified, and we bope tbe fartber excavation will bring more 
information. So far, it can be mentioned tbe superposition of five stones, tbe 20 cm 
bole formed by surrounding flat stones and tbe 2 m Iong structure of vertically 
placed Iittle flat gritstones sided to tbe west by two big and tbick stones, also 
vertically placed (PI. 6/b ). 

The people from Siliştea settlement fully made use of tbe bandy gritstone of 
tbe bill. Tbis fact can be easily noticed if we look at tbe gritstone floors, tbe big 
gritstone slabs and carved fragments meant, probably, to fit tbe curved wood. lt 
seems tbat in some areas (□B) tbey settled tbemselves directly on tbe natural 
stratum of gritstones or at Ieast tbey dug out and took tbe needed gritstone. The 
idea is sustained by tbe extremely disordered surface of tbe gritstone natural 
stratum and by tbe occurrence of small pottery and bone fragrnents at tbis levei. 

The pottery represents tbe most consistent part of tbe arcbaeological material 
at Siliştea. So far tbere bave been recovered five entirely or partially preserved 
pots. Witbin a ricb surface of S I, under a layer of reddisb bumed gritstones it was 
uneartbed a complete biconical pot of 26,3 cm, baving tbe moutb flared up a little, 
two vertical flatted bandles pulled out from tbe rim and attacbed on tbe sboulder 
(Pl.6/c; 7/d). The exterior surface bas a dark-brown colour and it isn't decorated. 
Interesting to be remembered is tbe presence of pottery sberds, tiny fragrnentary 
animal bones and pigrnents of cbarcoal. 

Approximately in tbe same area (□A) it was discovered anotber complete 
pot, witb tbe beigbt of 13 cm (PI. 7 /b ). This one bas globular sbape, a little flared 
rim, a flatted bandle starting from tbe rim of tbe pot, attacbed on tbe upper body 
(sboulder), wbere tbere are three conical buttons syrnrnetrically settled. Tbe 
exterior surface is ligbt-brown. 
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Another pot of the same type, but only partially preserved, was discovered at 
the approximate distance of 6 m from the other two already mentioned, in □~- Its 
height is of 10,8 cm. The bottom of the pot is clearly marked and the decoration is 
absent (PI. 7/a). The afore-mentioned pots have their analogies with some miniature 
shapes in Costişa culture (Cavruc, Dumitroaia 2001, PI. 26/2, PI. 35/1). On the other 
hand, we can state for analogies with some shapes specific to the latest phase of the 
Early Bronze Age in Transylvania, as well (Cavruc, Dumitroaia 2001, PI. 70/4). 

The pottery repertoire of the fortified settlement from Siliştea is completed 
by another two vessels. One of them, found in □B has a globular shape and its 
estimated height is of 7cm (the rim and the two handles are not preserved). lt has 
no omamentation (PI. 7/c). Closer analogies can be observed at Costişa (Cavruc, 
Dumitroaia 2001, PI. 26/1-8). The other vessel is a small Monteoru cup which 
appeared in oa (height of 4,5 cm; maximum diameter of 9 cm ).Unfortunately, the 
two overlapping handles are broken. The shoulder is clearly marked and the base is 
concave (PI. 8/a). This type of cup is well represented at Siliştea. In fact there is a 
considerable quantity of Monteoru pottery fragments in this settlement. As regards 
the phases to which they belong, it can be noticed the presence of only one sherd 
indicating Monteoru IC3 phase (PI. 8/b), while the other fragments have IC2-Ia 
pottery features (PI. 8/c-o; PI. 9/a-g). 

Also, the Costişa potsherds indicate a rich pottery typology and a wide range 
of omamentations. There are fragments of amphorae (bitronconical shape, narrow 
and long neck, two flatted handles), cups (bitronconical shape, vertical or flaring rim, 
two overlapping handles), bowls, sack-like vessels, truncated cone-shaped vessels. 
Some types are usually associated with specific decorations. For instance, the sack
like vessels have under the rim a band of finger impressions with a ridge. Sometimes 
the rest of the pot is decorated with Bessenstrich. At the middle part of the cups it 
appears a circular register consisting in triangles with the interior filled with oblique 
or horizontal lines, or stiches. The triangle bases rest mostly upon a group of two or 
three incised lines. Almost the same omamentation is seen on amphorae sherds. 

The techniques the decoration is made are: the incision (usually straight lines, 
some thinner, some thicker), the plastic decoration (bands of different sizes, conica} or 
plate buttons), the stiches (random and unequal, obliquely performed stiches; equal and 
regular ones ), and the combing consisting in regular or irregular tiny incisions on the 
vessel surface (Bessenstrich and Kammkeramik decoration). The combination of 
decorative elements are various and unique as the illustration shows (PI. 10). 

Some pottery sherds were intended to be transformed into spindle-whorls 
(PI. 10/j,k). 

Bone was also very used for making instruments. In these terms we can 
plead for a ''bone industry" at Siliştea, if we take into account the amount of debris 
and tools (PI. 11 ). The fabric of stone tools (grinders, axes, whet stones, 
Krummessers) is very well represented, too. Apart from these, there are some 
arrow-heads made of flint (PI. 12). 

The metal objects inventory is of the highest importance. The smallest piece 
is a ring (diameter of 2 cm; 3 mm - the wire thickness; PI. 13/t). Another piece is a 
bracelet (diameter of 5 cm) made of a 4 mm thick wire and having folded endings 
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(PI. 13/g). What makes us to pay attention at is the discovery, in the settlement 
area, of five copper Noppenringe metal artifacts, placed at little distance one to 
another. Two of them have about 4,5 cm in diameter, another two - 3,5 cm in 
diameter and the fifth is smaller (2 cm) and broken (PI. 13/a-e). Ali these 
adornments are made of copper wire with thickness of 3 mm, which was bounded 
twice and has twisted ends forming a point. One of this has also two little loops 
attached on the second fold (PI. 13/a). The mentioned adornments were found in an 
archaeological context in which have appeared before Monteoru and Costişa 

potsherds, two stone grinders and other tools made of gritstone and bone, as well. 
Identica! samples, still fragmentaty, were also found at Răcătău (Bacău 

County) in a pit together with a Monteoru Ic2 pot; the second one was found at 
Calu-Piatra Şoimului (Neamţ County), without archaeological context. In fact, only 
the sample of Calu-Piatra Şoimului represents a Noppenringe made of copper 
(Petrescu-Dîmboviţa 1998, 189, Taf.163). 

These adornments, discovered within the Costişa culture or at the border of 
Costişa and Monteoru culture, find their analogies into Aunjetitz culture area in 
Central Europe and especially in the graves or in small metallic hoards. So, we can 
mention a hair ring with a single spiral from Neudorf at Staatz, north of Wien, those 
from the necropolis of Early Aunjetitz at Abraham in western Slovakia (Gimbutas 
1965, PI. 37, 39/6a-b), those found in graves at Straubing Alburger-Hochweg, in 
Bavaria, Rebesovice, in Moravia, Linz-St. Peter, in Austria (Adler 1967, 11-13, 71-
72, Abb. 46-49), the seven Noppenringe from the royal tomb at Trstenice, Southem 
Moravia (Peska 1999, Abb. 6/3, 6, 7, 9, 13, 14, 17), the fragmentary pieces founded 
into a grave (268) at Jelsovce, Nitra district (Bâtora 1991, fig. 41/5, 6; 1996, Abb. 
3/6, 7), those from the grave number 61 at Mytna Nova Ves, Topol'cany district 
(Bâtora 1996, Abb. 5/3, 6), and in the grave number 82 at Branc, Nitra district 
(Bâtora 1996, Abb. 7 /12). The presence of these Noppenringe in western Moldavia, 
within the Costişa culture frame might indicate the existence of some relations 
/contacts between Middle Danube area and the Eastern Carpathians during Early 
Bronze Age or at the border between Early Bronze Age/Middle Bronze Age. These 
data indicate an earlier dating of the Costişa culture than what we have known up to 
now. The idea is supported, by the presence of the Bessenstrich pottery from Siliştea, 
in an approximate rate of 25% of the whole material, pottery which can prove the 
existence of some interferences with similar manifestations from Transylvania and, 
moreover, from the Middle Danube area, as well. This kind of pottery has already 
been discovered in several places in Transylvania and in Western Moldavia during 
Early Bronze Age (Popescu 2000, 203-208). 

These preliminaty data allowed us to emphasize some assumptions or 
conclusions as concern the evolution of the Costişa culture in the context of Bronze 
Age within the Carpathians area. So it can be admitted the existence of some 
interferences between Monteoru Ic4 and the beginning of the Costişa culture, 
contacts intensified during the Monteoru Ic3-Ic2. The Monteoru pottety is 
permanently present, about 30%, without exceeding the Costişa pottety. For that 
reason, at the moment, we presume a cohabitation period between Costişa and 
Monteoru communities. 
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As far as we know up to now, due to the cultural background, the pottery 
decorated in the Bessenstrich manner is to be found in a higher rate in eastern 
Transylvania in Ciomortan sites (Cavruc, Dumitroaia 2000, 133). Same situation can 
be noticed for the Wietenberg influences./presences in Western Moldavia (Cavruc, 
Rotea 2000,157-158; Florescu 1971, 37-73, PI. 1-4). On the base of this pottery 
analysis and the presence of the five adornments of Nopperinge type, we could admit 
the idea of a central European contribution in defining the Costişa culture features. 

At the moment we are considering that the beginning of Costişa culture 
could be dated at the beginning ofthe second millenium B.C. at the same time with 
contemporary cultures in Central Europe. 
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29. Hlăpeşti (NT); 30. Hlipiceni (BT); 31. Holboca (IS); 32. Horodnic de Jos (SV); 33. laşi (ÎS); 34. Luminiş 

(NT); 35. Lunca (NT); 36. Mihail Kogălniceanu (IS); 37. Mihoveni (SV); 38. Nichiteni (BT); 39. Păuleni (HR); 
40. Peteni (CV); 41. Poian (CV); 42. Piatra-Neamţ (NT); 43. Piatra Şoimului (NT); 44. Poduri (BC); 45. Prăjeni 

(BT); 46. Răuceşti (NT); 47. Siliştea (NT); 48. Suceava (SV); 49. Şerbăneşti (SV); 50. Târgu Neamţ (NT); 
51. Târgu Ocna (BC); 52. Târgu Secuiesc (CV); 53. Târpeşti (NT); 54. Truşeşti (BT); 5. Ţigănaşi (IS); 56. Valea 

Lupului (IS); 57. Văleni-Boteşti (NT); 58. Vânători-Neamţ (NT); 59. Vlăsineşti (BT); 60. Vocoteşti (IS); 
61. Zoltan (CV); 62. Braşov (BV); 63. Brăeşti (BT); 64. Mihălăşeni (BT). 

Pl I. Findings belonging to Costişa-Ciomortan-Komariw cultures in Romania 
(after Cavruc, Dumitroaia 2001). 
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PL 1. General plan of the Cetăţuia - hill including the unearthed area. 
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PL 3. General plan of the excavated area at Siliştea. 
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PL 4. General views towards the southem part (including the moat) ofthe fortified 
settlement at Siliştea . 
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PL 5. Views of Siliştea excavation: a-b. parts ofthe white and reddish bumed gritstones 
cluster found in □ a. 
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d 

PL 5. Views of Siliştea excavation: c. the platform covering the fragments of a broken 
vessel; d. the white gritstones platform in o a . 
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C 

PL 6. Views of Siliştea excavation: a. the superposition ofpottery fragments, Bos taurus 
skull and gritstone in o A; b. the structure of vertically placed little flat gritstone in o C; 

c. the pot situated beneath the gritstone level in S I trench. 
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o 2cm -----
PL 7. Pottery of Costişa type at Siliştea . 
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PL 8. Pottery of Monteoru type at Siliştea. 
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Pl 9. Pottery ofMonteoru type at Siliştea. 
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PL JO. Pottery sherds of Costişa type at Siliştea. 
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PL 11. Bone am· c. 1acts. 
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PL 12. Gritstone, stone and flint atrifacts. 
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PL13. Metal adornments: a-e. ornaments ofNoppenringe type; f. ring; g. bracelet. 
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